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Chronology  of  "The  Parliamentary  Debates." 


THE  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  contains  all  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative 
IMorfoltiaB  country  from  the  Conquest  to  the  dosc^  of  the  XVIIIth  Century  (1303),  36  \ol8. 
Hie  chief  eoureei  whence  these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  History,  24  vols. 
%  Sinoods  I^Ewes'  Journal ;  Debates  of  the  Commons  in  1620  and  1621  ;  Chandler  and 
YWberkiid's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey's  Debates  of  the  Commonn,  from  1667  Co  1694,  10  vols. : 
Umaa^t  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett*s  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The  Hardwicke  Papers  ;  Debates  in 
Pirtiimeut  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &e.,  &c. 

THE  PARLIABCENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are 
«i  iohh  in  the  following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 
OQIQUBST  to  34  GEO.  IL-1066  to  1760. 

U  1  to  16,  1  Will.  I.  to  34  Geo.  II. 

1066-1760    . 

ma  OF  GEOBOE  IIL-1760  to  1820. 

VoL  15  to  35,  1  Geo.  III.  to  40  Geo.  III. 

1760-1800 

(FmsT   Paruament.) 

VoL  35   41  Geo.  Ill 1801 

-  36   42        —       1802 

(Second  PARUAMm^x.) 
V0LS6  42  Geo.  III. 1802-3 


DBBATES. 
Pint  Serieg. 

(Skond  Parliament — continued,) 

^«L  1  &   2.. .44  Geo.  Ill 1803  4 

-  3to    5.. .45         —       1805 

•    6  &    7. ..46         —       1806 

(Third  Paruament.) 
V4  8  &   9.. .47    Geo.  Ill 1806-7 

(Fourth  Parliament.) 

'•i  9  to  11. ..48    Geo.  IH 1807-8 

-  IJ— 14...49         —      1809 

-  15— 17...50         —       1810 

-  18— 20...51  —       ...   1810-11 

-  n  — 23...52         —       1812 


(Fifth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  24  to  26. ..53  Geo.  III.  ...   1812-13 

—  27  &  28.. .54         —       ...   1813-14 

—  29  to  31. ..55         —       ...   1814-15 

—  32  — 34.. .56         —       ......    1816 

—  35  &  36.. .57         —       1817 

—  37  — 38.. .58         —       1818 

(Sixth  Parliament.) 

V(rf.  39  &  40.. .59  Geo.  Ill 1819 

—    41    60         —       ...   1819-20 


Second  SericB. 


BEIGN  OF  GEORGE  IV.-1820  to  1830. 


(Seventh  Paruament.) 


Vol. 


1  to 
4  & 
6  — 

8  — 


3...  1  Geo.  IV 1820 


0. .  • 

7... 

«7  .  .  • 


2 
3 

4 


—  10  —  11...  5 

—  12—  13...  6 

—  14  —  15...  7 


(Eighth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  16  7  Geo.  IV 

—  17  8    —   .... 

—  18  &  19...  9    —   .... 

—  20— 21. ..10    — 

—  22  to  25. ..11    — 

a2 


1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 
1825-6 
182G 


1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 


192224 


L. 


It 
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Third  SertcM. 
BEIGN  OF  WILLIAM  IV.^880  to  18Sf7. 

(Ninth  Parliament.) 
Vol.   1    to    3...  l^iLL.IV, 1830-1 

(Tenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.    4  to    8...  2  Will.  IV.  1832 

—  9—  14...  3         —       1831 

(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

Vol  15  to  20...  4  Will.  IV. 1833 

—  21  —  25...  5         —       1834 


(Twelfth  Parliament.; 


Vol.  26  to  30...  6  Will!  IV. 

—  31—  35...  7         — 

—  36—  38*. •  8         — 


1835 
1836 
1837 


BEIGN  OF  VICTOBIA-18S7  to  1901. 

(Thirteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  39  to  44...  1  Victoria  1838 

—  45—  50...  2        —        1839 

—  51  —  55...  3        —        1840 

_  56  —  58...  4        —  (a)  1841 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  59    4  Victoria    (b)  1841 

—  60  to  65...  5  —    1842 

—  66—  71  ..  6  -    1843 

—  72—  76...  7  —    1844 

—  77—  82..  8  —    1845 

—  83—  88...  9  —    1846 

—  89  —  94.. .10  —  (a)  1847 

(Fifteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  95  10  Victoria  (b)  1847 

^  96  to  101. ..11    —    1848 

^  102— 107. ..12    —    1849 

—  108— 113.. .13    —    1850 

—  114— 118. ..14    —    1851 

—  119— 122. ..15    —  (a)  1852 

(Sixteenth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  123  15  Victoria  (b)  1852 

—  124  to  129. ..16    —    1853 

_  130— 135. ..17    —    1854 

—  136-^-139. ..18    —    1855 

—  140— 143. ..19    —    1856 

—  144  20    —  (a)  1857 


(Seventeenth  Parliament.) 

Vol  146  to  147.. .20  ViolOTiA     (b)  1857 

—  148  —151  ..21        —         1858 

—  152— 153.. .22        —  (a)  1869 

(Eighteenth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  154  to  155... 22  Victoria  (b)  1869 

—  156— 160.. .23  —    1860 

—  161 —164. .24  —    1861 

—  165— 168.. .25  —    1862 

—  169— 172.. .26  —    1863 

—  173— 176.. .27  —    1864 

—  177— 180.. .28  —    1865 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol  181  to  184.. .29  Victoria 1866 

—  185— 189.. .30        —        1867 

—  190— 193.. .31        —        ...1867^ 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  194  to  198.. .32  Victoria  ...  1868-9 

—  199  —203. ..33    —  1870 

—  204— 208.. .34    —  1871 

—  209— 213.. .35    —  1872 

—  214  — 217...36    —  1873 

(Twenty-First  Paruament.) 

Vol.  218  to  221. ..37  ViCTORU  1874 

—  222— 226.. .38        —  1875 

—  227  —231. ..39        —  1876 

—  232— 236.. .40        —  1877 

—  237— 242.. .41        —  1878 

—  243  —249.. .42        —  ...  1878-9 

—  250  &  251.  ..43        —  (a)  1880 

(Twenty-Second  Parliament.) 

Vol.  252  to  256.. .43  ViCTORU  (b)  1880 

—  257  —265.. .44  —        1881 

—  266  —273... 45  —  (a)  1882 

—  274  &  275.. .45  —  (b)  1882 

—  276  to283...46  —        1883 

—  284— 292.. .47  —        1884 

—  293— 301. ..48  —  ...1884-5 

(Twenty-Third  Parliament.) 
Vol.  302  to  307. ..49  Victoria     (a)  1886 

(Twenty-Fourth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  308  &  309... 49  ViCTORU     (b)  188B 

—  310  to321...50        —         188T 

—  322— 332.. .51  —  188S 

—  333— 340.. .52  —  1889 

—  341  —348.. .53  —  189€ 

—  349  —356.. .54  -  ...  1890-] 
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Fourth  SerieM. 

(Twnrnr-FouRTH  Paruamsnt— (;(m/.) 
Vol     1  to     6.. .65  ViOTOEiA  1892 

(TWINTT-FIFTH  PARLIAHENT.) 

VoL    7    56  Victoria  1892 

—  8  to  21... 57        —        ...  1893-4 

-  22—  29.. .57        —        1894 

«     30—  35.. .58        —        1895 

(TWMNTT-SlXTH  PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol  36    59  Victoria  1895 


37  to  44.. .59 

AX/A>^AI>&J 

[&        ......  ^V^V' 

...  1895-6 

45—  52... 60 

^^ 

1897 

53—  65.. .61 

— 

1898 

66—  76.. .62 

1899 

77    63 

— 

1899 

78—  8S...63 

.^— 

1900 

84  ...  63<&64 

.» 

1900 

85—  87...64 

^^ 

1900 

(Twenty-Seventh  Parliament.) 
Vol.  88  64  Victoria     1900 

BEIGN  OF  EDWABD  VII. 

(Twenty-Seventh  Paruament — coru.) 
VoL  89  1  Edward  VII.. ..1901 


90  to  100    1 

101  ...     1  &  2 

102  to  117  2 
118  to  128  3 
129  to  140  4 
141  to  151  5 


...1901 
...1902 
...1902 
...1903 
...1904 
...1905 


(Twenty-Eighth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  152  to  168    6  Edward  VII... .1906 

—  169  to  182    7  „  „   ...1907 

—  183  to  197    8  „         „    ...1908 


HIS  MAJESTY'S  PRINGiPAL  OFFICERS 

OF  STATE,  Et^. 


MR.    ASQUITfl'S    FIRST    ADMINISTRATION 

APRIL    1908. 


THE    CABINET. 

Prime  MlDister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury Rt.  Hon.  H.  H.  ASQUITH,  M.P. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Wolverhampton. 

Lord  Chancellor Rt.  Hon.  Lord  LOREBURN. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer Rt.  Hon.  D.  Lloyd-George.  M.P. 

Secretaries  of  State 

Home  Department Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  J.  Gladstone,  MP. 

Foreign  AflFairs Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward  Grey,  Bt.,  M.P. 

Colonial  Office Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Crewb. 

War  Office Rt.  Hon.  R.  B.  Haldane,  M.P. 

India  Office Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Morley. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty Rt.  Hon.  Reginald  McKknna,  M.P. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  A.  BiRRELL,  M.P. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Rt.  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Crewe. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Education Rt.  Hon.  WALTER  RUNCIMAN,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S.  Churchill,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board Rt.  Hon.  John  Burns,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Affriculture Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Carrington. 

Postmaster-General Rt.  Hon.  Sydney  Buxton,  M.P. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster Rt.  Hon.  Lord  FiTZMAURlCB. 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland Rt.  Hon.  J.  SINCLAIR,  M.P. 

The  First  CommiBsioner  of  Works— Rt.  Hon.  L.  ?AltC0URT,  M.P. 

NOT    IN    THE    CABINET. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Office T.  McKiNNON  Wood,  F-sq.,  M.P. 

Cnder  Secretary  of  State,  Home  Office Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  Samuel,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  Colonial  Office Colonel  Seely,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  India  Office T.  R.  Buchanan,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary  of  State,  War  Office Lord  Lucas. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury George  Whiteley,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education C.  P.  Trevelyan,  Esq.  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty Dr.  Macnamara,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade Sir  Hudson  Kbarley,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board C.  F.  G.  MastbrmaM,  Enq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury C.  E.  Hobhousb,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Ottice F.  D.  Acland,  Esq.,  M.P. 

I  J.  A.  Pease,  Esq.,  M.P. 
Herbert  Lewis,  Esq.,  M.P. 
Captain  Cecil  Norton,  M.P. 
J.  H.  Whitley,  Esq.,  M.P. 
J.  M.  F.  Fuller,  Esq.,  M.P. 
(  Admiral  of  tlie  Fleet  Sir  John  Fisher. 

i^^^^f  fi»^  AA^i^Ur, J  Vioe-Admiral  Sir  C.  C.  Drury. 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty <  Rear-Admiral  Sir  H.  B.  Jackson. 

I  Rear-Admiral  F.  S.  Inolefibld. 

Thi  Secretary  of  State  for  War  [in  the  Cabinet]. 

General  Hon.  Sir  N.  G.  Lyttklton  (Chief  of  the  General  SUflf). 

General  C.  W.  H.  Douglas  (Adjutant-General  to  the  Forces). 

General  Sir  W.  G.  Nicholson  (Quarter-Master-General  to  the  Forces). 

Major-General  C.  F.  H ADDON   (Master-General  of  the  Onlnanoe). 

The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office. 

Secretary,    The  Permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Colonel  Sir  E.  W.  D.  Ward). 

The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty George  Lambert,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Lord* Lieutenant  of  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  the  VmtI  of  ABERDEEN. 

Vioe-President  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction  (Ireland>^^T.  W. 

Russell,  Esq.,  M.P. 
The  Lord  Advocate^— Thomas  Shaw,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Attorney-General Sir  W.  8.  ROBSON,  M.P. 

Solicitor-General Sir  S.  T.  Evans,  M.P. 


Army  Council C 
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HIS  MAJESTTB  PRINCIPAL  OBJPIOERS  OF  SVATE^(Oaru.)       vi 

OTHER  OFFICERS  OP  STATE. 

Fkjsart«r.G«ierml — -R.  K.  eAUSTON,  E8q.,M.P.  '  .    .  i      ■    \    r 

Lofdtttcward Rt  Hon.  Earl  Beauchamp. 

GvipteolUr  of  the  Hootekold ^The  Master  of  EUBANK  HP.  ^ 

TrMfver  of  the  Hooaehold-^-Sir  EDWARD  Strachby,  Bt,  VLP. 

Lord  GkeBberUiik Rt.  Hon.  Visooant  Althorp. 

Vwe-Chamberiam J.  M.  F.  Fuller,  Esq.,  M.P. 

MMUr  of  the  Horse Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Granard. 

CbpUm  Teoiiian  of  the  Guard His  Grace  ,the  Dnke  of  Manohbstbr. 

rEarl  Grakvillb. 

Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzbll. 

Lord  Acton. 

Lord  COLEBROOKB. 
Lord  SUPFIELD. 

Lord  Hersghell. 
Lord  Farquhar. 
Jadgt  AdTooate-General ^T.  MlLVAlN,  Esq.,  K.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

^tentary  for  Scotland  and  Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal Rt.  Hon.  JOHN  Sinclair 

Lord  High  Constable Earl  of  Errol.  v 

Lord  Pkivy  Seal Maiqneos  of  Brbadalbanb,  K.G. 

UaM«r  of  the  Household Doke  of  Aroyll,  K.T. 

Lord  High  Commissioner Lord  KiNNAIRD. 

Lod  derfc  RM^ister ^His  Grace  the  Doke  of  Montrose,  K.T. 

Lord  Jostiee  General Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Dunbdin. 

LordAdrocate Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  Shaw,  K.C. 

Lord  Jettace  Clerk Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Kihsbuboh,  C.B. 

Soaotar-Geoend ALEXANDER  Ure,  Esq.,  K.C. 

B^girtflr  General  and  Deputy  Keeper  Great  Seal— Sir  Stair  Aonbw,  K.C.B. 
Coaasading  Forces lit.-Gen.  £.  P.  Leach,  C.B.,  C.V.O. 

IRELAND. 

Urd-Iientenant Earl  of  ASBRDBBN,  G.C.M.G. 

'^  Secretary  and  Keeper  of  Privy  Seal Rt.  Hon.  A.  Birrell,  M.  P. 

rakr Seeretary Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Macdonnell,  G.C.S.L,  K. C.V.O. 

^^rinte  Secretaries Lord  Herschell  and  Walter  Callan,  Esq 

>tatt  Steward  and  Chamherlain Sir  Anthony  Weldon,  D.S.O. 

CottroQcr Lord  PiRRlE. 

Ud  Ghtneellor Lord  Justice  WALKER. 

Aaooej-Ocoeral Rt.  Hon.  R.  R.  Cherry,  K.C.,  M.P. 

t^&atw-G«aeral Rbdmond  Barry,  Esq.,  K.C.,  M.P. 

^^onwdbg  the  Forces Gen.  Lord  Grbnfell,  G.C.B.,  G.C.M.G. 


PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 


Chairman  of  Committeea Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Onblow,  P;0. 

Clerk  of  Parliamento— Sir  Hskrt  J.  L.  Qbaham,  K.CB. 

Deputy  Clerk  of  Parliamenta  (Clerk  ABsistant) Hon.  E.  P.  Thisioxr,  C.B. 

Readinff-Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Outdoor  Committeee EcfWABD  HALL  Aij>ib80K,  Esq. 

Counaefto  the  Chairman  of  Committees Albert  Gbat,  Esq.,  ELC. 

Chief  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Public  Bills — 7-A.  Harrison,  Esq. 
Senior  Clerks • 

Clerk  of  the  Journals W.  A.  LsiOH,  Esq. 

Principal  Clerk  of  Private  Committees -J.  F.  Stm ons  Jxuns,  Esq. 

Principal   Clerk,   Judicial   Department,    and   Taxing   Officer  of  Judicial   Costs J*    F, 

Skbnk,  Esq. 

W.  H.  Hamilton  €k)Ri>ON,  Esq. 

Peers'  Printed  Paper  Office — ^.  L.  Anstruthsr,  Esq. 
Other  Clerks Hon.  A.  MoDonnkll  ;  A.  H.  Robinson,  Eso.   (Clerk  of  Private  Bills  and 

Taxing  Officer  of  Private  Bill  Costs) ;  H.  P.  St.  John,  Esq. ;  V.  M.  Biddulph,  Esq. ; 

Hon.  £.  A.  Stonor  ;  H.  J.  F.  Badslkt,  Esq. ;  C.  Hsadijim,  Esq. ;  J.  B.  Hotbam,  Esq.  ; 

K  C.  Vigors,  Esq. ;  G.  D.  Luard,  Esq.  ;  and  G.  PBOBT,  Esq. 
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Education   (Scotland)  Bill. — As  amended  (in  the  Standing  Committee), 
further  considered. 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  {Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) I47 


XTi  TAbLE   OF   CONTEJTTS. 

Amendment  propoeed— 

"  Id  page  9,  Hne  5,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words,  '  Provided  farther 
that  where,  prior  to  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  a  governing  body 
as  aforesaid  or  any  joint  or  central  board  on  their  behalf  have  estab- 
lished a  superannuation  fund  to  which  they  respectively  contribute, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  superannuation  allowance  awarded  to  a 
teacher  to  the  extent  represented  by  the  sum  so  contributed  shall  be 
held  to  be  a  retiring  allowance  witlun  the  meaning  of  this  section.' " 
— {Mr.  Stndair,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  9,  line  21,  after  the  word  'boards,'  to  insert  the 
words  'governing  bodies.'" — {Mr.  Sinclair.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.Carlile  {Hertfardshref  St.  Alban$)     1^ 

Amendments  proposed— 

"In  page  10,  line  28,  after  the  word  ' Department,'  to  insert  the 
words  'or  of  a  teacher's  superannuation  allowance  from  a  governing 
body  as  aforesaid  or  any  joint  or  central  board  on  their  behalf.' " 

"  In  page  10,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  word  '  or.' " 

"  In  page  10,  line  34,  after  the  word  '  managers,'  to  insert  the 
words  '  or  joint  or  central  board.' " 
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In  page  10,  Hne  34,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  '  or  superannua- 
tion.'"—(Jfr.  5irkj/a»r.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Cochrane  {Ayrshire^  N.)  II 

Amendments  proposed — 

"In  pa^  11,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  word  'may,'  and  to  insert 
the  word  '  shall'  " 

"In  page  11,  line  16,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  'or  of  an 
Amendment  thereof.' " 

"  In  page  11,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  boards,'  to  insert  the  words 
'governing  bodies.'" 

"In  page  11,  line  26,  after  the  word  'and,'  to  insert  the  word 
'  other.'  "—(iff.  Sinclair.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Boland  (K^rry,  S.)     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         .,,         ...     1^ 

\mendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  12,  line  26,  to  leave  out  subsection  (1)  of  Clause  14." — 
{Mr.  Boland.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Air.  t^iTicldtf  ...         ...  ...  >•.  ...  ...  ...         ...     i* 

Amendment  put  ar  d  negatived. 

Mr,  Lamoni  {Bnif shire)     ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     1) 

Mr.  Ain^u^»rth  {Argyllshire)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     II 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  14,  line  10,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words,  '  (/)  To  making 
payments  to  scbool  boards  in  Gaelic-speaking  districts  ojf  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  to  make  adequate  provision  for  instruction  in 
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reading  &nd  writiLg  the  Gaelic  language,  and  also  of  such  sums  as 
may  be  neceesary  to  increase  the  number  of  bursaries  available,  both 
before  and  after  the  junior  student  stage,  for  Gaelio-speaking  ohildren 
intending  to  become  teachers.'" — {Mr,  LamanL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mfm  SincUUT           ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...  154 

Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  {Leith,  Burghs)       154 

Mr.  Boland            ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...          ..  ...  155 

Mr.  fFeir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ...-  156 

Mr.  Pirie  {Aberdeen^  N.) ...  156 

Mr.  Sinclair           ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...  157 

Jdr,  LfOCfi/rans         ...         ...         ...         •«•         ...         ...         ...  •..  lOo 

Mr.  Morton  (Sutherland) ..  ...  158 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  109 ;  Noes,  192.     (Division  List  No.  414.) 

Mr.  J.  M.  MacdonaM  (Falkirk  Burghs) 161 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill — 

"In  page  24,  line  18,  to  leave  out  subsection  (2)  of  Clause  15." 
^(Mr.  J.  M.  Macdonald.) 

Qnestiai  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word 
'for,'  in  page  14,  line  21,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mt,  Cochrane        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     164 

Mr.  fFiUde  (Dundee)        166 

Mr.  Memies  (Lanarkshire^  S.)       167 

JmIi.  f^T^CUJUi  ...  ...  ...  ••.  •••  •••  ...  ...         X  i  \} 

JUw.  ^  wwwC      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...         XfO 

Mr.  MitcheU-Thomson  (Lanarkshire,  N.fF.)         175 

Mr.  Munro  Ferguson  (Leith  Burghs)        176 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ju r.  jii cwct^s  •*.  .».  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...      L  t  i 

Mr.  Dundas  fThiie  (Dumbartonshire)       178 

Amendment  proposed — 

•*  In  page  14,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  'district,'  to  end 
of  clause,  and  to  insert  the  words,  '  so  as  to  give  an  equal  amount,  for 
every  child  in  average  attendance  at  their  respective  school  or  schools, 
to  all  school  boards  and  other  managers  of  State-aided  schools,  but  that 
only  after  reservation  of  the  sum  of  twenty-five  thousand  pounds  to  be 
given,  at  the  absolute  discretion  of  the  Department,  to  necessitous  schools 
or  schools  in  thinly-populated  districts.'" — (Mr.  Menzics). 

QoeatioD  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word 
'in,'  m  line  24,  stand  part  of  the  Bill' " 

A r.  otnclatT  ...         ...         •.»  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     179 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Aif.  jXiorion  ...         •••         ...  ••.         ...         ...  ••.  ...      1, Ov 

Amendment  proposed — 

•'In  page  14,  lines  29  and  30,  to  leave  out  the  words  'which 
scheme  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament,'  and  to  insert  the  words 
'  Provided  that  such  scheme  shall  be  forthwith  laid  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  if  Parliament  be  sitting,  or,  if  not,  then  within  three 
weeks  after  the  commencement  of  the  nejct  ensuing  session  of  Parlia- 
moaty  and  if  neither  House  of  Parliament  within  one  month,  exclusive 
fA  any  period  of  prorogation,  after  a  scheme  has  been  laid  before  it, 
pietents  an  address  praying  the  King  to  withhold  bis  assent  from  such 
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scheme  or  any  pbrt  thereof,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  King  in  Council 
by  Order  to  approve  the  same  or  any  part  thereof  to  which  such 
address  does  not  relate.  The  presentation  of  an  address  as  aforesaid 
shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  making  of  a  further  scheme  under 
the  like  procedure.  (4)  A  scheme  under  this  section  may  be  amended 
by  a  subsequent  scheme  made  under  the  like  procedure.  (5)  Any 
scheme  approved  by  Order  in  Council  under  this  section  shall,  as  from 
the  date  prescribed  in  such  Order,  be  of  the  same  force  as  if  it  were 
enacted  in  this  Act.' " — {Mr,  Mitchell-Thomson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"In  page  14,  line  40,  after  the  word  ^  parents,' to  insert  the  words 

*  or  guardians.'" 

"In  page  15,  line  9,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^of,'  to  end  of 
line  10,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  income  from  all  sources  other  than 
from  school  rate.' " — (Mr.  Sinclair.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MwM-o  Ferguson.       * 181 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  15,  line  10,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  < except  burshs 
and  parishes  which  have  made  provision  for  their  own  scholars.'  — 
{Mr.   Muv/ro  Ferguson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr^  Stnctoiv  •••         ...         ...         •••         •..         •..         ...         ...     182 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"In  page  15,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word  ^  fund,'  and  to  insert 
the  word  board.* " 

"In  page  15,  line  21,  after  the  word  <  maintenance,'  to  insert  the 
words  'after  deduction  of  income  from  grants  made  by  the 
Department  or  from  fees,  and  of  any  sum  paid  to  the  school  board 
under  the  immediately  preceding  sub-section.' " 

"In  page  16,  line  21,  after  the  word  'aforesaid,'  to  insert  the 
words  <or,  in  circumstances  approved  by  the  Department,  at  a 
supplementary  course  of  not  less  than  three  years  duration  conducted 
in  accordance  with  Article  21  of  the  Code  of  Regulations  for  day 
schools  of  1908  or  under  other  regulations  of  the  Department  that  may 
come  in  place  thereof.'" 

"In  page  16,  line  23,  at  end;  to  insert  the  words  *or  training 
college.* "— (ilfr.  Sinclair.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Cochrane         ...         „.         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     182 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  17,  line  26,  after  the  word  *  board,'  to  insert  the  words 

*  or  the  managera  of  any  inspected  school.* " — {Mr.  Cochrane.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

jxirm  futn^/iatr  •••         •.•         «..         ...         *•.         .«•         ...         ...      xo3 

Amendments  negatived. 

Mr.  jB.  Duncam.  {Lanarkshire^  Gova^) 184 

Mr.  Watt  {Glasgow^  College)  ... 18^ 
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Amendment  proposed — 

•*  In  page  20,  Kne  19,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words  'Provided 
always  t^at  it  shall  not  be  competent  under  this  section  to  annexe  a 
school  board  district  having  a  population  of  over  fifty  thousand  to  an 
adjaeent  school  board  distnct  unless  the  districts  concerned  are  agreed 
in  desiring  such  union.' " — (Mr,  Robert  Duncan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  Sinclair  •••         •••         •••         •••         m«         •••         •••         •••     185 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  StMMnr  ..•         ...         ,.«         •••         ,.•         •••         •••         ,.•     185 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  21,  line  7,  to  leave  out  subsection  (2)  and  to  insert  the 
fdlowing :  (2)  The  following  regulations  with  respect  to  audit  shall  be 
observed  (that  is  to  say)  (a)  Before  each  audit  the  clerk  of  the  school 
board  shall,  after  receiving  from  the  accountant  of  the  Department  the 
requisite  appointment,  give  at  least  fourteen  days  notice  in  such 
manner  as  shall  be  prescribed  from  time  to  time,  of  the  time  and  place 
at  which  the  audit  will  be  made,  and  of  the  deposit  of  accounts 
required  by  this  section,  and  of  the  name  and  address  of  the  accountant 
of  the  Department ;  {h)  An  abstract  in  duplicate  of  the  accounts,  dulv 
made  up,  balanced,  and  signed  as  aforesaid,  shall,  together  with  all 
assessment  books,  account  books,  deeds,  contracts,  accounts,  vouchers, 
and  receipts  mentioned  or  referred  to  in  such  accounts,  be  deposited  in 
the  offices  of  the  school  board  and  be  open  between  the  hours  of  eleven 
forenoon  and  three  afternoon  to  the  inspection  of  all  ratepayers  within 
the  district  of  the  school  board  liable  to  contribute  to  the  school  fund, 
as  hereinbefore  provided,  for  seven  clear  days  before  the  audit,  and  all 
such  persons  shall  be  at  liberty  to  take  copies  of  or  extracts  from  the 
same,  without  any  fee;  and  any  officer  of  the  school  board  duly 
appointed  in  that  behalf  refusing  to  allow  inspection  thereof  shall  be 
liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  five  pounds,     {c)  For  the  purpose  of 
any  audit  under  this  Act  the  accountant  of  the  Department  may,  by 
demand  in  writing,  require  the  production  before  him  of  all  books, 
deeds,  contracts,  accounts,  vouchers,  receipts^  and  other  documents 
and  papers  which  he  may  deem  necessary,  and  may  require  any  person 
'holding  the  same,  or  accountable  therefor,  to  appear  before  him  at 
any  such  audit,  or  any  adjournment  thereof,  and  to  make  and  sign  a 
declaration  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  same;  and  if  such  person 
neglects  or  refuses  so  to  appear,  or  to  produce  any  such  books,  deeds, 
contracts,  accounts,  vouchers,  receipts,  documents,  or  papers,  or  to 
make  or  sign  such  declaration,  he  shall  incur  for  every  neglect  or 
refusal  a  penalty  not  exceeding  forty  shillings ;  and  if  he  falsely  or 
corruptly  makes  or  signs  any  such  declaration,  knowing  the  same  to 
be  untrue  in  any  material  particular,  he  shall  be  liable  to  the  penalties 
inflicted  on  persons  guilty  of  perjury,    (d)  Any  ratepayer  may  make 
any  objection  to  such  accounts  or  any  part  thereof,  and  shall  transmit 
the  same  and  the  grounds  thereof  in  writing  to  the  accountant  of  the 
Department,  and  a  copy  thereof  to  the  officer  concerned,  two  clear 
days  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  audit,  and  any  ratepayer  may  be 
prisCDt  at  the  audit  and  may  support  any  objection  maude  as  herein- 
before provided  either  by  himself  or  by  any  ratepayer,     (e)  If  it  shall 
appear  to  the  accountant  of  the  Department  acting  in  pursuance  of 
this  section  that  any  payment  is  in  his  opinion  contrary  to  law  and 
should  be  disallowed,  or  that  any  sum  which  in  his  opinion  ought  to 
have  been,  is  not  brought  into  account  by  any  person,  whether  such 
payment  or  failure  to  account  has  been  made  matter  of  objection  or 
not^  he  shall,  by  an  Interim  Report  under  his  hand,  report  thereon  to 
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the  Department  setting  fortb  the  grounds  of  his  opinion  as  aforesaid, 
and  the  Department  shall  cause  such  Interim  Report  to  be  intimated 
to  the  objector,  if  any,  and  to  the  oflBcer  or  other  person  affected 
thereby;    and  after  due  inquiry  the  Department  shall  decide  all 
questions  raised  by  such  Interim  Report,  and  shall  disallow  all  illegal 
payments,  and  shall  allow  all  sums  which  ought  to  have  been  but 
have  not  been  brought  into  account,  and,  in  the  event  of  any  expendi- 
ture, of  the  same  nature  as  any  payment  so  disallowed  being  incurred 
by  the  school  board  in  any  subsequent  year,  the  Department,  if  they 
should  be  of  opinion  that  the  members  authorising  such  expenditure 
-    should  be  surcharged,  may  present  a  petition  to  either  Division  of  the 
Court  of  Session  craving  to  have  such  expenditure  declared  illegal 
and  the  said  members  of  the  school   board  ordained  to  refund  the 
amount  of  such  expenditure  in  the  event  of  it  being  declared  illegal ; 
and  the  Court  shall,  before  granting  or  refusing  the  prayer  of  such 
petition,  consider  any  representations  made  in  answer  thereto  by  the 
members  proposed  to  be  surcharged,  and  the  Court  tball  have  power 
to  find  that  the  expenses  of  the  said  proceedings  shall  be  payable  by 
the  said  members  personally  or  out  of  the  school  fund  as  may  appear 
just,     {f)  Within  fourteen  days  after  the  completion  of  the  audit,  or, 
as  the  case  may  be,  after  any  proceedings  under  the  immediately  pre- 
ceding  paragraph   of   this    subsection   have   been   disposed   of,   the 
accountant  of  the  Department  shall  report  on  the  accounts  audited, 
and  shall  certify  on  each  duplicate  abstract  thereof  the  amount  in 
words  at  length  of  the  expenditure  so  audited  and  allowed,  and 
further  that  the  regulations  with  respect  to  the  accounts  have  been 
complied  with,  and  that  he  has  ascertained  by  the  audit  the  correct- 
ness of  the  accoimte.    He  shall  forthwith  send  one  duplicate  abstract 
of  the  accounts  hereinbefore  mentioned  to  the  school  board,  who  sl^^l 
cause  the  same  to  be  deposited  in  their  office,  and  shall  publish  such 
abstract  in  the  form  prescribed  in  some  one  or  more  of  the  newspapers 
circulating  in  the  district  of  the  school  board.     The  accountant  of  the 
Department  shall  also  forthwith  send  the  other  duplicate  abstract  of 
the  accounts  so  certified  by  him  to  the  Department.     Provided  that,  if 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  shall  so  determine,  such  abstract  may  come 
in  place  of  and  render  unnecessary  a  return  of  the  receipts  and 
expenditure  of  the  school  board  in  pursuance  of  the  Local  laxa(ion 
Returns  (Scotland)  Act,  1861.     {g)  Where  any  surcharge  has  been 
made  as  hereinbefore  provided,  or  the  accountant  of  the  Department 
has  made  any  Interim  Report  or  Reiort  respecting  the  accounts  or  the 
receipts  and  expenses  of  the  school  hoard,  the  school  board  shall  cause 
the  surcharge  and  Interim  Report  or  Report  to  be  printed  and  pub- 
lished together  with  the  abstract    of    their  accounts  hereinbefore 
mentioned,  and  to  be  delivered  to  any  ratepayer,  as  in  this  section 
mentioned,  who  asks  for  the  same,  and  in  case  of  default  in  such 
publication  the  Department  may  cause  the  same  to  be  published,  and 
the  cost  of  such  publication,  to  the  amount  certified  by  the  Depart 
ment,  shall  be  a  debt  due  from  the  school  board  to  His  Majesty,  and 
the  clerk  of  the  school  board  shall  be  liable  in  case  of  default  in  such 
publication  to  a   fine  not   exceeding  twenty  pounds,     {h)  Kotwith- 
utanding  any  thing  in  this  section  the  Department  may  by  minute 
prescribe  rules  modifying  any  ecactment  contained  in  this  subsection 
as  to  the  time  and  place  of  audit.' " — (J/r.  Sinclair,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  BiU." 

Mr,  Cochrane  •••         •••         .,.         ...         ...         ...         •,,         ...     190 

Sir  (Jcorge  McCrae  (Edinburgh^  E»)  19S 

Mr*  Younger  {Ayr  Burgh$)  Jjg 
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Mr,  Smeaion  (Stirlingshire)  194 

Mr.  Afunro  Ferguson         194 

I%e  Lord  Advocate  {Mr.  Thos.  Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs) 196 

AmeDdment  agreed  ta 

Mr.  James  Hope  {Sheffield  CerUraJ)  195 

JtLr.  \jOCh/FO/B^  ...  •••  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  •••       1«/D 

AmeDdment  proposed — 

"In  page  21,  line  30,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  '  (4)  Any  school 
board  shall  be  entitled  to  make  application  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Department  respecting  any  expenditure  which  they  iflay  propose  to 
incur.  If  such  expenditure  receives  the  sanction  of  the  Accountant  of 
the  Department  it  shall  not  subsequently  be  regarded  as  an  illegal 
payment  liable  to  be  disallowed  or  surcharged  on  the  person  or  persons 
making  such  payment.' " — {Mr.  Cochra^ie). 

Qoestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words  he  there  inserted." 

Mr»  OtflMCMt*  •••  ...  •••  •••  •..  •••  ...  •*.       x«/l 

Mr.  MiUhellrThomson        198 

Str  Mewry  Craik    ...         ...         ...         ...         .. «         ...         ...         ...     198 

Mr,  (yOchrane         ...         ...         «..         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••     1"«7 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  jutnes  Hope    ...         ...         ...         •••         ...         •••         •••         •••     199 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  22,  line  31,  after  the  word  < shall,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  at  each  election  after  the  election  taking  place  in  the  year  nineteen 
hundred  and  nine.' " — {Mr,  Sinclair). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Juf  •       fr  Ovv       »,,  ...  ...  »,,  ...  ,,,  •••  ...  ...  ^V/V/ 

JB.r.  ^^•/Tv      ...  •••  •••  ...  •«•  ...  ...  •••  •••       m\j jl 

Ameodraent  proposed — 

"  In  page  22,  line  33,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *  district,"  to 
end  of  subsection,  and  to  insert  the  words  *  Provided  that  an  existing 
8dKX>l  board  holding  office  at  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall,  notwith- 
standing anything  contained  in  the  Education  (Scotland)  Act,  1872, 
retain  office  until  the  first  election  of  school  boards  under  this  Act, 
which  election  shall  take  place  in  the  year  nineteen  hundred  and 
eleven,  being  the  year  following  the  year  of  a  parish  council 
election.' "—(ifr.  Watt.) 

Qoettion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  second 
word  *  the'  in  page  22,  line  34,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr,  Sindair  ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         •••         «••         •••     ^02 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"In  page  22,  line  34,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *  1872  '  to  end 
of  line  38." 

"In  page  22,   line  39,  after  the  word  'election,'  to  insert  the 
words  *  after  the  election  in  the  year  nineteen  hundred  and  nine.'  '* — 
(Mr.  Sinclair.) 

Aamdments  agreed  to. 

Jff**  jQm£9  Hope    •••  •«*         *..         •••        ••»        •••        «**     2vo 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  23,  line  5,  to  leave  out  subsection  (8)."-— (Mr.  James 
Hope.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  of  the  subsection  down  to  the  word 
'give '  in  line  6,  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  Sinclair  ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...  203 

Mr,  Mwnro  Ferguson         204 

Mr.  Bolatki         ...  ...         ...         ...        ...         ...         ...         •••  205 

Mr.  Beale  (Ayrshire,  S.) 205 

Mr,  GuUand  {Bumfries  Burghs) 205 

Mr,  Morton  ...         ...         ...         ...        •••        ...         ...         ...  206 

Mr.  J.  MacVeagh  {Down,  S.)         206 

Mr.  Alexander  Cross  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  207 

Mr.  McCtdlum  (Paisley) 208 

'  Mr.  B.  Duncan      208 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Mikhell-Thomson        209 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  23,  line  30,  after  the  word  'shall,'  to  insert  the 
words  'before  granting  or  refusing  the  prayer  of  the  petition  and 
complaint.'  " — (Mr.  Mitchell  Thomson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  25,  line  3,  after  the  second  word  '  exceeding,'  to  insert 
the  words  '  seven  hundred  pounds  per  annum  in  the  case  of  endow- 
ments the  revenues  of  .which  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  might  be 
applied  to  purposes  in  two  or  more  counties,  or  in  any  other  case  not 
exceeding.' "— (i/r.  JFait.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Sinclair  ...         ...         ...         ...         209 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  2  3,  line  1 2,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  <  Provided  that  the 
governing  body  of  any  intermediate  or  secondary  school  administered 
under  a  scheme  approved  in  terms  of  the  Educational  Endowments 
(Scotland)  Act,  1882,  or  under  any  Act  or  any  Provisional  Order  con- 
firmed by  Act  of  Parliament,  shall,  notwithstanding  anything  contained 
in  any  scheme.  Act,  or  Order,  have  power,  with  the  eanctioa  of  the 
Department,  to  administer  that  part  of  their  annual  revenue,  presently 
applicable  to  the  granting  of  bursaries,  in  conformity  with  the  reauire- 
ments  of  Section  twenty- eight  thereof  without  the  necessity  of  applying 
to  the  Court  of  Session  or  to  Parliament.' " — (Mr.  Cochrane.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Sinclair  ...         ...         *••         ...        ...         ...         ...         •••     210 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  26,  line  40,  after  the  word  *  council,'  to  insert  the  words 
*  or  county  education  committee.' " — (Mr.  Cochrane). 

Question  propoied,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Sinclair         ...        •*.        «.«        •••        »..        •••        •••        «  «     21Q 
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*    Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Chdland  •••        ^        ««        ^,     211 

Amendment  proposed  — 

**  In  pa^e  26,  line  10,  after  the  word  '  Department,  to  insert  the 
words  'which  in  future  shall  be  called  the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment.' "~{Mr.  Gtdland,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Thos,  Shaw     ...        •••        •••        «««        ..•        .«•        •«         •••     211 

Amendments  proposed — 

"  In  page  26,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  Third,'  and  to  insert 
the  word  *  Second.* " 

"  In  page  27,  line  17,  to  leave  out  the  word  '  Fourth,'  and  to  insert 
the  word*  Third.'" 

"  In  page  29,  to  leave  out  Schedule  2.'  " — {Mr.  Sinclair,) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." 

*■* •  .  J^ •#■»       ...  ...  •••  ...  •••  ...  «••  ...  •••  AAA 

Mr.  Boland  ...        •••        ...        ...        ...        ...        ...        ...     216 

Mr.  Morton  ...        ...        »..         ...        ...         ..•        ...         ...     217 

Mr.  BeUoe  (Salford,  S,)     ...        ...        ...        •..         ...         ...        •••     218 

Question  put: 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  195  ;  Noes,  48.     (Division  list  No.  415.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


of   Orime    Bill. — As  amended  by  the  Standing   Committee, 
considered. 

Mr.  Benton  {Lificolnshire,  Gainsborough)  221 

Mr.  Bawlinson  {Cambridge  University)    •««        223 

Amendment  proposed — • 

'<  In  page  1,  line  10,  to  leave  out  paragraph  (a)  of  subsection  (1) 
of  clause  1." — {Major  Benton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.^ 

The  Secretary    of   State  for  the    Home    Department    (Mr.    Gladstone, 

sjeecLSj  ''•/       •■•          ••*          •••          **•          •••          ***          ***          ***  ^^% 

Mr.  Staveley-Hill  {StOfffordshire^  Kingewinford) 226 

Sir  F.  Banbnry  {City  of  London)            226 

Mr.  John  O^Connor  Kitdare,  N.)              227 

Mr.  Carlile  {Herts,  St.  Albans) 229 

Amendment  negatived. 

Str  F.  Banbury      ...         ...         ...         «..         ...         ...         •••         •••     230 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  2,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  '  apparently  under 
such  age.'  '— (-Jtr  F.  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.'' 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Gladstone       ..«        ..«        ..«        «.«        ...        «..        •«.        •••    231 
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Amendment  proposed —  ^ 

"In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  word  *  imprisonment,'  to  insert 
the  words  *  b6ing  within  the  limits  of  age  within  which  persons  may 
be  detained  in  a  Borstal  institution.'  '* — {Mr,  Gladstone.) 

Question  proposed,  'That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Rawlinsofi       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         .,.         ...     231 

Sit  F,  BaTthury      ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ..     232 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  40,  after  the  word  *  establish,'  to  insert  the 
word  *  three.    — {Mr.  Eawlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  three '  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GlodsioM        ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ..•         •••         •••     232 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr,  Rawlinson       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ••«     232 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  4,  line  29,  to  leave  out  Clause  7." — {Mr.  Rawlinson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  BiU.^ 

Mr.  Gladstone       ...         ...         ...         ..,         ...         ...         ,„         ...     233 

Amendment,  by  Ic^ave,  withdrawn. 

Mr,  Atherley  Jones  {Durham^  K.W,)       233 

jfjr,  Jjei/ioc  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         ..•     ^oQ 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  5,  line  6,  to  leave  out  Part  II.  of  the  Bill" — {Mr. 
AiherUy  Jones,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word 
'whether'  in  page  5,  line  7,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

Sir  W.  J,  Collins  {St,  Pancras,  W,)         238 

Mr.  Dillon  {May 0,  E.)       ...         ...  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  243 

Mr.  Gladstone        ...         ...         ...  ...         ...         ...         ...         •••  246 

Mr,  Forster  {Kentf  Sevenoaks)       ...         ...         ...         ...  255 

Motion    made,    and    Question    proposed,    "That    the   debate   be   now 
adjourned."— (Afr.  Eenry  Forster,) 

Mr.  Gladstone        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...     256 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Friday. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of 
3 1st  July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  thirteen  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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borough  of  Hanley,  praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the  Bill, 
although  the  time  limited  by  Standing  Order  No.  93  for  presenting  such 
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ocderea  to  lie  on  the  Table      280 

lacensiiig  Bill  [Second  Reading.]— Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 


The  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  Secretary  of  State  /or  the  Colonies  {The  Ea/rl 
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Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.'*— (TAe  Earl  of  Crewe,) 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne         299 

Amendment  moved — 

"To  kave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  '  that '  for  the  purpose 
of  inserting  the  words  *  this  House,  while  ready  to  consider  favourably 
any  Amendments  which  experience  has  shown  to  be  necessary  in  the 
law  regulating  the  sal^  of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to  proce  <! 
further  with  a  measure  which,  without  materially  advancing  the  cause 
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Lord  Eiiblesdole    ...         ...         ...  ...         ...        •..         ...  31* 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  London  32^ 
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Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 

Kdncatton  (Scotland)  Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1%  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  231]. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  past  Eleven  o'clock  till  To- 
morrow, half-past  Three  o'clock. 
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"  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words  '  upon  this  day  three  months.' " — (Mr,  fftUton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  iViUiam  Anson  {Oxford  University) 451 

Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor  {Liverpool^  Scotlanti)  459 

Sir  George  White  {Norfolk,  N.W.)  466 

Lord  R.  Cecil  {MarylehonCy  E.)     476 

Mr.  Yoxall  {Nottingham,  IV.)       483 

Mr.  Massie  {Wiltshire,  Crickslade)  490 

Lord  Edmund  Talbot  {Sussex,  Chichester)  493 

Mr.  Helme  {Lancashire,  Lancaster)         499 

Mr.  Joynson-Hicks  {Manchester,  N.W.) 603 

The  Parliamentary  Seaetary  to  the  Admiralty  {Dr.  Maamaimara^  Cam- 

ocrv?e*9,  JM »)     •«.         •*•         •••         *•«         ••«         ..•         •••         •••  OX4 

Mr.  Bamsay  Macdonald  {Leicester)  623 

Motion  made  and  Question,  ''That  the  debate  be  now  adjoumedt" — 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)— 

Put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  Sltt 
July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

^\rm  Adjourned  at  one  minute  befwe  Eleven  o'cIocIl 


TABLE   OF  CONTENTS.  ndx 

N9f.  26.]  Page 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS :  THURSDAY,  26th  NOVEMBER,  1908. 

PETITIONS. 

liccnmny  BilL — Petitk>D8  in  favour  of;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Petitions  against ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 533 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Armj.-*War  Offiee  Report  on  the  steps  taken  during  1907  to  provide  technical 
instruction  to  soldiers  to  fit  them  tor  civil  life.  Presented,  and  pursuant  to 
Address  of  the  16th  inst 537 

Trade  BepwtB  (Annual  Series.)— No.  4172.  Austria  Hungary.  Presented, 
and  oniered  to  lie  on  the  Table  637 

Itep  Honn  Act,  1904  (Urban  District  of  Hindley).— Order  made  by  the 

urban  district  council  of  Hindley       537 

PiUic  Records.  Colonial  Office  (New  Zealand  Company).-— Schedule 

eootaining  a  list  and  particulars  of  classes  of  documents  which  have  been 
renoved  from  the  office  df  His  Majesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State 
having  the  Department  of  the  Ck>Ionies  and  deposited  in  the  Public  Record 
Office,  but  are  not  considered  of  sufficient  public  value  to  justify  their 
praenration  therein.    Laid  before  the  House,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 

A  Aw  A  V  ...  •••  •«•  •••  ...  ...  ••«  ..  •••  •••  VVf 

OeDSOB  of  Prodnction  Act.  1906.— Bules  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
CLXn.— CLXXXV.   Laid  before  the  House,  and  to  be  printed.  [No.  232.]    537 

Iteftiwhlg  BilL-r-Order  of  the  day  read  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  to  the  Motion  that 
the  BUI  1)0  now  read  2*,  viz.,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  *<  That "  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  the  following  words,  '<  this  House,  while  ready 
to  consider  favourably  any  Amendment  which  experience  has  shown  to  be 
neeessary  in  the  law  regulating  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to 
proceed  further  with  a  measure  which,  without  materially  advancinjz  the 
etose  of  temperance,  would  occasion  grave  inconvenience  to  many  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  violate  every  principle  of  equity  in  its  dealings 
with  the  numerous  classes  whose  interests  will  be  affected  by  the  Bill." 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  CarUerbfiry         538 

The  £arl  of  Halsbury        550 

The  Earl  of  Rosibery         560 

JjOTtt  JSootrtsoth       •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         .••         ...  572 

VucoufU  Halifax  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  578 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham 579 

jjorti  xfetpcr           ...         ...         ...         •••         •■•         •••         ...         •••  ooo 

AjOTa  j^aoer ...         ...         •«•         ...         •••         ••*         •••         •••         ...  OvU 

Lord  WHloughhy  de  Broke            597 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Hereford        601 

The  Lord  Steward  {Earl  Beauchamp)        614 

7%e  Earl  of  Ca/mperdown  .,,         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         .,»  626 

VtMcouni  Galtoay    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  633 

Lord  GlatUawe       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ..•  635 
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Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  Monday  next. — {Mr. 
Bunciman,) 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of 
Slst  July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  twelve  minutes  before  Twelve  o'clock 
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Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  fiilL 

Lard  Balfour  of  Burleigh 825 

Moved  "  That  Standing  Order  No.  93  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
dispensed  with,  with  respect  to  a  Petition  of  Owners  and  Ratepayers  in 
the  Borough  of  Hanley." — {Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  No.  93  considered  (according  to  order)  and  dispensed  with, 
with  respect  to  a  Petition  of  Owners  and  Ratepayers  in  the  Borough 
of  Hanley.    Leave  given  to  present  the  said  petition. 

PETITIONS. 

Licensing  Bill. — Petitions  in  favour  of  :  Bead,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
Petitions  against :  Read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
Petition  praying  for  Amendment  of  :  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        ...     827 

RETURNS,    REPORTS,    &c. 

Oensos  of  Production  Act,  1906. — Order  of  yesterday  for  the  printing  of 

Rules  made  by  the  Boaid  of  Trade,  discharged        827 

Education  (England  and  Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill — Draft  regulations  under 

wiause  ^.  *••  ...  ...  ...  ...  •.•  •••  •••  *••     o^ f 

Irish  Land  Conunission. — Return  of  advances  made  under  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  1903,  during  the  month  of  April,  1908. 
Presented,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Post  Office  Telegraphs  and  Telephones.— An  account  showing  the  gross 

amount  received  and  expended  on  account  of  the  telegraph  service  during 
the  year  ended  81st  March,  1908,  and  the  balance  of  the  expenditure  over 
receipts,  prepared  in  pursuance  of  Section  4  of  the  39th  Vict.,  c.  5,  and  a 
statement  additional  to  the  above  account,  prepared  in  pursuance  of  the 
;Same  section,  together  with  an  account  showing  the  gross  amount  received 
and  the  gross  amount  expended  in  respect  oi  the  telegraph  service  and 
telephone  service  (in  continuation  of  Paniamentarv  Paper,  Iso.  18  of  session 
1908),  and  certain  other  statistics.  Laid  before  toe  House,  and  ordered  to 
jio  on  toe  JLaoie  *■        •••        «.•        .••        •••        ••«        ...        •••        •••     o^i 

Licensing  Bill — Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Lan^downe  to  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,  viz.,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  "  That "  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  the  following  words :  "  this  House,  while  ready  to 
consider  favourably  any  Amendments  which  experience  has  shown  to  be 
necessary  in  the  law  regulating  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to 
proceed  further  with  a  measure  which,  without  materiiilly  advancing  the 
cause  of  temperance,  would  occasion  grave  inconvenience  to  many  of  His 
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^lajesty^s  subjects,  and  violate  every  principle  of  equity  in  its  dealings 
with  the  numerous  classes  whose  interests  will  be  affected  by  the  Bill/' 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  .,,         ...         ... ...         ...  828 
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Lord  Burghclere  ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         ...         ...  844 

Lord  Ashboftme      ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...  .••  84o 

Lord  KvMMtrd  ...         •••         •••         ..•         •••         ...         ...  ouu 

Ftseouni  Hill        ...         ...         ...         •••         *.•         ...         ...         ...  858 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Southwark     ...         863 

T1*6  Eiirl  of  Lytton,,,         ...         ...         ...         ...         ..'•         ...         ...  871 

JjOtcL  UcLrrxs  ...         ...         *••         *•.         »*•         ...         ...         ...  v5oi 

Piseoufd  Ridley     ...         .».         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  890 

The  ChancelUyr  and  the  Duehy  {Lord  FUzmamice)  894 

The  Earl  of  Meath..,         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  906 

MjCLrl  i^atvOor  ...         ...         .••         .*•         •••         *.*         ...         ...  •/Uo 

The  Lord  Charhcellor  {Lord  Lorebum)      919 

On  Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

On  Question,  Their  Lordships  divided  -.—Contents,  96 ;  Not-Contents,  272. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  past  Seven  o'clock,  to  Mon- 
day next,  Eleven  o'clock 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS:  FRIDAY,  27th  NOVEMBER,   1908. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  noon  of  the  Clock. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


London  (Westminster  and  Kensington)  Electric  Sapply  Oompanies 

[Loros]. — Reportt4}  with  Amendments ;  Report  to  he  upon  the  Table,  and 
to  be  printed. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  Etc. 

liit  India  (Military  Operaticms).— Return  to  be  printed.    [No.  338.] 

lital — Papers  relating  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Alfred  Mangena ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

Ink  Land  Oommission. — Return  of  Advances  made  under  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  1903,  during  the  month  at  April,  1908 ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Idneation  (England  and  Wales)  (No  2)  Bill— Draft  Regulations  under 

Clause  2  of  the  Bill ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Mldinif  Grants. — Further  Statement  showing  the  Cases  in  which  the  Board 
of  Education  have  received  Applications  from  Local  Education  Authorities 
for  Special  Grants  for  the  Building  of  New  Public  Elementary  Schools,  and 
the  stage  which  each  Case  had  reached  on  81st  October,  1908 ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

Poit  OlDce  Telegraphs,  including  Telephones.— Account  presented,  show- 
ing the  gross  amount  received  and  expended  on  account  of  the  Telegraph 
Service  during  the  year  ended  31st  March,  1908,  etc. ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  339.] 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

DiTiskxi  of  Untenanted  Land'  on  Estate  of  Mrs.  Shelton  at  Beaufort     935 

Ddij  in  Reinstatement  of  Evicted  TenftDtn.at  Lane  Joynt  Estate        935 

ion  of  Untenanted  Land  on  the  Mersey  Estate ...    936 
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Evicted  Tenants — Application  of  Mrs.  B.  O'Connell        936 

Delay  in  Reinstatement  of  Evicted  Tenants  on  the  Waller  Estate         937 

Sick  Leave  of  Colonial  Office  Staff  in  British  East  Airica           937 

Subsidies  to  Steamship  Lines                    ...        ...        » 937 

The  SalvaticMi  Army...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         '•-        •••        •••  939 

House  of  Commons^-Booms  for  Officials   ...         ...         ...         ...         ...        ...  940 

Ctov^rnment  Contracts — ^Pay  of  Carpenters          940 

Barrow-in-Furness  Distress  Committee      ...         ...         ...         ...         941 

Lowry  Cave  and  Ougherdrum  Estates — ^Bestorstion  of  Evicted  Tenants          ...  941 

Cost  of  Irish  Land  Policy    ...        ...        942 

Distribution  of  Grant  to  Irish  National  School  Teachers 942 

Mbssaob  from  the  Lords. — ^That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''An 
Act  to  consolidate  Enactments  relating  to  the  Post  Office."      [Post  Office 

Consolidation  Bill  [Lords]       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  94^ 


Post  Office  Oonsolidation  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 

second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  385]      94S 

Sblbotion    (Standing    Committbes). — Sir  William   Brampton    Qurdon 

reported  from  the  Comniittee  of  Selection.     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table    94^ 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  [Grants].— Committee  to 

consider  of  authorising  the  payment  of  certain  Parliamentary  Grants  in 
pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  session  to  make  further  provision  with 
respect  to  Elementary  Education  in  England  and  Wales  (King's  ReccMn- 
mendation  signified),  upon  Monday  next 

Jfir.  Su^MifMn       ...         •••         ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...     94? 

Business  of  the  House  (Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill)  (Allocation  of  Time). 

The    Prime  MirUder  and   Firri  Lord  of  the    Treamry  (Mr.  AsqiUth, 

T%jesh%re^  jBr.) ...         •••         •••         •••         ...         ..•         .,,         ...     94^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Committee  Stage,  Report 
Stage,  and  Thini  Keadine;  of  the  Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wfloies)  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  the  neoessarv  stages  of  the  Financial  Kesoliition 
relating  thereto  shall  bo  proceeded  with  as  follows: — 1  Committee 
stage.    Six  allotted  days  shall  be  given  to  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Bill,  including  the  neceasary  stages  of  the  Financitd  Besolution  relat- 
ing to  the  BiU,  and  the  proceedings  on  each  of  those  allotted  days  shall 
be  those  shown  in  the  second  column  of  the  table  annexed  to  this  Order,, 
and  those  proceedings  shall,  if  not  previously  brought  to  a  concluaion,. 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  the  time  shown  in  the  third  column  of 
that  table.     2.  Keport  stage.     Two  allotted  days  shall  be  given  to  the 
Beport  stace  of  the  BiU,  and  the  proceedings  for  each  of  thoae  allotted 
days  shall  be  such  as  may  be  hereafter  determined  in  manner  provided 
by  this  Order,  and  those  proceedings,  if  not  previously  brought  to  a 
conclusion,  shall  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  10.30  p.m.  on  each  such 
allotted  day.     3.  Third  Keading.    One  allotted  day  shall  be  given  to- 
the  Third  Keading  of  the  BiU,  and  the  proceedings  thereon  shall,  if 
not  previously  bit>u^ht  to  a  conclusion,  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at 
10.30  p.m.  on  that  day.     On  the  conclusion  of  the  Committee  stage 
the  Chairman  shall  report  the  Bill  to  the  House  without  Question  put> 
and  the  House  shall  on  a  subsequent  day,  consider  the  proposals  made 
by  the  Grovernn^ent  for  the  allocation  of  the  proceedings  on  the  Keport. 
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itage  of  the  Bill     The  proceedings  on  the  consideration  of  those 
prc^Msak  may  be  entered  on  at  any  hour,  though  opposed,  and  shall 
not  be  interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  any  Standing  Order  relat- 
ing to  tlie  sittings  of  the  House,  but  if  they  are  not  brought  to  a 
conclusion  before  the  expiration  of  one  hour  after  they  have  been 
oommenced,  Mr.  Speaker  shall,  at  the  expiration  of  that  time,  bring 
them  to  a  conclusion  by  putting  the  Question  on  the  Motion  proposed 
by  the  Government,  after  having  put  the  Question,  if  necessary,  on 
any  Amendment  or  other  Motion  which  has  been  already  proposed 
from  the  Chair  and  not  disposed  of.     After  this  Order  comes  into 
operation,  any  day  shall  be  considered  an  allotted  day  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Order  on  which  the  Bill  is  pat  down  as  the  first  Order  of  the 
Day,  or  on  which  any  stage  of  the  r^nancial  Resolution  relating  thereto 
is  put  down  as    the  first  Order  of  the  Day,  followed  by  the  Bill. 
Provided  that  5  p.m.  shall  be  substituted  for  10.30  p.m.,  and  2  p.m. 
for  7.30  p.m.  as  respects  any  allotted  day  which  is  a  Friday,  and 
3  p.m.  shall  be  substituted  for  10.30  p.m.  and  12  noon  for  7.30  p.m. 
as  respects  any  allotted  day  which  is  a  Saturday,  as  the  time  at  which 
proceedings  are  to  be  brought  to  a  Conclusion  under  the  foregoing 
provisions.    A  Motion  may  be  made  l)y  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  at  the 
coaunencement  of  business  on  any  day  that  the  House  sit  on  the 
following  Saturday  at  10  a.m.  for  the  purpose  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  jany  Motion  so  miide  shall  be  put  forth- 
with by  the  Speaker  without  Amendment  or  debate.     Notice  of  any 
Question  requiring  an  oral  answer  for  a  Friday  or  Saturday  shall,  if 
that  day  is  an  allotted  day  under  this  Order,  be  treated  as  a  notice 
for  the  following  Monday.     For  the  purpose  of  bringing  to  a  conclusion 
any  proceedings  which  are  to  be  brought  to.  a  conclusion  on  an  allotted 
day,  and  have  not  previously  been  brought  to  a  conclusion,  Mr.  Speaker 
or  die  Chairman  shall,  at  the  tune  appointed  under  this  Order  for  the 
conclusion  of  those  proceedings,  put  forthwith  the  Question  on  any 
Amendment  or  Motion  already  propo.<«ed  from  the  Chair,  and  shall 
next  proceed  successively  to  put  forthwith   the   Question  on  any  . 
Amendments,  new  Clauses,  or  Schedules  moved  by  the  Government  of 
which  notice  has  been  given,  but  no  other  Amendments,  Clause,  or 
Sdiedul«%  and  on  any  Question  necessary  to  dispose  of  the  business  to 
be  cnndnded,   and  in  the  case  of  Government  Amendments  or  of 
Ooremment  new  Clauses  or  Schedules  he  shall  put  only  the  Question 
that  the  Amendment  be  made  or  that  the  Clause  or  Schedule  be  added 
to  the  Bill,  as  the  case  may  be.     A  Motion  may  be  made  by  the 
€k>vemment  to  leave  out  any  Clause  or  consecutive  Clauses  of  the  Bill 
before  the  consideration  of  any  Amendments  to  the  Clause  ot  Clauses 
in  Committee.     The  Question  on  a  Motion  made  by  the  Government 
to  leave  out  any  Clause  or  Clauses  of  the  Bill  shall  be  put  forthwith 
by  the  Chairman  or  Speaker  without  debate.     Any  Private  Business 
which  is  set  down  for  consideration  at  8.15  p.m.  on  any  allotted  day 
shall,  instead  of  being  taken  on  that  day  as  provided  by  the  Standing 
Order  *  Time  for  talnng  Private  Business,*  be  taken  after  the  con- 
'dusion  of  the  proceedings  on  the  Bill  or  under  this  Order  for  that  day, 
and  any  Private  Business  so  taken  may  be  procef'ded  with,  though 
opposed,  notwithstanding  any  Standing  Order  relating  to  the  Sittings 
<A  the  House.     On  any  day  on  which  any  proceedings  are  to  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  under  this  Order,  proceedings  for  that  purpose 
under  tiiis  Order  shall  not  be  interrupted  under  the  provisions  of  any 
StamKng  Order  relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House.     On  an  allotted 
day  no  dilatory  Motion  on  the  Bill,  nor  Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill, 
* '       nor  Motion  for  Adjournment  under  Standing  Order  10,  nor  Motion  to 
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poBtpone  a  Clause,  shall  be  received  unless  moved  by  the  Govemmenty 
aiid  the  Question  on,  such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith  without  aiiy 
debata  Nothing  in  this  Order  shall — (a)  prevent  any  business  which 
under  this  Order  is  to  be  concluded  on  an  aHotted  day  being  proceeded 
with  on  any  other  day,  or  necessitate  any  allotted  day  or  part  of  an 
allotted  day  being  given  to  any  such  business  if  the  business  to  be 
concluded  has  been  otherwise  dii^)osed  of ;  or  (J)  prevent  any  other 
business,  being  proceeded  with  on  any  allotted  day  or  part  of  an 
aUotted  day  in  accordance  with  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
after  the  business  to  be  proceeded  with  or  concluded  under  this  Order 
on  the  allotted  day  or  part  of  the  allotted  day  has  been  disposed  of/' 

Table. 

Committee  Stage. 


^^0^4 


Allotted  Day. 


First 
Second   - 


Third 


Fourth   - 


Fifth 


Sixth 


Proceedings. 


Clause  1  -        .        - 

Clause  2,  and  Committee  stage  of 
Financial  Eesolution     - 

Beport  stage  of  Financial  Resolution, 
and  Clause  3         •        -        -        • 

Clause  4  -        -        - 

Clause  6  - 

Clause  6  -        -        -        - 

Clauses  7,  8,  and  9  - 

Clauses  10,  11,  12,  and  new  Clauses- 

Schedules,  and  any  other  matter 
necessary  to  brin^  the  Committee 
stage  to  a  conclusion     - 


Time  for  Proceeding* 

to  be  brought  to  a 

Conclusion. 


10.30 

10.30 

10.30 
7.30 
10.30 
7.30 
10.30 
7.30 


10-30 


— {Mr.  Asquith.) 

• 

Mr,  FoTiter  (Kent,  Sevenoaks)      951 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  line  1,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  'That,'  and  to  add 
the  words  *  this  House,  being  of  opinion  that  a  settlement  of  the 
education  question  by  general  agreement  is  urgently  required,  and 
that  such  agreement  can  only  be  secured  if  the  views  of  all  partiea 
interested  are  fully  discussed  by  this  House,  regrets  that  exceptional 
means  of  curtailing  debate  should  be  used  to  force  precipitately 
through  its  remaining  stages  a  measure  touching  complicated  interests 
and  rousing  vehement  feelings.*" — {Mr,  Forster,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  the  Committee  stage,  Keport  stage," 
stand  part  of  the  Resolution." 

Mr,  Belloc  {Salfard,  S,) 967 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain  {Worcetterthirey  E,)      968 
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Mr,  Ramsay  Macdonald  (Leicester)  

Mr.  Asquiih  ...         : 

Mr.  Laurence  Hardy  (Kentj  Ashford)       

Mr.  J.  W.  Wilson  {Worcestershire,  N,) 

Sir  Francis  Powell  (Wigan)  ...         

Mr.  Adkins  (Lancashire,  Middleton) 

Mr.  Jesse  Collings  (Birmingham,  Bordesley) 

Sir  PhUip  Magnus  (London  University) 

Mr.  Wyndham  (Dover)      ...         ...         

Mr.  James  Hope  (Sheffield,  Central) 

Mr.  Hart  Davies  (Hackney,  N,)  ... 

Lord  Bobert  Cecil  (Marylebone,E.)  ...         ...         .,. 

Mr.  Byles  (Salford,  N.) 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  (City  of  London)         

The  Prendeni  of  The  Board  of  Education  (Mr.  Bundman,  Dewsbury) 

Mr.  Clement  Edwards  (Denbigh  District)  

Mr.  Ashley  (Lancashire,  Blackpool)  

Mr.  Bees  (Montgomery  Boroughs)    .  

Qaestion  put 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  194 ;   Noes,  71.     (Division  List  No.  418.) 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  six,'  and  insert  the  word 
'eight.'" — (Mr.  Bundman.) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'six'  stand  part  of  the  Question,*'  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word  'eight'  be  there  inserted." 
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963 

966 

968 

970 

972 

975 

976 

981 

984 

987 

989 

989 

992 

993 

1002 

1003 

1006 

1008 


Sir  £,  Banbury      ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ... 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"To  leave  out  the  word  '  eight,'  and  to  insert  the  word  'ten.' " — 
(Sir  F.  Banbury.) 

Qnesti<m  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  eight '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 


...  1011 


ju.r.  ASuUtin  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •*«         ••« 

^^C7 tt  -iw.   Ky CCww  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ... 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment  negatived. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  eight '  be  there  inserted,''  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

New  Table  substituted. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed. 

Mini  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  192 ;    Noes,  58.     (Division  List  No.  419.) 

Mam  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House 
of  31st  July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  three  minutes  after  Five  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS :  MONDAY,  SOra  NOVEMBEE,  1908. 

PRIVATE   BILL   BUSINESS. 

Local  OoTernment  Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  Bill.— Leave  given  to  the 

Select  Committee  to  continue  sitting  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Monk 
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Hastings  Harbour  BilL — Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1* ;  and  referred 

to  the  Examiners  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••  1021 

Liyerpool  Oorporation  (Streets  and  Buildings)  BilL— Read  3%  with  the 

Amendments :  Further  Amendments  made :  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to 

the  Commons    ...        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1021 

XK>cal  Gtovemment  Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  BilL^-Report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  selection,  That  the  Lord  Hylton  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in  the  place  of  die  Lord 
Monk  Bretton ;  read,  and  agreed  to 1021 

PETITIONS. 
Children  BilL — 5  petitions  in  favour  of ;  Bead,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  1021 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 
Board  of  Education  (Building  Grants  (Appropriation  Acts,  1907  and 

1908,  Civil  Services,  Class  X^Tm  Vote  1) ).— Further  statement  showing 
the  cases  in  which  the  Board  of  Education  have  received  applications  from 
local  education  authorities  for  special  ^ants  for  the  building  of  new  public 
elementary  schools,  and  the  stage  which  each  case  bad  reached  on  3l8t 
October,  1908    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1021 

Natal. — Further  correspondence  relating  to  the  trial  of  certain  natives  in  Natal  1022 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Acts. — Return  giving,  by  counties  and  provinces,  the 
area,  Poor  Law  valuation,  and  purchase  money  of  (a)  land  sold,  and  {b) 
lands  in  respect  of  which  proceedings  have  been  instituted  and  are  pendinc; 
for  sale  under  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Acts ;  also  the  estimated  area,  Poor 
Law  valuation,  and  purchase  money  of  lands  in  respect  of  which  proceed- 
ings for  sale  have  not  been  instituted  under  the  said  Acts. 

Presented  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 1022 

Diseases  of  Animals  Acts,  1894  to  1903.— Two  Orders,  No.  7,605  and  No. 
7,606,  dated  21st  November  1908,  permitting  the  landing  at  the  Deptford 
Foreign  Animals  Wharf,  of  animals  carried  on  board  the  ss.  **  Marquette  " 
and  "  Minnehaha,"  respectively  1022 

Factory  and  Workshop. — Schemes  for  the  regulation  of  hours  of  employment, 
intervals  for  meals  and  rest,  and  holidays  of  workers  in  charitable  institu- 
tions approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  pursuance  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred on  him  by  Section  5  (2)  (a)  of  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1907. 

Laid  before  the  House  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 1022 

Sunday  Labour  in  the  Mercantile  Marine. 

Lord  Mu$keiry       1022 

Moved,  "  That  the  prevalence  of  Sunday  labour  in  the  mercantile  marine, 
in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  British  ships  when  lying  in  port  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  warrants  consideration  at   the  hands  of  His  Majesty's 
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GoverameDt  with  a  view  to  measures  being  taken  towards  ensuring 
that  those  seridng  on  British  ships  shall,  so  far  as  is  reasonably  possible, 
be  relieved  from  work  on  Uie  Sabbath  Day." — {Lard  Musherry.) 

The  Earl  of  Mayo 

The  Earl  ofMeath 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Liverpool 

Lord  Lyveden        

The  Lord  Bishop  oj  Bangor 

Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzell 

Viscount  St.  Aldwyn         

Lord  Mxiskerry      

Od  Question,  »««..,, 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents,  22 ;  Not  Contents,  47. 

GhiUren  BilL— Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»."— {£ar/  Beauehamp,) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3^ 

The  Lord  Stetoard  {Earl  Beanehamp.)       •» 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  word,  'thereunder'  to  insert  the 
words  '  Subject  as  aforesaid,  this  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to  an  infant 
whose  nursins  and  maintenance  nas  been  undertaken  for  reward  before 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  in  like  manner  as  it  applies  to  an  infant  whose 
nursing  and  maintenance  has  been  so  undertaken  after  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act,  and  as  if  any  notice  given  under  the  Infant  Life 
Protection  Act,  1897,  had  been  a  notice  given  under  this  part  of  this 
Act' " — (Earl  Beanehamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Verbal  Amendment  to  Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  11,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  notoriously,'  and  to 
msert  the  word  *  known.' " — {Earl  Beauchamp,) 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  moved — 

<'In  page  23,  line  14,  after  the  word  'person,'  to  insert  the 
following  new  subsection  :  '  (3)  This  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  in  the 
esse  of  a  child  or  young  person  who  has  before  the  commencement  of  the 
Act  been  committed  to  the  care  of  a  relative  or  other  lit  person  by  an 
order  made  under  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Act,  1904,  as 
if  the  order  had  been  made  under  this  part  of  the  Act.'" — {Earl 
Beanehamp,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  Beauchamp    ...         

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  30,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  words  •  Court  of  summary 
jurisdiction,'  and  to  insert  the  words  *  Petty  Sessional  Court.' " — {Earl 
Beauchamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Eari  Beauchamp 
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Drafting  Aioeiidments  to  Clause  74  agreed  to. 

JBarl  Beauchdinp    •••      •  •••        •••        •••        •••        •••        ••»        •••  1037 

Amendmetit  moved — 

''In  pace  43,  lines  17  and  18,  to  leave  out  the  words  'in  the 
school  in  which  he  is  for  the  time  being  detained/  and  to  insert  th3 
words '  in  the  event  of  his  transfer  to  anpther  certified  school.'  '* — {Earl 
Beauekamp,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to.    ■ 

Consequential  Amondment  agrded  to. 

^     Drafting  Amendments  to  Clausjs  92  agreed  to. 

Earl  Beauchamp    •••        •••        m*        »••        •«•        •••       .•••        •«•  1038 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  65,  line  2,  after  the  word  *  Treasury,*  to  insert  the 
following  new  subsection  :  '(6)  Where  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  that  arrangements  cannot  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  complying  with  this  section  in  any  place  by  the  first  day  of 
April,  nineteen  hundred  and  nine,  the  Secretary  of  State  may  by  order 
'  postpone  the  coming  intq  operation  of  this  section  as  respects  that 
place  until  such  date,  not  later  than  the  first  day  of  January,  nineteen 
hundred  and  ten,  as  may  be  specified  in  the  order.' " — (Earl  Beau- 
champ,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  114  agreed  to. 

21ie  Earl  of  Dmoughmore 1039 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  74  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Onslow  1,039 

Earl  Beauchamp    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1040 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Eatl  Beauchamp    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1 040 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  66,  line  36,  after  the  word  '  Part,'  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing new  subsection  :  (3)  Without  prejudice  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Education  Acts,  1870  to  1907,  as  to  school  attendance  or  to  proceed- 
ings thereunder,  this  section  shall  not  apply  during  the  months  of 
April  to  September,  inclusive,  to  any  child  whose  parent  or  guardian 
is  engaged  in  a  trade  of  such  a  nature  as  to  require  him  to  travel  from 
place  to  place,  and  who  has  obtained  a  certificate  of  having  made  not 
less  than  two  hundred  attendanoes  at  a  public  elementary  school 
during  the  months  of  October  to  March  immediately  preceding,  and 
the  power  of  the  Board  of  Education  to  make  regulations  with  respect 
to  the  issue  of  certificates  of  due  attendance  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Education  Acts,  1877  to  1907,  shall  include  a  power  to  make  regula- 
tions as  to  the  issue  of  certificates  of  attendance  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section.'  " — (Earl  Beauchamp.) 

Earl  Bussell  ...         ...         ...         ..•         ...         ...         ...         ...  104O 

Amendment  moved  to  the  Amendment — 

**  After  the  word  *  trade,*  to  insert  the  words  *  or  business.' " — 
(Earl  Russell.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore 1041 

Earl  Beauchamp    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1041 


T^BLE  OF  CQNTBNTO.  xlii\ 

On  Qaefltion,  Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  Monkswell     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ^..  ...  1041 

Amendments  moved -^ 

"In  pace  66,  after  Clause  119,  to  insert  the  following  new  clause : 
*  (1)  The  holder  of  the  licence  of  any  licensed  premises  shall  not  allow 
a  child  to  be  at  any  time  in  the  bar  of  the  licensed  premises,  except 
during  the  hours  of  closing.     (2)  If  the  holder  of  a  licence  acts  in  con- 
travention  of  this  section,  or  if  any  person  causes  or  procures,  or 
attempts  to  cause  or  procure,  any  child  to  go  to  or  to  be  in  the  bar  of 
any  licensed  premises  except  during  the  hours  of  closing,  he  shall  be 
liable,  on  summary  conviction,  to  a  fine  not  exceeding,  in  respect  of 
the  first  offence,  forty    shillings,  and  in  respQct  of  any  subsequent 
offence,  five  pounds.     (3)  If  a  child  is  found  in  the  bar  of  any  licensed 
premises,  except  daring  the  hours  of  closing,  the  holder  of  the  licence 
shall  be  deemed  to   have  committed  an  offence  under  this  section 
unless  he  shows  that  he  has  used  diligence  to  prevent  the  child  being 
admitted  to  the  bar.     (4)  Where  any  person  is  charged  with  am  offence 
under  this  section  in  respect  of  a  child  who  is  alleged  in  the  charge  to     , 
be  under  the  age  of  fourteen,  and  the  child  appears  to  the  Ck)urt  to  be 
under  that  age,  the  child  shall  be  deemed  to  be  under  that  age  un- 
less the  contrary  is  shown.     (5)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  apply  iq 
the  case  of  a  child  who  is  resident  but  not  employed  in  the  licensed 

C remises  or  in  the  case  of  premises  constructed,  fitted,  and  intended  io 
e  used  in  good  faith  for  any  purpose  to  which  the  holding  of  a 
licence  is  merely  auxiliary.  (6)  In  this  section  the  bar  of  licensed 
premises  means  any  open  drinking  bar  or  any  part  of  the  preinises  ex- 
clusively or  mainly  used  for  the  sale  and  consumption  of  intoxicating 
liquor. " — (Lord  MonkswelL) 

Earl  Beatichamp   ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1042 

Amendment  moved  to  the  Amendment — 

"To  leave  out  subsection  (4),  and  to  insert  the  following  new 
subsection :  (7)  The  expressions  "  licence  "  and  "  licensed  premises  " 
have  the  same  meaning  as  in  the  Lic^n^ing  Acts,  1828  to  1906.'" — 
{Barl  Beauchamp.) 

Od  Question,  Amendmentto  the  Amendment  agreed  to.  • 

AiDendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sari  Beauchamp     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1042 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  69,  line  14  and  15,  to  leave  out  the  words  'Before 
making  any  order  under  this  Act  with  respect  to,'  and  to  insert  the 
words  *  Where  a  person  is  brought  before  any  Court,  whether  charged 
with  an  otfence  or  not,  and  it  appears  to  the  Court  that  he  is.'  ' — 
(Eari  Beauchamp,) 

Oq  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Dnfting  Amendments  to  Clause  128  agreed  to. 

Sari  Beauchamp     ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  104^ 

AmeDdment  moved — 

"  In  page  72,  line  22,  after  the  word  *  fund,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  as  respects  the  City  of  London,  mean  the  Common  Council  and  the 
fond  oat  of  which  the  expenses  of  the  City  police  are  defrayed,  and 
elsewhere.' " — {Earl  Beauchamp.) 
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On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  75,  line  34,  after  the  word  *  1864,*  to  insert  the  words 
and  the  reference  to  the  Licensing  Acts,  1828  to  1906,  as  a  reference 
to  the  Licensing  (Scotland)  Act,  1903,  provided  that  the  expression 
^'holder  of  a  licence '' means  holder  of  a  oertificate  under  the  last 
mentioned  Act'  ''—(Earl  BeoHehamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Donoughmore 1044 

Amendment  moved — 

'' In  page  81,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  'shall'  to  the 
end  of  the  subsection,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  extend  to  any  person 
who  undertakes  for  reward  the  nundng  and  maintenance  of  such 
infants  onlv  as  are  boarded  out  with  him  by  some  religious  or  charitable 
society  or  mstitution  approved  by  the  Local  Government  Board  for 
Ireland.' " — {The  Earl  of  Dowmghmore,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Privilege  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Moved  "That  the  Bill  do  now  pass." — {Earl  Beauehamp,) 

On  Question,  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons,  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.    [No.  233] 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half-past  Ten 
o'clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Hastings  Harbour  Bill.— As  amended,  considered. 

Ordered,  "  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time.' " — {The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,) 

Kings  Consent  signified.    Bill  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and 
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Perth  Oorporation  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.— Read  a  second  time ;  and 
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Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill 

Cpnsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair,] 
Clause  1 : 

Mr,  ffuni  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) HOI 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out  subsection  (1)." — (Mr.  HunL) 

.Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  an  elementary  school '   stand  .part 
of  the  clause." 

*    •  «  •  • 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education  (Mr.  Buncimany  Dewsbwry)    ...  1108 

Lord  Edmund  Talhot  (Sussex,  Chichester)  1111 

Mr,  Lyttelton  (St.  George%  Hanover  Square)        1111 

Mr.  Runciffuin       ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         «..         ...        ...  1112 

Mr.  Wyndham  (Dover)     1115 

Mr.  Harold  Cox  (Preston)  ...1117 

Mr.  BeUoc  (Salford,  S.) 1119 

Lord  B.  Cecil  (Marylebone,  E.) 1121 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  (Liverpool,  Walton)       1125 

Mr.  Ashley  (Lancashire,  Blackpool)  ...         1127 

Mr.  Auaten  Chamberlain  (Worcestershire,  E )      1128 

Mr^  Bunciman       ••.         ..  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1191 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1132 

Mr.  Maddison  (Burnley) 1135 

Mr.  Power  (Waterford,  E.)  1136 

Sir  Francis  Powell  (Wigan)        1135 

Mr,  Stuart  (Sunderland)  ...         ,.  ...         ..*         1137 

Viscount  Hdmsley  (Yorkshire,  N.B,,  Thirsk)       1138 

Sir  George  IFhife  (Norfolk,  N.fF.)       ' 1140 

Sir  William  Anson  (Oxford  University') *..  1144 

The  Pnme  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.    Asquith, 
Fifeshire,  E.) ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1145 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1147 

Mr,  AsQUtth  ...      '    ...         ...         ...      -    ...         ...         ...         ...  114i' 

JU I*   ^M. Tvffv     ...  •...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...'^ ^^ 

Question  put 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  211 ;  Noes,  117.    (Division  list  Na  42a) 

Mr.  Harold  Cox  (Preston)  1153 

•  Amendment  proposed — 

*<  In  page  1,  line  b,  after  the  word   *■  be,'  to  insert  the  word 
*  fully.' " 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  fully '  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.)      1153 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*In  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word    'authority,*  to  insert  the 
words  *  except  as  hereinafter  provided.*" — (Mr,  Dillon,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be'  tliere  inserted." 

Mr,  Bunciman       ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1161 

Mr.  T,  P,  O'Connor  (Liverpool,  Scotland)  116( 

Mr,  Bees  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  ...         ...         ...         117( 

Mr.  James  Hope  (Sheffield,  Central)         117( 
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Mr,  Harwaod  {BolUnC)       ...         ..-.         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  11*71 

Mr.  Kettle  (Tyrone,  E,) 1174 

Mr,  fFiUiam  Redmond  [CkMre,  E,)  1178 

Mr,  Stuart  {Sunderland) 1185 

Mr,  F,  E,  Smith    ...         •••         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1187 

Mr,  Hart-Dames  (Haekney,  I^.) ...  1191 

Mr,  Gwynn  (Cralway)         1192 

Mr.  Bvicher  (Cambridge  University)         ...         ...  1194 

Mr,  Napier  (Kent,  Faversham)     ...  1197 

Sir  Wiuiam  Anson  ...         ...         ...  1200 

Mr,  Maddison  (Burnley) 1202 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain ...         ...         ...  1204 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  159 ;  Noes,  226.  (Division  List  No. 
421.) 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Ten  of  the  Clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  27th  November,  to  put 
forthwith  the  Question  necessary  to  dispose  of  Clause  1. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  238 ;  Noes,  144.     (Division  List  No.  422.) 
Whereupon  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  [Grants]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment  of  Parliamentary  Grants  to  associations  of  schools  in 
respect  of  every  public  elementary  school  belonging  to  such  associa- 
tions, and  of  a  Parliamentary  Grant  in  respect  of  instruction  given  in 
special  subjects  at  centres,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
session  to  make  further  provision  with  respect  to  Elementary  Educa- 
tion in  England  and  Wales." — (Mr,  Bundman,) 

Qoestion  put  forthwith,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  27th 
November,  and  agreed  to. 

Booludon  to  be  reported  Tomorrow  1211 

iorth  British  Railway  Order  (Oonflrmation  Bill  Bv  Order).— Order 

wad,  for  resuming  Aajourned  Debate  on  Question  [17th  November],  "  That 
tbe  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Qpestion  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Keir  Hardie  (Merthyr  Tydvil)  1212 

Mr,  Mort07i  (Sutherland)  ,..         ...         ...         ...         ..•         ...         .,,  1214 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words  *  upon  this  day  three  months.'  " — (Mr.  Keir  Bardie.) 

Qrcstion  proposed,  "That  the  word  *now*  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  J,  M.  Henderson  (Aberdeenshire,  JV,)  ...         ...         ...         ...  121 S 

The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  U.   Kearley, 

UfVfjnport)      ...  ...  ...  ...  ••.  .••  ...  ...l^lo 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Mr,  Vounger  {Ayr  Burghs) 1218 

Mr,  Dundas  \VhUe  ( Dumbartonshire)       .-..•        1219 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons." — {Mr.  Younger,) 

Mr,  Cochrane  {Ayrshire^  N,)         ...         ...         ...  1220 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  {Mr,  Sinclair,  Foi'farshire)  ...         1223 

Mr,  Mooney           ...         ...         ...          ..         ...  ...         1223 

Mr,  Morton           ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...         ...         ...  1224 

Mr,  Sinclair          ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...         ...         ...  1225 

Mr.  fFilliam  Butherford  {Liverpool,  H^est  Derby)  1226 

Mr,  Alexander  Cross  {Glasgow,  Camlachie)          1227 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Bill  to  be  considered  to-morrow. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st 
July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put 

Adjourned  at  fourteen  minutes  after  Twelve  o^clock. 
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Irish  Teachers  Pension  Boles,  1879.— Rules  under  Section   11  of  tho 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1879  1229 
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Superannuation. — Treasury  Minute,  declaring  that  Henry  Restall,  explosive 

worker.  Royal  Laboratory,  was  appointed  without  a  Civil  Service  certificate  1229 

Supreme  Oourt^of  Judicature  Act  (Ireland).  1877.— Order  in  Council 
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Eniest  Oolenso,  Barrister-at-Law.— Petition   of;   praying  for 
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morrow, a  quarter  past  Four  o*clock. 
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Bementary  Edncation  (England  and  Wales)  (No.  2)  BUI. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

{Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  2: 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith  {Liverpool^  Walton)       1276 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  2,  line  19,  to  leave  out  subsection  (1)."— (Ji/r.  F.  E. 
Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  Where  the '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain  (Worcestershire^  E.) 1279 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  1:39  ;  Noes,  46.     (Division  List  No.  423.) 
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elementary  school  provided  by  the  local  education  authority,*  and  to 
insert  the  words  'transferred  voluntary  school.*" — (Afn  Hutton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  clause." 
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Sir  William  Anson  {Oxford  University) 1 339- 

Str  W.  J,  Collins  {St,  Pancras,  W,)          1341 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '  instruction,*  to 
the  word  *  make,*  in  line  27,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  the  authority 
shall'  *'--(iStf  W.  J.  Collins,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  to  the  word 
*tha%'  in  line  22,  stand  part  of  the  clause.** 

The  Attorney-General  {Sir  W,  Rohson^  South  Shields)  ...  ...  ...  1341 

Sir  William  Anson           ...          ...         ...          ...  ...  ...  ...  134S 
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Mr,  Adkins  {Lancashire,  MidillHoii)         ...         ...  ...  ..  ...  1345- 

Mr,  Lyttelton         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  1346 

Mr.  Femey  {Buckinghamshire f  N.)           ...          ...  ...  ..  ...  1347 

J"7  ,      J^  Ul  Vlrfjl  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  I   ^9^K'^3 

Mr,  Napier  {Kent,  Favf^rsham)     ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1 34S 

Mr,  LanreThce  Hardy  {Kent,  Ashford)  ...  ...  ...  1350 

Mr,  Massie  {fkiltshire,  Cricklade)  ...  ...  ...  1351 

Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil  {Aston  Mancn)   ...  ...  ...  ...  ...1351 

Mr,  Llewelyn  Jniliams     ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1 35ii 

Mr.  Hudson  {Neurastle-on-Tyne)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...135& 

Mr,  Rees  {Montgomery  Boroughs)  .. .  ...  ...  ...  ...  1 35& 

Mr.  Ashley  {Lancashire,  Blackpool  ...  ...  ...  . .  ...  1 35T 

Afr.  Bowles  {Lambeth,  Nortoood)    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...         ...  1351^ 

Mr.  Essex  { Gloucestershire,  Cirencester)  ...  ...  ...  ...         ...  1 3  51* 

Viscount  Hdmslnj  { Yorkshire,  N,R,f  ihirsk)  ...  "'  ...  ...  1361 

Mr.  Runciman      ...  ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ..  ...  1361 

Mr,  Anntcn  Chamberlain  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1362 


TABLE   OF   CONTENTS.  Iv 

DtL  1.]  fage 

Mr,  P,  Barlow  (Bedford) 1362 

Mr.  Clen^nt  Eavxtrda  {Denbigh  Districts)  ...  1363 

Mr,  Maddison  (Bwndey)  ...         ,..         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1366 

AmendmeDt  negatived. 

iMrd  H,  Oectt         •••         •••         ...         ...         ..*         •••         •••         •••   lt5o7 

Amendment  propoeed**- 
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And,  it  being  Eleven  of  the  Clock  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make 
his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st 
July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  one  minute  after  Eleven  o'clock. 
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To-morrow,  har-past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Education  Bill. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 
Clause  2 : 

Mr,  Mildmay  {Devonshire^  Totnes)  •••  **' 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  26,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *  instruction,'  to 
the  word  *  make,'  in  line  27.' "— (3/r.  Mildmay.) 
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Mr.  Larnbton  {Durham,  S.E.)       1505 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education  {Mr.  Bunciman,  Dewsbury)      . . .  1506 

Lord  B.  CecU  {Marylebone,  E.) 1507 

Mr.  Vemey  {Buckinghamshire,  N.)  ...         ...         ...         ...  1509 

Mr.  Walter  Guinness  {Bury  St.  Edmunds)  1510 

Qoestion  put. 

He  Committee  divided :  Ayes,  269 ;  Noes,  109.     (Division  List  No.  426.) 

Sir  Berkeley  Sheffield  Lincolnshire,  Brigg)  1513 

Amendraent  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  26,  after  the  first  word  *  on,*  to  insert  the  word 
»any.'  ''—Sir  Berkeley  Sheffield. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  any  *  be  there  inserted." 

tj%r  WW  .  xiooson        ...  ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...Xdxo 

Mr.  Forster  {Kent,  Sevenoaks)       ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1515 

Mr.  Bawlinson  {Cambridge  Urdversity)    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...1516 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

JH r.    J wXul/v  ...  •••  •••  •••  •..  ...  ...  . . .       JLOXf 

Amendment  proposed — 

•*  In  pafi^e  2,  line  26,  after  the  word  *  two '  to  insert  the  word 
"  appointed; "...(J/r.  Yoxall.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  appointed '  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  Bobson       ...         ,..         ...         ...         ..  ...         ...         ...  1517 

Amendment  negatived — 

L/JTvL  Jim  i^ecti  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ».•  ..•  •••loll 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  2,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  first  word  *  the  '  and  insert 
the  word  *  each.'  "—Lord  R.  CecU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  each  *  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Essex  (Gloucestershire,  Cirencester)     ...         1518 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  27,  after  the  word  *  meets,'  to  insert  the  words 
*for  twelve  calendar  months  thereafter.' " — Mr.  Essex.) 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 
Amendment  nega/tived. 

JXL  r  •    ^1  ofmlCli  •••  ...  •••  •••  •••  ...  •..  •••AtliO 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pace  2,  line  27,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *  meets,*  to  the 
end  of  the  subsection,  and  insert  the  words   *  provide  suitable  accom- 
modation in  or  adjoining  the  schoolhouse.' " — (Mr,  Ashley  ) 

Question  proposed,  " That  the  word  *  make*  stand  part  of  the  clause.'* 

Sir  W,  Bohson       ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1519 

Sir  E.  Carson  (Dublin  University)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1521 

Mr,  Bees  (Montgomery  Boroitghs) ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1522 

Lord  Balcarres  (Lancashire^  Chorley)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1523 

The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  af  Ediication  (Mr.  Treveh/an, 

Yorkshirey  fF.B,^  Elland        ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  .  1525 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain  ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1628 

Sir  George  White  (Norwich)         .*.  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1529 

Mr,  Jf'yndham (Dover)      ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1531 

Sir  Francis  Powell  (IVigan)          ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1532 

Mr.  Napier            ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1533 

Mr,  Bawlinson       ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1533 

•Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  307  ;  Noes,  78.     (Division  List  No.  427.) 

.And  it  being  after  half-past  Seven  of  the  Clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded 
in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  27th  November,  successively 
to  put  forthwith  the  Questions  necessary  to  dispose  of  the  Amend- 
ments moved  by 

Question  put,  **That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 
The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  276  ;  Noes,  66.     (Division  List  No.  429.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress ;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again  ** — Mr,  Bunciman — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales)  [Grants]. — Resolution 
reported,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  of  Parlia- 
mentary Grants  to  associations  of  schools  in  respect  of  -every  public 
elementary  school  belonging  to  such  a8sociation.s,  and  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary Grant  in  respect  of  instruction  given  in  special  subjects  at  centre**, 
in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  further  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  Elementary  Education  in  England  and  Wales." 

Eesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Mr,  Trevelyan        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ..   1547 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  "  That  this  House  doth  agree  M'ith 
the  Committee  in  the  said  Itesolution." 

Mr,  John  Bedwxmd  (Waterford)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1548 

Mr,  Lyttelton  (Si,  Georges  Hamtrer  Square)  ...  ...  1555 

Sir  George  White  ...          ...          ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1559 

Mr,  Dillon...         ...          ...          ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1562 

Mr,  Bunciman       ...         ...         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1567 

Mr,  James  Hope  (She^hl^  Ce  ntral)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  1 580 

Sir  JVm^  Anson    ....         ...         ...  •••  ••-  ...  ...  ...  1583 


TABLE  01?   CONTENTS.  Ixiu 

Ikt  1]  Paga 

Qoeetioii  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  244  ;  Noes^  119.     (Division  List  No.  430. 

WiieieapoD  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st 
July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  nineteen  minutes  before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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PETITIONS. 

Idacation  Scotland  BilL — Petition  for  Amendment  of ;  read,  and  ordered  to 

neon  voe  jLaoie...         *••         ...         *•«         •••         *•.         •••         .••         *••   iu«/v 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,   &c. 

HitTfltiCfl  (Foreign  Oountries). — Statistical  abstract  for  the  principal  and 
other  foreign  countries  in  each  year  from  1896  to  1905-1906  ...         ...   1593 

XaihraT  Servants  (Hoars  of  Labour). — Return  in  pursuance  of  Section  4 

of  the  Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1889,  presented,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 

uio  xauie  *•■  .•*  ...  .••  .«•  ..•  ...  •••  ••.xd«/o 

Dinues  of  ATiinntlg  Acts,  1894  to  1903. — Order  No.  7619,  permitting  the 
landing  at  a  Foreign  Animals  Wharf  in  Great  Britain  of  animals  carried  on 
board  the  8.8.  **Titian'\..         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1593 

Deitnictiye  Insects  and  Pests  Acts,  1877  and  1907.— Order,  1908,  entitled 

the  "  American  Gooseberry  Miliew  (Wisbech  and  District)  Order  of  1908." 
Laid  before  the  House,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table       1593 

liv  of  Distress  Amendment  BUI. — Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  Atkinson        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1594 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  lease,  under-lease, 
or.' " — {Lord  Atkinson) 

0»  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bnftang  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Lord  Atkinson        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1594 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  3,  line  32,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  '  CJorporation  '  to 
the  word  *  Provided'  in  line  37." — {Lord  Atkinson.) 

On  Qaestiun,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  Atkinson        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1594 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  3,  lines  40  and  41,  to  leave  out  the  words,  "  the  under 
tenant  or  other  persons  not  being  the  immediate  tenant  of." — {Lord 
Atkinson. 

On  QoeeUoiiy  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  3,  line  41,  after  the  word  *  landlord '  to  insert  the  words 
*or  any  under  tenant  or  other  such  person  as  aforesaid.''' — Lord 
Atkinson, 
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On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  page  4,  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  '  premises '  and  to  insert 
the  word  *  goods,*  and  after  the  word  *by,*  to  insert  the  word  'sub- 
section.' " — {Lard  Atkinson.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  5,  agreed  to. 

Lord  Courteney  of  Pentmih  ?595 

LordAvebury  1595 

Lord  Atkinson        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  ...         ...  1596 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  4,  line  18,  after  the  word  *  rent '  to  insert  the  words 
*  whether  the  same  has  already  accrued  due  or  not.*  " — {Lord  Atkinson.) 
On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  Atkinson         1596 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  25,  after  the  word  *  shall  *  to  insert  the  words 
•wherever  and  so  far  as  this  Act  applies.* " — {Lord  Atkinson.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendment  to  Clause  9  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

**In  page  4,  line  32,  after  the  word  'Scotland*  to  insert  the 
words  '  and  shall  only  apply  in  Ireland  to  a  rent  issuing  out  of  lands 
or  tenements  situate  wholly  within  the  boundaries  of  a  municipality  or 
of  a  township  having  town  commissioners.  *' — {Lord  Atkinson.) 

On  Question  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  237.) 

Incest  Bill.— House  in  Committee  (according  to  order) :  Bill  reported  without 

Amendment,  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  ...         ...  159< 

THE  STRENGTH  OF  THE  ARMY. 
The  Earl  of  Eiroll  ^         ...1597 

Moved,  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  His  Majesty  for  Papers 
relating  to  a  statement  reported  to  have  been  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  on  Friday  the  20th  November,  at  Guildford,  to  the 
effect  "  that  the  Army  was  90,000  stronger  than  it  was  three  years 
agoJ^—iThe  Earl  of  Erroll.) 

The  Undersecretary  of  State  for  War  {Lord  Lucas)        ...         ...  ...  1601 

Viscount  Midleton IW^ 

7'he  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  {The  Earl  of 

CrpirA  160* 

The  Marquess  of  Liinsdowtie  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1^09 

Jjora  LtUCus  ..  ...  ...  ...         ...         ...         •••         ...  ..*^* 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Til*' Earl  of  Onslow  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  l^^** 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries  {Karl  (^anington)  1615 
Lord  Monk  Bretton  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ^^^^ 

t he  Earl  of  Kimberley       ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ■  1^^^ 

Earl  Carrington      ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ....      ...  ...  ^^^ 

House  adjourned  at   ten  minutes   past   Six  o'clock,  to  Monday 
next,  a  quarter  past  Three  o'clock. 
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Minutes  of    the  Proceedings    of    the    Standing    Committee  to  be 
printed.     [No.  345  ] 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing  Committee),  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  386]        1709 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Scotland)  Bill.— Reported,  with  Amendments, 

from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Scottish  Billa 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No.  346.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings    of    the    Standing    Committee   to    be 
printed.     [No.  346.] 
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Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing  Committee),  to  be  taken  into  eon- 
«deration  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  387.]       1710 

Sew  Mexber  Sworn. — Ernest  George  Pretyman,  esquire,  for  the  Countiy  of 

Essex  (Mid  or  Chelmsford  Division)      1710 

Messa(2  from  the  Lords. — That  they  have  agreed  to :  Children  Bill,  with 

Amendments  1710 

Poiaoiisand  Pharmacy  Bill  [Lords.]— Order  for  Second  Beading  Read. 
The  U'nder-Sf^etiiry  of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department  {Mr.  Herbert  Samuel, 

York$hirey  Cleveland)         1710 

Modon  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  se  iond 
time." 

Sir  F,  Banbury  {City  of  Lmidon) 1713 

Mr  R  E,  SfiiUh  {Liverpool,  Waltm)       1715 

Mr,  Winfrey  {Norfolk,  S.W.)        1715 

Mr,  Herbert  Samuel  1716 

Viscount  Helnisley  {Yorkshire,  N,R.,  Thirsk)       1716 

Mr.  Bees  {Montgomery  Boroughs) 1717 

Mr.  Hicks  Beach  {Gloucestershire,  Tewkesbury)     .  1718 

Mr.  Scott  {Ashton-under-Lyne)  1719 

Lord  Balcarres  {Lancashire,  Chorley)        1720 

Mr.  Idris  {Flint  Boroughs)  1724 

Mr.  Courthope  {Sussex,  Bye)         1725 

Mr.  Annan  Bryce  {Inverness  Burghs)       1726 

Mr.  Ashley  {Lancashire,  Blackpool)  1727 

Mr.  Vivian  {Birkenhead)  1729 

Mr.  Forster  {Kent,  Sevenoaks)       ...         1730 

Mr.  Hedges  {Kent,  Tonbridge)       1731 

Svr  Henry  Craik  {Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  Universities) ...  1732 

Mr.  B.  S.  Straus  {Tower  Hamlets,  Mile  End)       1733 

Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)       1736 

Captain  Craig  {Dovm,  E.)  1737 

Mr.  Herbert  Samuel  ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1741 

Mr.  Charles  Craig  {Antrim,  S.)      1744 

Qoeetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

B31  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Standing  Committee. 

Vhiti  Phosphorus  Matches   Prohibition  Bill.— As  amended  (in  the 

binding  Committee)  considered. 

Ea/rl  of  Ronaldshay  {Middlesex,  Hornsey) ...   1 7  46 

Mr.  Hicks  Beach 1747 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out  Clause  1." — {Ea/rl  of  Rotialdshay.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  I  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  {Mr.  Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.)  1 747 

Mr.  Akers  Douglas  {Kent^  St.  Augustine^ s),         1749 

hr.  SummerbeU  {Sunderland)       1750 

Ameodmenty  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  Bonaldshay    ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1751 

Mr,  Hicks  Beach 1752 

Aiaeodment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  word  '  eleven,'  and  to  insert 
the  word  *  twelve.'  ^^Earl  .of  Bonaldshay.) 
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Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  eleven '  stand  part  of  the  Bill" 

Mr.  Olddstone        •■«•         •••         ...         ...         •••         ...         ...         ...  1753 

Mr  Rupert  Guinness  {Shoreditchy  Haggerston)     ...         ...         ...         ...  1753 

Lord  Balcarres  {Lancashire^  Chorley)        ...         ...         ...         1753 

Amendment  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time," 
— {Mr,  Gladstone) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill  [H.L.] — Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Attorney-General  {Sir  JT.  Robson,  South  Shields)      ...         1754 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iS'tV  W.  Robson.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  for  To-morrow. — {Sir  W,  Bobson,) 

Companies  Consolidation  Bill* — Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Churchill.) 

Mr.  Akers  Douglas  {Kent,  St,  Augustine's)  1755 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  {Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee) 1755 

Question,  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  for  To-morrow. — {Mr.  Churchill.) 

Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions  Bill. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmoti  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  : 

Privilege  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,   considered ;   Bill  read  the  third  time  and 

passed  with  an  Amendment        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1756 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  Parliaineniart/  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  {Mr.  J.  A.  Pease,  Essex, 

Saffron  JValden)         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  1756 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st 
July,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  nineteen  minutes  after  Seven  o'clock. 
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FertOisen  and  Feeding  Staffs  Act,  1906.  —  Regulations,  entitled  the 
"Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  (General)  Regulation?,  1908  " ;  to  lie  upon 
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Diseases  of  Animals  Acts,  1894  to  1903.— An  Order,  No.  7617,  prohibiting 

the  l&nding  of  Animals  from  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Delaware,  in  the 
United  States  of  America;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1757 

Irish  Land  Act,  1903. — Instructions  to  Inspectors,  dated  12th  November, 
1908,  supplemental  to  the  Instructions  dated  9th  March,  1908,  issued  by 
the  Estates  Commissioners  under  the  Regulations  made  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  dated  5th  March,  1906  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1757 

Boads  and  Bridges  (Scotland). — Return  presented,  relative  thereto ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  347.]        1757 

Silt  India  (Customs  Revenue) — Return  presented,  relative  thereto ;  to  lie 
apon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  348.]        1757 

Joard  of  Education. — Return  showing  the  total  number  of  Pupils  on  1st 
October,  1907,  in  the  Schools  and  Centres  included  in  the  List  of  Secondary 
Sdwols  in  England  recognised  as  efficient,  and  of  recognised  Pupil  Teacher 
Caitres,  1907-b;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         1757 

WoAien's  (Compensation  Act,  1906  (Industrial  Diseases).— Order,  made 

OT  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  pursuance  of 
Vcdon  8  (6)  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1906,  extending  to 
certain  Industrial  Diseases  the  provisions  of  Section  8  (subject  to  modifica- 
tions) and  amending  the  previous  Order  of  22nd  May,  1907  ;  to  lie  upon 
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JSwas  of  Production  Act,  1906.— Copy  presented,  of  Rules  made  by  the 
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Fort  of  London  Bill. — Order  for  consideration,  as  amended,  read. 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Churchill^  Dundee)    176 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  in  respect  of  the  new  clauses  standing  on  the 
Notice  Paper  on  the  12th  day  of  November  last,"— (J/r.  Churchill,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Mr,  Churchill        ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...  176 

New  clause — 

"(1)  Where  the  Port  Authority  propose  to  construct,  equip, 
maintain,  or  manage  any  works,  and  the  works  proposed  to  be  con- 
structed are  such  that  they  cannot  be  constructed  without  statutory 
authority,  or  are  such  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  they 
ousht  not  to  be  constructed  except  under  the  authority  of  such  an 
order  as  is  hereinafter  mentioned,  or  compulsory  powers  are  required 
for  the  acquisition  of  land,  or  it  is  sought  to  impose  any  charges  not 
previously  authorised  in  respect  of  the  use  of  any  works  when  construc- 
ted, the  Port  Authority  may  apply  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  there- 
upon the  Board  of  Trade  may  make  an  order : — (a)  Authorising  the 
construction  and  equipment  of  such  docks,  quays,  wharves,  jetties,  or 
piers,  and  buildings,  railways,  and  other  works  in  connection  there- 
with as  may  be  specified  in  the  order ;  (6)  authorising  the  purchase 
and  taking  otherwise  than  by  agreement  of  such  land  as  may  be 
specified  in  the  order ;  (c)  authorising  the  imposition,  levying,  collec- 
tion, and  recovery  of  such  dues,  rates,  tolls,  and  other  charges  in 
respect  of  the  use  of  any  works  proposed  to  be  constructed,  and  con- 
ferring such  powers  of  management  of  those  works,  as  may  be  specified 
in  the  order ;  (rf)  authorising  the  Port  Authority  to  charge  to  capital, 
as  part  of  the  cost  of  construction  of  any  work  authorised  by  the  order, 
the  interest  on  any  money  raised  to  defray  the  expenses  of  construc- 
tion of  any  such  work  and  the  acquisition  of  land  for  the  purpose,  for 
such  period  and  subject  to  such  restrictions  as  may  be  mentioned  in 
the  order.  Provided  that : — (a)  no  fend  shall  be  authorised  by  an 
order  under  this  section  to  be  acquired  compulsorily  which  is  situate 
to  the  westward  of  the  meridian  six  minutes  east  of  Greenwich  ;  and 
(b)  an  order  authorising  the  construction  of  new  works  shall  impose  on 
the  Port  Authority  an  obligation  to  provide  such  housing  accommoda- 
tion for  the  persons  to  be  employed  at  the  new  works  whenconstiucted 
as  the  Board  of  Trade  may  from  time  to  time  consider  requisite.  ('2) 
Any  order  made  under  this  section  authorising  the  purchase  and 
taking  of  land  otherwise  than  by  agreement  shall  incorporate  the  Lands 
Clauses  Acts  as  if  the  order  was  a  special  Act  within  the  meaning  of 
those  Acts.  Provided  that  the  Board  of  Trade  may  by  Provisional 
Order  make  such  modifications  and  adaptations  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Lands  Clauses  Acts  to  be  incorporated  in  an  order  under  this  section 
as  may  be  specified  in  the  Provisional  Order.  (3)  If  it  appears  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  by  reason  of  the  extent  or  situation  of  any  land 
proposed  to  be  acquired  compulsorily,  or  the  purposes  for  which  such 
land  is  used,  or  any  other  circumstances,  the  land  ought  not  to  be 
acquired  compulsory  without  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  the  order  of 
the  Board  shall  be  provis  onal  cniy  and  shall  not  have  efi'ect  unless 
confirmed  by  Parliament." — (Mr,  Churchill) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 
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propoaed,  ^Hiat  those  wcHtis  be  there  inserted.'* 

Jf'.  <^'hurcfs^        1802 

W  Ifiare,  wiAdrawn. 

9mmme»  (Bwry  Si.  Eifmumds)  ^.         •.,  1803 

It  prupoaed  to  the  {»x>posed  new  clause — 
^  In  line  Id  at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words  *  or  a  Provisknal 
Order  ms  pnpvided  m  this  Motion.'  " — (Mtk  WaUm"  Gmim9i€$$). 

propoaed,  '^  That  tboae  words  be  there  inserted." 

JM  T «      _,  X  ^»r  uPlftvv  •««  •••  ••*  *•«  •••  %•%  *•«  ••%&,  O  v^\^ 

Aj^nW     .A-A*     \.' C^^M  ••«  •••  •••  •*•  «%%  •«•  «*•  **%       AOv*f 

Sir  A^  Sfitgr  (Hmcimnf^  Central) 1808 

JKr.  Ja^^tB9ok  ...  .,,  •.•  •.•  .»,  ,..  •••  ...    lol*^^ 

^K*  •    '^  ^•••^'^B^^^Kfr  •••  .*•  •••  •••  •••  ««*  •»♦  w«I.C\^^ 
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Sir  Gtlberi  Parker  ...  ...         ...  ...  ...  .•.  ...  •••   l>i« 
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Qvtttion  put. 
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Mr,  JFTiUekMd       ••«        •••        •••        ••<        •••        •••        •••        ••• 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  In  line  16,  after  the  word  *  land,'  to  insert  the  woixis  *  and  subject 
to  such  conditions  and  reservations.*" — (Mr.  Whitehead,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  In  line  31,  to  insert  after  the  word  *  Greenwich,'  the  words  •  or 
which  has  been  acquired  by  the  owners  thereof  under  statute/" — 
{Mr,  Churchill.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 


Sir  F.  Banbury 


••• 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"In  line  36,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words  'Provided  also  that 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  empower  the  Board  of  Trade  to  authorise 
the  purchase  and  taking  of  any  land  belonging  to  any  railway  company 
and  used  by  such  company  as  a  part  of  or  in  connection  with  their 
railway  and  acquired  by  such  company  under  any  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Acts  relating  to  their  undertakings.' " — (Sir  K  Banbury,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  Churchill 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mr,  Churchill 


••« 


••* 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  45,  at  the  beginning  of  subsection  (3)  to  insert  the 
words  '  Before  formulating  an  Order  under  this  subsection  the  Board 
of  Trade  shall  appoint  an  impartial  person  to  hold  an  inquiry  on  its 
behalf.'"— (Mr.  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


Sir  GUIk  rt  Parker  . . . 
Mr,  Churchill 


Page 
1827 


1828 


...  1829 


...  1829 


...  1829 
...  1830 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  new  clause — 

"  To  leave  out  subsection  (3),  and  to  insert  the  words  *  (3)  Before 
making  an  Order  under  this  section  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  appoint 
an  impartial  person  to  hold  a  public  inquiry  on  their  behalf,  ana  if  he 
reports  or  if  it  appears  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  by  reason  of  the 
extent  or  situation  of  any  lane  proposed  to  be  acquired  compulsorily, 
or  the  purposes  for  which  such  land  is  used,  or  any  other  circum- 
stances, the  land  ought  not  to  be  acquired  compulsorily  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  the  Order  of  the  Board  shall  be  pn)vi8ional 
only  and  shall  not  have  effect  unless  confirmed  by  Parliament.' " — 
(Mr.  Churchill,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  After  the  words  last  inserted,  to  insert  the  words  *  (4)  Any 
Order  other  than  a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  this  section  shall  not  take  effect  until  a  draft  thereof  has  lain 
for  thirty  days  on  the  Table  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  if 
either  House  during  those  thirty  days  presents  an  address  to  Hii 
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Majesty  against  the  draft  no  further  proceedings  shall  be  taken  thereon 
but  without  prejudice  to  the  making  of  a  new  Order.' " — (Mr.  Churchill.) 

Mt.  Cnurch%ll         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         •••         ..•         •••   lool 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment — 

"  In  line  3,  after  the  word  *  days,'  to  insert  the  words  *  during  the 
session  of  Parliament.' " — Mr,  Eenvnck 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Claose,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

JuT»  JuOrtOfi  •••      •..      ...      •••      •••      •••      •••     •••  lOvA 

'Sew  daxuse — 

"  Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  the  Act  of  54  Geo.  III., 
c.  159,  the  Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1894,  or  any  Act  amending  the 
same,  any  rates,  dues,  tolls,  fees,  or  other  charges  leviable  under  this 
Act,  or  under  any  Provisional  Order  made  thereunder,  or  under  any 
Act  incorporated  therewith,  shall  be  chargeable  to  and  payable  by  the 
Crown  upon  the  same  conditions  and  in  the  same  manner  as  they  are 
chargeable  to  and  payable  by  other  bodies  or  persons.*  " — {Mr,  Morton.) 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr,  Churchill  1832 

JrlT,  OlyCT^       ••*  ...  ...  ..k  ••*  «..  •••  .••  .••      XOOi9 

Mr,  Morton,,,         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...         ...   1832 

Proposed  new  clause  negatived. 

Jinr,  jiiorion*,*         •••         •»•         *••         ...         ...         »..         ..•         «..   loo^ 

Xew  clause  proposed — 

"The    following   accounts    shall    be    kept    separately    by    the 
Port   Authority   in   addition    to    any  other  accounts   which  are  by 
this    Act    prescribed  to    be   kept   as    separate   accounts,  that   is  to 
say : — (1)    An   account  (to    be   called   the  Docks  Capital  Account) 
showing :  (a)  The  amount  of  port  stock  created  and  issued  in  sub- 
stitution  for   the    existing  stocks  of  the  dock  companies ;    (h)   the 
amount  *  of    money    expended    by    the    Port  Authority  on  capital 
account  in  improving  the  docks,  basins,  cuts,  and  entrances  by  this  Act. 
transferred  to  the  Port  Authority  or  in  constructing  and  equipping 
new   docks,  basins,  cuts,   entrances,  and  other  works  or  otherwise 
CD  capita]  account  in  improving  the  Port  of  London.     (2)  An  account 
(to  be  called  the  Docks  Kevenue  Account) :   (a )  Of  all  sums  received 
in  respect  of  vessels  entering,  lying  in,  departing  from,  or  otherwise 
using  the  docks,  basins,  cuts,  or  entrances  from  time  to  time  vested  in 
the  Port  Authority  other  than  the  duties  of  tonnage  prescribed  in 
Section  155  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1894,  as  amended  by 
Section  7  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1905,  and  by  this  Act  and 
in  respect  of  all  goods  imported  into  or  exported  from  such  docks, 
basins,  cuts,  and  entrances,  and  in  respect  of  services  rendered  or 
accomodation  provided  by  the  Port  Authority  within  the  same  and  of 
all  other  revenue  received  by  the  Port  Authority  in  respect  thereof  ^to 
be  called  Dock  Receipts) :    (b)  of  all  sums  expended  in  respect  of  tne 
maintenance,  management,  and  improvement  of  the  Port  of  London, 
including  all  sums  paid  by  way  of  interests  on  or  redemption  of 
money  expended  on    Dock    Capital    Account    (to  be  called  Dock 
Expenditure).      (3)    An  account    (to  be  called  the  River   Capital 
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Accoimi)  showing :  (a)  the  amount  of  port  stock  oreat^  and  issued 
uader  th^  Act  in  substitution  lor  Thames  Conservancy 
Bedeemable  '  A '  Debenture  Stock :  (b)  such  amount  of  the  ttoney 
expended  by  the  Port  Authority  on  capital  account  as,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  auditor  of  the  Port  Authority,  is  capital  expenditure 
necessitated  by  the  requirements  of  persons  and  vessels  not  using 
the  said  docks,  basins,  cuts,  and  entrances  of  the  Port  Authority. 
X4)  An  account  (to  be  called  the  River  Revenue  Aoeount) :  (a)  01  all 
sums  received  from  the  said  duties  of  tonnage  and  in  respect  of  all 
vessels,  goods,  services,  and  accommodation,  other  than  the  vessels, 
goods,  services,  and  accommodati(5n  referred  to  in  subsection  (2)  (a)  of 
thi&eection,  and  of- all  other  revenue  received  by  the  Port  Authority  | 
(to  be  called  river  receipts) :  (b)  of  all  sums  paid  :  (1)  by  way  of 
interest  on  or  redemption  of  money  expended  on  River  Capital 
Account :  (2)  such  proportion  of  the  expenditure  referred  to  in  sub- 
section (2)  (()  of  this  section  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  auditor  of  the 
Port  Authority,  is  expenditure  necessitated  by  the  requirements  of 
persons  and  vessels  not  using  the  said  docks,  basins,  cuts,  and 
entrances  of  the  Port  Authority  (to  be  called  river  expenditure). 
(5)  The  dock  expenditure  shall  defrayed  out  of  the  dock  receipts  and 
the  river  oxpendfiture  shall  be  defrayed  out  of  the  river  receipts,  and 
no  portion  of  the  river  receipts  shall  be  applied  in  aid  of  the  dock 
expenditure." — (Mr.  Mortork) 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  disuse  be. read  a  second 

time.** 

•-:  1^ 

Mr,  Churchill         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  l^J^ji 

Sir  Gilbert  Parker ,.,         ...         »,»         ,,,         ...         ...  185 

Mr.  Lough  {Islington,  W.)...         ...         ...  131 

J.fJ.f.    Jtr'JlwXCK  •*•  t.  ...  ...  ...  .••  ...  .••      ^^ 

Mr. Churchill         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...         ...  1^ 

A'L  7 .   All  yCi        ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  •«•  ...  ....v 

Mr.  Churchill  rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put.' 


It 


Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  15;  Noes,  175.     (Division  List  No.* 
432.) 

Question    proposed,    **That  the   Chairman   do   report  the    Bill,  as 
amended,  to  the  House." 

^Vnd  it  being  after  Five  of  the  Clock,  and  objection  being  taken  to 
further  Proceeding,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  interrupt  the  Business. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Churchill  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the 
House,"  put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  upon  Monday  next,  and) 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  390.] 


■■■« 
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H'X3E  OF  Co3£MONS  (ADMISSION  OF  Strangers). — Ordered,  That  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Eules  and  Regulations  under 
wUch  Straogers  are  admitted  to  this  House  and  its  precincts ;  and  to 
report  whether  any  alterations  in  the  same  are  expedient. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  reoOTds.— (Ifr.  Joseph  Peiise,) 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of 
3lst  Julj,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 

Adjourned  at  thirteen  minutes  after  Five  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 
End  ov  Table  of  Contents  to  Vol.  CXCVII. 
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SwBber  24th.  —  Sir  W.  J.  Collins'  Speech,  Column  240,  line  17,  should  read, 

"which  they  would  have  to  look  forward  to." 
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THE  TWBNTT-NlNTH   DAT  OF  JANUARY  IN  THE   ElOHTH  YEAR  OF  THE 
BEIGN    OF 

HIS  MAJESTY  KING  EDWARD  VII. 

FIFTEENTH   VOLUME   OF    SESSION    1908. 


HOUSE    OF  LORDS. 
Tvttlay,  2Uh  November,  1908. 
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FAIRFAX  PEERAQK 

Ordered,  That  at  the  future  meetings 
"f  the  Peers  of  Scotland,  assembled  under 
uiT  Rojal  Proclamation  for  the  e  ection 
*»<  t  Peer  or  Peers  to  represent  the  Peerage 
■^  Scotland  La  Parliament,  the  Lord 
Hcrk  Register,  or  the  Clerks  of  Session 
'4ci%ting  thereat  in  his  name,  do  call 
t^  title  of  the  Lord  Fairfax  of  Cameron 
^'tording  to  its  place  in  the  roll  of 
Feen  of  Scotland  called  at  such  election 
^  do  receive  and  count  the  vote  of 
^  Lord  Fairfax  of  Cameron  claiming 
*A  Tote  in  right  of  the  said  Barony,  and 
^  permit  him  to  take  part  in  the  pro 
c««diiigB  in  such  election. 


Coiimitt3e  not  to  sit  again  till  Monday 
next. 

Liverpool  Corporation  (Streets  and 
Baildings)  Bill. — Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments. 


PETITIONS. 


Several  Lords  took  the  Oath. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


\ 


Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
ffo.  3)  Bill — Leave  given  to  the  Select 
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LICENSING  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  of:  Of  Ealing 
Women's  United  Temperance  Associa- 
tion ;  Leeds  United  Working  Men's 
Temperance  League  ;  Friar  Street  Adult 
School  Temperance  Society ;  Carshalton 
and  Wallington  United  Temperance  Com- 
mittee ;  Temperance  Societies  of  Long- 
ton,  Staffordshire  ;  Ilkeston  Free  Church 
Council,  Public  Temperance  Meeting ; 
Cynidr  Tent,  No.  2602,  of  the  Indepen- 
dent Order  of  Rechabites  Friendly 
Society ;  Penzance  Temperance  Federa- 
tion ;  Meeting  at  Bank  Street  Unitarian 
Sunday  School,  Bolton,  19th  November, 
1908 ;  The  following  Tents  of  the  In- 
dependent Order  of  Rechabites  Friendly 

A 


Petitions. 


{LORDS} 


PetUianB, 


Society :  Beacon,  No.  1502,  Victoria,  No. 
1715,  Vale  of  Usk,  No.  3502  ,  Castle,  No. 
1767,  Enig,  No.  2484,  Mynydd  Troed,  No. 
2094,  Cynog,  No.  2688,  Trfon  Valley, 
No.  3109,  Walton,  No.  1571 ;  Highgate 
Park  Baptist  Church;  Townspeople  of 
Groole  ;  Wesley  Brotherhood  and  Sister- 
hood, Liverpool ;  Chard  Baptist  Christian 
Endeavour  Society ;  Inhabitants  of 
Bootle;  Helsby  Wesleyan  Band  of 
Hope  ;  Helsby  Wesleyan  Church  Society  ; 
Helsby  Wesley  Guild  ;  Helsby  Wesleyan 
Sunday  School ;  Bray  Shop  Band  of  Hope 
Society;  United  Methodist  Church 
Meeting  at  Carlingcott,  in  the  county 
of  Somerset,  on  Sunday,  22nd  November, 
1908 ;  United  Methodist  Sunday  School 
Meeting  at  Carlingcott,  in  the  county 
of  Someiset,  on  Sunday,  22nd  November 
1908;  Belper  Temperance  Society; 
Bristol  Central  Weslyan  Mission  Band 
of  Hope  Committee ;  Church  of  Christ, 
Fulham  Cross;  Yorkshire  Quarterly 
Meeting  of  the  Society  of  Friends  ;  South 
Manchester  Free  Church  Council ;  Salis- 
bury and  Southampton  Temperance 
Committee ;  Saron  Congregational 
Church,  Aberaman  ;  Free  Church  Council 
of  Brixham  ;  Members  of  Church  of 
Christ,  Ismailia  Hall,  Ismailia  Road, 
Fulham ;  Gunners'  Safeguard  Lodge 
of  the  International  Order  of  Good 
Templars ;  Colne  Valley  Lodge,  No. 
1,148,  of  the  International  Order  of  Good 
Templars ;  Advance  Lodge,  No.  3,036, 
of  the  International  Order  of  Good 
Templars  ;  Vale  of  Dovoy  Free  Church 
Council ;  Peoples'  Bethel  Mission  Total 
Abstinence  Society;  United  Meeting 
of  Society  Classes  of  Collingwood  Street, 
Wesleyan  Church ;  Council  and  their 
friends  of  the  Poplar  Liberal  and  Radical 
Association;  Meeting  of  Women  at 
Tiverton  Hall,  Garridge  Street,  West- 
minster Bridge ;  Kelvedon  Women's 
Liberal  Association ;  Devon  Union 
Women's  Liberal  Associations ;  Hull 
Associated  Shipwrights'  Society  ;  Con- 
gregational Church  of  Balham,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex ;  Excelsior  Lodge 
International  Order  of  Good  Templars ; 
Halifax  Citizens'  League  ;  Some  inhabi- 
tants of  Liverpool;  12th  (Liverpool) 
Company  of  the  Boys'  Brigade  and 
Supporters  ;  Meeting  at  Cecilvillc  House, 
Homsey  ;  Childien's  Mission  Ragged 
School,  Delwood  Street,  Camberwell ; 
Meeting  at  Kennington  Park ;    Members 


and  Adherents  of  Calvinistic  Methodist 
Church  at  Shrewsbury;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Society  and  Congregation  at 
Ratcliffe ;  Committee  of  Primitive 
Methodists  of  the  District  of  Sheffield ; 
West  Sleekburn  and  Stakeford  Temper- 
ance Festival  Association ;  Barnard 
Castle  Branch  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Railway  Temperance  Union ;  Stockton- 
on-Tees  Temperance  Society ;  Liverpool 
Ladies'  Temperance  Association ;  Grospel 
Blue  Ribbon  Mission  of  Derby;  Tem- 
perance Workers  of  Babington  Ward, 
Derby;  Queens'  Road  Temperance 
Society,  WaUington ;  Lowesmoor  Tem- 
perance Society ;  Worcester  Total  Absti- 
nence Society ;  Dewsbury  Temperance 
Society  ;  Bishop  Auckland  Temperance 
Society ;  Liverpool  Unitarian  Temperance 
Association  ;  Society  of  Friends,  Charl- 
bury;  United  Free  Chuch  Presbjrtery, 
Kirkcudbright ;  Calvinistic  Methodist 
Church  and  Congregation,  Phila- 
delphia, County  Glamorgan ;  Cal- 
vinistic Methodist  Church  and  Con- 
gregation, Nazareth  Llangammarch 
Wells ;  Independent  Methodist  CSiurch, 
Crewe ;  Risley  Independent  Methodist 
Church,  Warrington ;  Original  Grand 
Order  of  the  Total  Abstinent  Sons  of 
the  Phoenix,  Star  of  Willenhall  Lodge  ; 
The  International  Order  of  Good  Tem- 
plars (Retford  Branch) ;  The  United 
Methodist  Church,  New  Road,  Grays, 
Essex  ;  Upper  Wincobank  Chapel,  Shef- 
field ;  A  Meeting  in  the  Mission  Hall, 
Levtonstone ;  A  Meeting  at  the  Ossett 
Temperance  Hall ;  The  Ossett  Temper- 
ance Society  Committee  ;  The  Woslevau 
Men's  Bible  Class,  Bromley ;  The  Guild 
of  Christian  Endeavour,  Chester;  The 
Committee  of  the  Bromley  Women's 
Liberal  Association  ;  A  Meeting  of  the 
Northampton  Women's  Liberal  Associa- 
tion ;  The  Newquay  (Cornwall)  Women's 
Liberal  Association  ;  The  Congregational 
Young  People's  Union,  Liskeard ;  The 
Whitby  Liberal  Cinh;  The  Bridlington 
and  Quay  Temperance  Society ;  The 
Clifton  Temperance  Society  ;  The  British 
Temperance  Society's  Gosp el/Temperance 
Union  ;  The  South  Nutfield  Temperance 
Mission ;  The  following  Temperance 
Societies  :  Liskeard,  Rye,  Lake,  Chiqual, 
Tredriggick,  Christ  Church,  Westminster 
Bridge  Road,  Bolton,  Linacre,  North- 
amptonshire Temperance  and  Band  of 
Hope  Union,  Canterbury,  Lychett  Minster; 


Petitions. 
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Of  the  following  Public  Meetings 
at  Wesley  Chapel,  City  Road,  Marsh 
Lane,  Preston,  Pointon,  Folkingham, 
Rafferton,  Driffield,  Wolverton,  Bucks, 
Loppington,  Salop,  Dilston  Road,  New- 
castle, Dewen  Heath,  Salop,  Millon, 
Cumberland,  Hodnet,  Shtopslyje,  Green- 
hill,  Derby,  Victoria  Street,  Temple 
Hall,  Taunton,  Vale  Royd,  Tunbridge 
Wells,  Mevagissey,  ComwaD,  Mount 
Hawke,  Cornwall,  St.  Ives,  Cornwall, 
Falmouth,  Cornwall,  Nanclearn,Penzance, 
Lelant,  Crantock,  Cornwall,  Heamoor, 
Heswall,  High  Green,  Chapeltown,  Thet- 
ford,  Brandon,  Tattershall  Bridge, 
Stratford,  London,  Crows  Nest  and 
Menheniot,  Liskeard,  Wesley  Hall,  Shil- 
don,  Blyton,  Neath  Abbey,  Swansea, 
Soar  Chapel,  Talserran,  St.  Paul's 
Church  (Welsh),  Ampthill,  Bedford- 
shire, Newbottle  Street,  Houghton-le 
Spring,  Crewkerne  ;  Of  persons  signing 
at  St.  Buryan,  Penzance,  St.  Just, 
Cornwall,  William  Street,  Swindon, 
Tamworth,  Stafford,  Rookhope,  County 
Durham,  Daventry,  Northampton, 
Swindon  Circuit,  Burnhope,  County 
Durham,  Wearhead,  County  Durham, 
Greers  Norton,  Northampton,  Tredegar, 
Monmouth,  Callington,  Cornwall,  Wes- 
ley Chapel,  Nottingham,  Tredegar  (Eas- 
tern), Monmouth,  Eastgate,  Durham, 
Weardale,  Durham,  St.  John's  Chapel, 
Durham,  Brigg,  Lincolnshire,  Friskney, 
Lincolnshire,  Protas,  Cornwall,  Ponty- 
pridd, Glamorgan,  Netherton,  Worcester, 
Brentwood,  Essex,  Hartford,  Cheshire, 
Lostock  Gralaw,  Northwich,  Acton, 
near  Northwich,  Station  Road,  North- 
wich, Sandway,  Northwich,  Little  Bud- 
worth,  Northwich,  Over  Winsford,  North- 
wich, London,  Northwich;  Brunswick 
Society  Class;  Tranmere  Band  of 
Hope ;  Brunswick  Men's  Society  Class, 
Sisterhood  and  Brotherhood,  Birkenhead, 
Pleasant  Tuesday  Evening,  Hind  Street, 
London ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Truro  ;  Executive  Free  Church  Council, 
Mevagissey;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Walton-le-Dale,  Pieston ;  Trustees  and 
Leaders  Wesleyan  Church,  Hucknall 
Torkard;  Wesleyan  Methodist  (Jhurch, 
Newtown,  Wigan;  Men's  Bible  Class, 
Blackood,  Chorley ;  Wesleyan  Methodist . 
Church,  Standishgate,  Wigan ;  Temper- 
ance Society,  Archway  Road,  London; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Poynton 
Green  ;  Society  Class,  Ellerdine ;  Wesley 


Guild,  Kirbymoorside ;     Wesley    Guild/ ^ 
Cattle    Fields,    Shrewsbury ;    Wesleyan " 
.Methodist     Churches     at      Brjmmawr, 
Nantyglo,  Blaina,  Beaufort  Hill,    Aber* 
tiUery,  Cwmtillery,  Abergavenny,  Crick- 
howell,  Clydach,  IJanelly  Hill,  Llanelly; 
Tranmere     Branch    of    Wesley    (iuild; 
Men's    Bible    Class   and   Society   Class 
at    Birkenhead  ;    Wesleyan    Methodist 
Meeting,   Hugas ;     Wesleyan   Methodist 
Church,  French ;  Band  of  Hope,  Bbene- 
zer,  Plymouth  ;  Missionary  Meetings  at 
Market    Weighton    (2);     Bible    Class, 
Standishgate,  Wigan  ;  Wesleyan  Metho- 
dist Churches  at  Hurstbourne  ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Overton  ;   Anchor  of 
Hope  Club,  Whitchurch  ;  Ebenezer  Wes- 
leyan Church,  Bramley,  Leeds  ;   Wesley 
Guild,  Teignmouth  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Churches     at     Aber,     Penmaenidcwm ; 
Wesley  Guild,  Redditch ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Horseshay ;     Wesley    Guild,    Madeley ; 
Band  of  Hope  Committee,  Earlestown ; 
Stewards  of  Wesleyan  Church,  Earles- 
town ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Hay- 
dock  ;    Society    Classes    at    Rodington, 
Poynton  Green  ;  Mothers'  Meeting,  New 
Cross ;     Wesleyan    Methodist    (Jhurch, 
Tamworth  Street,  Earlestown  ;    Presby- 
terian Church,  Tamworth  Street,  Earles- 
town ;  Band  of  Hope,  Cefn  Coed,  Tydvil ; 
Society    Class,    Wellington ;     Wesleyan 
Methodist  Churches  at  Bispham,  War- 
sley    and    Standish,    Wigan;     Society 
Class,    Hadley ;     Wesleyan    Methodist 
Church,  Standishgate,  Wigan ;   Band  of 
Hope,  Old  Bolingbroke,  Spilsby ;    Wes- 
leyan  Methodist    (]!hurches   at   Pendry 
Mold,  Mold;    Wesley    Guilds    at    Ad- 
maston,    Southampton ;     Society   Class, 
Horsehay,  Salop ;    Wesleyan  Methodist 
CJhurch,    Pyke    Street,    Barry    Dock; 
Wesley  Guild,  Cowes ;    Band  of  Hope, 
Pl3anouth  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Worsley;     Wesley    Guild,    Old    Elvet; 
Wesleyan   Methodist   Churches,  Cardiff, 
Annfield  Plain  ;  Temperance  Society,  St. 
George's  ;  Wesley  Guild, Waltham  Abbey ; 
Quarterly  Meeting,  Central  Hall,  Birm- 
ingham ;  United  Band  of  Hope,  Landrey, 
Barnstaple  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  (Thurcb, 
Chisterton ;    Sons  of  Temperance,  Hall- 
gate,  (Doltingham  ;  Wesley  Guild,  Bremp- 
ton,  North  Riding  ;   Gospel  Temperance 
Society,  Prince  of  Wales  Road;    Office 
Bearers,   Methodist   CSiuich,   Prince   of 
Wales     Road;      Wesleyan     Methodist 
durch,    Pevensey   Road,    Eastbourne  \ 
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Band  of  Hope  and  Society  Class,  Lanley 
Bank;  Wesleyan  Hethodist  Church, 
Machynlleth,  Montgomery ;  Women's 
Society  Class  and  Young  Men's  Society 
Class,  Poplar ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Cubitt  Town  ;  Adult  Bible  Class 


Gainsborough ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church  at  Ebenexer,  Portmadoc,  Elsecar ; 
Bamsley,  Barthygest,  Portmadoc,  Birton- 
wood,  Newton-le- Willows ;  Wesley  Guild 
North  End,  Newark-on-Tr^t ;  Primitive 
Methodist   Sunday   School,    Earlstown; 


and  Wesley  Guild,  Poplar ;  Men's  Meet-    Society  Class,  Coton  Crescent,  Shrcws- 
ing,  Wesleyan  Mission,  Old  Ford  ;  Wes-    bury ;  Wesley  Guild,  St.  Paul's,  Bideford ; 


leyan     Methodist     Church,     Lodock ; 
Leaders  Meeting  and  Circuit  Temperance 
Committee,  Nottingham ;  Women's  Meet- 
ing, Wesleyan  Church,  Poplar;    Wesley 
Guilds,  Harley  Square  and  Cliftonville, 
Margate  ;    Society  Class,  Lawley  Bank  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Denholme  ; 
Executive   of   Temperance   Association, 
Coedpoeth,  Wrexham ;    Band  of  Hope 
and  Temperance  Workers,  Carver  Street, 
Sheffield ;  Leaders  Meeting,  Haltwhistle  ; 
Band  of  Hope,  High  Street,  Glossop ; 
Wesleyan   Methodist   Church,    Bonwell, 
Newcastle  ;  Sunday  School,  Cottingham, 
Hull ;    Wesleyan   Temperance   Society, 
Muswell  Hill ;  Wesley  Guilds  at  Union 
Street,    Accrington    and    Haltwhistle ; 
Sunday  School,  West  Lane,  Haworth ; 
Trustees    Meeting,    Wesleyan    Church, 
Dorking ;        Temperance       Committee, 
Methodist   Conference ;    Sunday   School 
Convention,       Kilndown ;        Wesleyan 
Methodist   Churches  at   Shirwell,  Barn- 
staple, and  Wilsden  ;    British  Women's 
Temperance  Association,  Haworth ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Church,  Cross-in-Hand ; 
Wesley  Guild,  Bevoirs  Town,  Southamp- 
ton ;    Society  Class,   Retting ;    Society 
Class,    Blowick,    Southport ;     Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Bow  ;  Wesleyan  Liter- 
ary   Society,    Saddleworth ;     Band    of 
Hope,  Stephen  Hill,  Crookes ;    Leaders 
Meeting,     Sholton ;     Leaders    Meeting, 
Wheatley    Hill ;     Wesleyan    Methodist 
Church,      Denton      Bum,      Newcastle ; 
Wesleyan  P.S.A.,    Rushton;    Wesleyan 
Methodist    Churches     at    Denbigh,   St. 
Asaph,  Much  Wenlock  ;  Ladies  Meeting, 
Tweens  Street,  Morley ;    Simday  School 
Teachers,     Gwennap,     Redruth ;    Wes- 
leytm  Methodist,  Lewisham  and  Brockley; 
Brotherhood     Meeting,     High     Street, 
Plaistow  ;  Wesley  Guild,  Madeley  Wood  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Mount  Gold, 
Pljrmouth  ;   Men's  Society  Class,  Weald- 
stone  ;    Presbyterian  Church,  Houghton- 
le-Spring,  County  Durham  ;     Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Pontypridd,  Hessen* 
ford,  and  Quethiock ;     Band  of  Hope, 
Dowlais ;      Band  of  Hope   and   Choir, 


Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Ladj  Mar- 
garet  Road,   Kentish  Town  ;      Society 
Class  (Ladies),  Dawley;    Men's  Society 
Class,  Wellington  ;    Wesleyaa.  Methodist 
Church,  Lingfield  ;    Trinity  Free  Church 
at  Codsall,  Stafford ;     Wesley  Guild  at 
Chatteris  ;    Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
at  Bamsley ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
at   Holme,    Spalding   Moor;      Leadera 
and  Society  Class  at  Greenfields,  Shrews- 
bury ;     Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at 
Newport ;    Bolton  District  Synod  Com- 
mission at  Rochdale ;    Of  the  following 
Wesleyan    Methodist    Churches:        St 
Mawes,    Philleigh,    Par,    Tywardreath, 
Fowey,  Trenarren,  St.  Blaxengate,  Pol- 
gorth,  St.  Austell,  Sangeth,  St.  Austell, 
Coombe,  Sticker,  St.  Austell,  St.  Austell, 
Trewoon,  St.  Austell,  Shalfleet,   Fresh- 
water, Galboume,  Merstone,  St.  David's, 
Dewbury,  Hick's  Road,  Cambridge,  North 
Cave,  Hook,  Broomfleet,  Towyn,  Aber- 
dovey,    Beeston,    Barnstaple,    Lumley, 
Tondu,    Cardiff,    St.    Athan,    Cardiff; 
Wesley  Guild   at    Blackwater;    Wesley 
Guild    at    Blackpool;        Free    Church 
Meeting,  Talbot  Road,  Blackpool ;   East 
End  Brotherhood,  Clarence  Street,  New- 
castle ;    Sunday    School    at    Swansea ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Tavistock ; 
Wesley  Guild  at  Warrington  ;    People's 
Own  Meeting  at  Gateshead ;     Leaders 
and    Trustees    and    Sunday    School    at 
Harpurhey,     Manchester ;        Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Llanfyllin ;  Wesleya  i 
Methodist  Church  at  Brithdir,  Cardiff 
Brotherhood  Meeting  at  Stratford,  Essex 
Wesley  Guild  at  Caistor,  Lincolnshire 
Sunday  School  and   Band  of  Hope  at 
Morriston ;       Executive    Committee    of 
District  Liberal  Club  at  Rhyl ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  and  Wesley  Guild  at 
Beccles  ;     Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Society  Class  (2),  Mutual  Improvement 
Society,    and    Leaders    and    Stewards, 
Wesley  Guild  at  Hastings;     Wesleyan 
P.S.A.  at  Hollington,  Derby ;   Wesleyan 
Sisterhood  at  Cardiff ;  Wesleyan  Method- 
ist Church  at  Longton,  Stafford  ;    Class 
Meeting  at  Market  Drayton  ;    Wesleyan 
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Methodist  Choroh  at  Cardiff;     Wesley 
Guild  at  Cardiff;     Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church  at  Radyr,  Cardiff;     Wesleyan 
Mission  at  Cardiff ;    Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church  at  Caerphilly,  Cardiff;     Wesley 
Guild  at  Bedwas  ;  Of  the  following  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Churches:  Machen,  Mon- 
mouth, Sisca,  Blackwood,  Fleur-de-Lis, 
Cramlir,    Port    Uanfraith,    Uanhilleth, 
Plas,  Maes-y'^wmmer,  Cardiff;     Yoipig 
Men's  Society  Class  and  Leaders  Meeting 
at  Southport ;    Free  Church  Council  at 
Holsworthy ;  Men's  Bible  Class  at  Witney; 
Men^s     Bible     Class     at     Warrington ; 
M3  .'s  Meet'ng  a  d  Wesley    Ouild    at 
PorJ-s^ood,     Southamp'o    ;      Wesleyan 
P.S.A.    at    Bitteme ;     Liberal  Associa- 
tion  at  Portswood ;    Wesley    Ouild  at 
Bevois   Town,  Southampton ;    Pleasant 
Sunday   Afternoon    at    Bitteme   J^ark ; 
Of    the   following   Wesle'^an   Methodist 
Churches :       East    Grinstead,    Crawley 
Down,    Hayward's    Heath,    Ridgewood, 
Buxted,  East  Hoatley,  Blackboys,  New- 
haven,  Lewes  ;     Class  at  Shrewsbury ; 
Adult  Bible  Class  at  Waltham  Abbey ; 
Free    Church    Council    and    Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Whitchurch,  Hants  ; 
Wesleyan     Mission      at     Portsmouth ; 
Weslevan  Methodist  Church  at  Carnar- 
von  ;     Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  and 
Wesleyan  Temperance  Society  at  Notting- 
ham ;  Wesley  Guild  at  Shanklin ;  Annual 
Circuit  Meeting  at  Southport;     Wesley 
Guild  at  Barlestown,  Lancashire ;  Wesley 
Methodist  Church  at  Ashton-in-Maker- 
field,   Lancashire ;      Wesley  Guild  and 
Women's  Temperance  Society  at  Salford  ; 
Wesley   Guild   and   Men's   Meeting    at 
Peckhcm ;       Primitive    and    Wesleyan 
Men's  Bible  Class  at  Earlestown,  Lan- 
cr.shire ;  Toung  Men's  Christian  Associa- 
tion at  Earlestown  ;    Wesleyan  Methodist 
Cliurch  at  Iver ;     Wesleyan  Church  at 
North     Wdlbottle,      Northumberland 
Wesleyan  Mission  Band  at  Homerton 
Society   Class    at    Horsehay;       Wesley 
Guild  and  Men's  Meeting  at  Mapperley 
Wesley      Brotherhood      at      Beeston 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Bispham 
Wesleyan    Methodist    Church    at    New 
town ;     Men's  Bible  Class  at  Standish 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Shrews 
bury ;     Men's  Bible  Class  at  Chorley 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Llanar- 
mon ;     Weslevan  Methodist  Church  at 
Lincoln ;        Wesleyan    Bible    Class    at 
Wellington;     Wesley  Guild  at  Shifnal; 


Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Kirby 
Moorside  ;  British  Workmen's  Band  of 
Hove  at  Shifnal;  Wesleyan  Society 
Class  at  Waters  Upton ;  Wesley  Guild 
at  Sedburgh;  Wesley  Guild  at  licvens- 
hulme,  Manchester;  Wesley  Guild  at 
Heaton,  Mersey,  Manchester ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Thornton  Heath, 
Croydon  ;  Meeting  at  Clayton-le-Moors ; 
Wesley  Guild  at  Whitchurch,  Hamp- 
shire ;  Wesley  Guild  at  Andover,  Hamp- 
shire ;  Band  of  Hope  at  Smethwick ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Society  at  Welling- 
ton ;  Temperance  Worker's  Committee 
at  Conisborough,  Yorkshire  ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Westerhope,  New- 
castle ;  Brotherhood  at  Salford ;  Meeting 
at  Berwick-on-Tweed  ;  Wesley  Gidld  at 
Bridgnorth ;  Leaders  and  Stewards  at 
Llandudno ;  District  Convention  at 
Llandudno ;  District  Convention  at 
Oxford  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
at  Wrexham ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church  at  Barnstaple ;  Wesley  Guild  at 
Stockport;  Wesley  Guild  at  North- 
allerton; Wesley  Guild  at  Clayton-la- 
Moors  ;  Society  Class  at  Sheffield ; 
Wesleyan  Methodists  at  Carharrack, 
Cornwall ;  Meeting  at  Thomley,  Dur- 
ham ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at 
Newcastle-on-Tyne  ;  Meeting  at  Oldham  ; 
Wesley  Guild  at  Coalbrookdale,  Salop ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  New 
Shildon;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
at  Stirchey,  Shropshire ;  Wesleyan 
Methodists  at  Stithians,  Cornwall ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  School  at  Peckham  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Old 
Barford,  Nottingham  ;  Wesleyan  Sunday 
School  at  Diseworth,  Derby;  Wesley 
Guild  at  Leigh,  Lancashire ;  Wesleyan 
Sunday  School  at  Shardlaw ;  Adult 
Bible  Class  at  Sheffield ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church  at  Castle  Donington, 
Derby ;  Temperance  Committee  at 
Manchester ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
at  Brunswick,  Earlestown ;  Wesley 
Guild  at  Berwick-upon-Tweed  ;  Adult 
Temperance  Society  at  Frimley  Green, 
Famborough ;  Band  of  Hope,  Hope 
Murton  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Clydach;  Band  of  Hope,  Pontardawe; 
Swansea  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches 
at  Gower,  Porte)nion,  Reynoldstone, 
Neath,  Glyn-Neath,  Skewen,  Jersey 
Marine,  Aberdare,  Port  Talbot,  Aber- 
dulais,  Abergevynfi  ;  English  Wesleyan 
Churches  at  Aberaman,  Mountain  Ash^ 
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Herwain,  Treharris,  Aberrynon,  Trieynon; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Churcli,  Appleby 
Bridge,  Wigan ;  Women's  Meeting  and 
Society  Class,  Bow  Road ;  Men's  Bible 
Class  and  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Lamberhead  Green,  Wigan;  Church  Class 
and  Devotional  Meeting  and  Wesley  Guild, 
Bow  Bioad ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Goose  Green,  Wigan,  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Circuit  Committee,  Rochdale ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Churches  at  Aspull,  Wigan, 
Blackood,  Chorley ;  Men's  Society 
Class,  Wellington ;  Wesleyan  Metho- 
dist Churches  at  Cronyelinfach,  Femdale, 
Bridgend,  Cowbridge,  Landore,  Eaton 
Road,  Swansea ;  Band  of  Hope,  Mum- 
bles, Swansea ;  Adult  Band  of  Hope 
Sktfttey,  Swansea ;  Men's  Brotherhood, 
Croydon ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches 
at  Hindley,  Wigan,  Rhiw,  Pwllheli 
Wesley  Guild,  Mansfield  Road,  Notting- 
ham ;  Men's  Bible  Class,  Ince,  Wigan ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches  at  Ingleby, 
Weston-on-Trent,  Wigan ;  Wesley 
Guild,  Plott  Bridge,  Wigan ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Nevin,  Pwllheli ; 
Wesley  Guild.  Conway  Road,  Cardift ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches  at  Lee 
Moor,  Piatt  Bridge  Wigan ;  Wesley 
Guild,  Appleby,  Westmorland ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Churches  at  New  Spring 
Wigan,  Little  Danler,  Shildon,  Warwick, 
Redworth  Road,  Warwick ;  We«*ley 
Guild,  Standishgate,  Wigan;  Sunday, 
School  Teachers,  Diggle,  Oldham ; 
Society  Class,  Hinksley ;  National 
British  Women's  Temperance  Associa- 
tion, Crewkeme  ;  Band  of  Hope,  Hollins 
Lane,  Garstang ;  Men's  Society  Class 
Wellington ;       Wesleyan  Methodist 

Church,  Penrith ;  Women's  Meeting, 
Wesleyan  Mission,  Old  Ford ;  Society 
Class,  Lawley  Bank  ;  Women's  Meeting 
Millwall ;  Band  of  Hope,  Souldren,  Ban- 
ton  ;  Wesley  Guild,  Sutton,  Boning- 
ton ;  Sunday  School,  Sutton,  Boning- 
ton  ;  Wesley  Guild,  Castle,  Donington  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  at  Rat- 
cliffe ;  Sons  of  Temperance  Friendly 
Society,  Weston-on-Trent ;  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Churches  at  Diseworth,  Shard- 
low  ;  Band  of  Hope,  Diseworth ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Church,  Belton ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Church,  Upholland, 
Wigan  ;  English  Wesleyan  Guild,  Holy- 
head ;     Primitive     Methodist     Church, 

Houghton-le-Spring  ;     Wesleyan  Church 
and    Working    People's    Concert,    West 


Kensington,  Park;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Merthyr  Tydfil ;  Wesley  Guikis 
as  Heme  Hill  and  Newark-on-Trent ; 
Wesleyan  Sunday '  School,  Newton-le- 
Willows ;  Primitive  Methodist  Church 
Earlestown  ;  Wesleyan  Church,  Leiced  - 
ter;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church 
Greenfields,  Shrewsbury ;  Wesleyun 
Brotherhood,  Victoria,  .  Southport  ; 
Society  Glass  Meeting,  Wading  Street^ 
Wellington;  Wesleyan  Band  of  H(4>ey 
Troedyrhim ;  Weslejran  Methodist 
Council,  South  Staffordshire ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Church,  Burgess  HiU, 
Brightoi^;  Freemantle  P.S.A.,  Howard 
Road,  Southampton;  Church  Meeting 
Frodi^am,  near  Warrington ;  Society 
Class,  Victoria  Chapel,  Southport ;  Wes* 
leyan  Methodist,  Pwllheli ;  Mission 
Tent,.  Brownhill,  Walsall ;  Wolverhamp- 
ton Band  of  Hope,  Lewanwick,  Laun** 
ceston ;  Society  Class,  Lawley  Bank  ; 
Society  Class,  Admaston  ;  Society  Class  ^ 
Wellington  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Bracknell ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Fleets ;  Primitive  Methodist  Church, 
Bexhili ;  Brotherhood  and  Sisterhood, 
Chapeltown,  Sheffield;  Wesley  Guild, 
Bramley,  Brunswick ;  Wesley  Bible 
Class,  Standishgate,  Wigan ;  Wesleyan 
Week  Night  Service  ;  Men'f  Bible  Class  ; 
Weslevan  Church  Choir  ;  Weslevan  Sun- 
day  School  and  Ladies  Society  Clasa 
Wealdstone ;  Wesley  Guild,  County- 
Road,  Liverpool ;  Wesley  Guild,  The 
Grove,  Stratford,  E. ;  Wesleyan  Metho- 
dist Churches  at  Pensilva,  Dobwalls,  and 
Upton  Cross ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Driffield;  Wesleyan  Church, 
Park  Road,  Newcastle  ;  Band  of  Hope , 
Keltey  ;  Men's  Bible  Class,  Wellington  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Albrighton  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Long- 
parish  ;  Temperance  Meeting,  Welling* 
ton  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  Yeal- 
mpton ;  Trustees  Meeting,  New  Cross  ; 
Wesleyan  Mission,  Newton-le- Willows  ; 
Congregation  of  Mission  Hall,  Brunswick 
Road,  Earlestown ;  Tabernacle  Wes  - 
leyan  Church,  Penrhyndendraeth,  Mon- 
mouthshire ;  Wesley  Guild,  Misterton 
Nottmgham ;  Brotherhood  and  Sister- 
hood, East  Street,  Southampton ;  Wes* 
leyan  Methodist  Society,  Broadoak,  Lost- 
withhiel ;  Society  Class,  Wealdstona» 
Middlesex;  Missionary  Meeting,  Sane- 
ton;  Society  Class,  Old  Park;  Band 
of   Hope,    Coad's    Green,    Launeeston  ; 
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Wesley  Goild,  Callington  ;    of  Primitive 
Method'st    Churches    and    Temperance 
Societies:   at        Thome,        Gravesend, 
Onkon,  Kirkbride,  Silloth,  Blennerhassel 
Skalsgate,    Crookdake,    Thursby,    West 
Ne»ton,  Alston,   Nentsbury,  Nenthead, 
Gtrrigill,  Stainmore,  Newbiggin,  Tebay, 
Kirkby,  Orton,  Greenholme,  Knowbury, 
Angel  Bank,  Cleobury,  Mortimer,  Lud- 
l<wr,  East    H^rrild,    Ashford    Carbonel, 
Orieton,  Hopton  Bank,  Wyson,  Middle- 
toa,  Tenbury,    Yarpole,   King's   Heath, 
Bristol    HaU,    Stirchley,    Lord    Street, 
Eidington,  Handsworth,  Aston,  Nechell, 
Kidderminster   (2),    Stourport,   Alveley, 
HigUey,  Chetton,  Bridgnorth,  Bishop's 
Cwtle  (2),  Asterton,  Moor  Street,  Pin- 
«rih.  Lower    Gonnall,    Wollaston,    Hill 
Street,  Lye,  Harts  Hill,  Mount  Pleasant, 
Elmer,  &lver  Street,  Bint  Street,  Words- 
ler,  Bromsgrove,   Bluntington,  Madeley 
Qeath,  Belbroughton,  Bromsgrove,  Bir- 
min^iam     Road,     Catshill,    Wildmoor, 
B^wBoheath,     Leominster,     Pembridge, 
SUrlheftth,     The     Hundred,     Ivington, 
Prieitfield,  ICgh  Street,  Parkfield  Road, 
Map  Street,    Parkfield,   Daisey   Bank, 
Lantwardine,   Bucknell,  Walford,   Birt- 
l?y,  Adlcy  Moor,  Adf orton,  Aymestry, 
Twitchen,   Wolverhampton   (2),   Reddal 
KD,  Old  Hill,  New  Inventon,   Church 
i^rretton.  Leemore  Common,  Cardington, 
P^ton  Strand  (2),  Bloxwich,  Chadsmoor, 
Sew   Invention,    High    Heath,    Upper 
Ufidywood,  Newtown,  Bridgtown,  Hed- 
Betford,    Cheslyn    Hay,    Hazel    Slade, 
Ondley,  Hayes  Lane,  Blackheath,  Hales- 
owfti,    Langley,     Cockshed,    Harborne, 
Quarry  Hill,  Richmond  Hill,  York  Road, 
Garforth,     Stankes,    Holbeach,    Joseph 
Street,  Woodhouse  Hill,  Stourton  Hill, 
Amfcy    (2)      Wortley,  Low    Wortley, 
Fannley,    Belle    Vue,    Jubilee    Terrace, 
'JudigaB    Road,    Kirkstall,    Horsforth, 
Bcfle  Vue,  Crigglestone,  Yewmillerdam, 
Doifcar,  Dewsbury,  Batley  Carr,  Ravens- 
^Vyrpe,  Talbret  Street,  Thornhill  Lees, 
Hwinry,  Thornhill  Edge,  Middlestown, 
<>wton,  Netherton,  Heacham,  Bircham, 
RiBgrtead  Docking,  Thomham,  Anmer, 
•"^Unhoe,   Flitcham,   Syderstone,   Sedge- 
ford,  Tring,  Rudham,  Burnham  Thorpe, 
Norwich   (7),    Beetley,    Westfield,   Toft- 
wood,     Hockering,     Swanton     Morley, 
Swannington,  Reepham,  North  Elmhan, 
Lyng,  Whinborgh,  East  Dereham,  North 
Tnddenham,      Lenwade,       Bawdeswell, 
km,  Sparham,  Elsing,  Mattishall, 


Garvestone,  Sibton,  Blythburgh,  Westle- 
ton,  Bramfield,  Dar3ham,  Barras  Green, 
Coventry  (2),  Bromley  Common,  Crofton 
Wood,  Penge,  Basingstoke,  Croydon  (2), 
Thornton  Heath,  South  Norwood,  Sut- 
ton, Battersea,  South  Lambeth,  Brixton, 
Kennington  Park,  Peckham,  High  Wy- 
combe (3),  Naphill,  Lacey  Green,  Penn, 
Great  Kingshill,  Lee  Common,  Great 
Missenden,  Wheeler  End,  Radnage, 
Downley,  Abersychan,  Pontypool,  Swan- 
sea (3),  Tredegar  (2),  Troedrhwogwair, 
Tirhow/,  Great  Doward  and  Penalt,  New- 
ton Common,  Monmouth  and  Broadoak, 
Cwmcelyn,  Nantyglo,  Brjmmawr,  Blaina, 
Cwm-y-Gaish,  Llangunllo,  Lloiney, 
Knighton,  Llandrinio,  Neflach  Wood, 
Deythews,  Old  Churchofold,  Cwmbran, 
Pontnewydd,  Pontnewynydd,  Bradford. 
(8),  West  Bowling,  Idle,  Calverley,  Green- 
gates,  Halifax  (4),  Denholme,  Cloughs, 
Huddersfield  (6),  Brierfield,  Otley, 
Rawden,  Guiseley,  Yeaden,  Burley  in 
Wharf edale,  Ilkley,  Pateley  Bridge, 
Darley,  Clapham  Green,  Glasshouses, 
Clayton  West,  Emley,  Skelmanthorpe, 
Denby  Dale,  Bretton  West,  Emley  Moor,. 
Thurlestone,  Penistone,  Countersett, 
Middleham,  Shipley,  Baildon,  Windhill^ 
Bingley,  Ryecroft,  East  Morton,  Wilsden, 
Harecrofts,  Crossflatts,  Colne,  Trawden, 
Wycollar,  Heckmondwike,  Hightown, 
Littletown,  Dewsbury  Moor,  Norristhorpe, 
Sowerby  Bridge,  Mytholmroyd,  Norland, 
Warley,  Barley,  Barrowford  (2),  Wool- 
dale  Town  End,  Honley,  Gate  Head, 
Soholes,  Broughton  Rod,  Bradley,  Carle- 
ton,  Cononley,  Sldpton,  Settle,  Nelson 
(3),  Longstock,  Stoke,  Ashmansworth, 
St.  Mary  Bourne,  Hurstbourne  Tarrant, 
Vernham,  Littledown,  Leckford,  Spring- 
bank,  Turville  Heath,  Ibstone,  Kingston, 
Stokenchurch,  Beacons  Bottom,  Chinnor, 
Aylsham,  Carpusty,  Wood  Dalling, 
Marsham,  Wickmere,  Aldborough, 
Sistead,  Itteringham,  Cawston,  Heving- 
ham,  Pickering,  Lockton,  Thornton-le- 
Dale,  Middleton,  Newton,  Stape, 
Wrelton,  Brawby,  Kirby  Moorside, 
Marton,  Rosedale,  Helmsley,  Gilling, 
Nawton,  Pockley,  Ampleforth,  Hull. 
Scarborough  (7),  East  Ay  ton,  Seamer, 
Ruston  (Wykeham),  Cropton,  Hutton- 
le-Hole,  Newton  Dale,  Levisham 
Dogsthorpe,  Newborough,  Yaxley, 
Whittlesea,  Werrington,  Thorney, 
Peterborough  (2),  Wood  ton,  Working- 
ton,    Pica,     Harrington,     Workington, 
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Weston  Hills,  Whaplode  Fen,  Bian- 
chester  (2),  Rusholme,  Watton,  Soham 
Toney,  Thompson,  Great  Cressii^gham, 
Caston,  Bodiiey,  Ashill,  (Joatacre, 
Biiaksworth,  Wootton  Bassett,  Bushton, 
Grittenham,       Cricklade,  Braydon, 

Purton  Stoke,  Broadtown,  Aston 
Reynes,  Purton,  Newbury,  Wash 
Common,  Leckhampstead  Thicket, 
Snelsmore,  Chieveley,  Ashford  Kill, 
Little  Hungerford,  Cold  Ash,  Hamp- 
stead  Norris,  Weston,  Greenham, 
Houghton  -  le  -  Spring,  New  Lambton, 
New  Pensham,  Lumley  Thicks,  Blay- 
don-on-Tyne,  Gritt,  Norbury,  Hyssir  g- 
ton,  Mainstone,  Netherton,  S:dgeley, 
Dudley  (2),  Brownhilb,  Norton  East, 
Walsall  Wood,  Clayhanger,  Burntwood, 
Lichfield,  Sheffield,  Chasetown,  Watling 
Street,  Brownhills  West,  Leigh's  Wood, 
Wisbech  St.  Mary,  Marshland  Smeeth, 
March,  Elm,  Sutton  Bridge,  Wisbech, 
Emritlo,  Tholomas  Drove,  Earrold 
Bridge,  Walsoken,  Leverington,  Tydd 
St.  Giles,  Gurhirr.,  Castleford  (4), 
Glasshoughton,  Kippax,  Fryston, 
Woaozer,  Tingley,  East  Ardsley,  Morley, 
Normanton  (2),  Beckbridge,  Allofts, 
Sharlston  Common,  Ossett  (3),  Thorn - 
liill  Coombs,  Stanr.ir.<?ley,  Pudsoy  (2), 
Rothwell,  Methley,  Carlton,  Murrow, 
Tydd  St.  Gile's  Fer,  Tydd  Gate,  Wal- 
pole,  Tilney  St.  Lawrer.ce,  Cross  Keys, 
Walpole  Marsh,  West  Bromwich  (4), 
Wightop,  Kindrirgham,  Walsingham, 
Great  Swarirg,  Deaserham,  Tittleshall 
Litcham,  Little  Dunham,  Lexham, 
Shropham,  Croxton,  Thetford,  Cambridge, 
Childerley  Gate,  Oakirgton,  Marshland 
Fen,  Out  well,  Stow  Bridge,  F.ilgay, 
Downham,  Upwell,  Ten  Mile  Banks, 
Walpole  Highway,  Walton  Highway, 
Over,  St.  Ives,  Manea,  Lake's  End, 
Welney,  Exmore,  Suspension  Bridge, 
Chatteris,  Hundred  Feet  Bank,  Sawston, 
Haslingfield,  Cambridge  (2),  Stow- 
market,  Buxhall,  Wyversbone,  Old 
Newton,  Swaffham,  Westacre,  Castle- 
acre,  Sporle,  Bradenham  Hilhoughton, 
Wendling,  Mileham,  South  Creake, 
Wreningham,  Fomcett  St.  Mary, 
Silfield,  Pulham  North  Green,  Harding- 
ham,  Kelsale,  Orford,  Theberton,  Melton, 
Martham,  Hemsby,  Thume,  Catfield, 
Winterton,  Repps,  Hickling,  West 
Somerton,  Potter  Heigham,  Upper 
Dovercourt,  Harwich,  Wix,  Great 
Oakley,   Clacton-on-Sea,   Kirby      Cross, 


Weeley  Heath,  Thorpc-le-Soken,  Walton- 
on-Naze,    Tower    Kirby,    Bresaingham, 
Winfarthing,    Wilby,    Wortham,     New 
Buckenham,     Old    Buckenham,     Diss, 
Banham,    Sherringham,    Holt,    Eelling, 
Beckham,    Langham,    Gresham,    Wey- 
bourne,     Blakeney,     Thomage,  Lether- 
ingsett,       Cley,       Hemsworth,       South 
Elmsall,  South  Kirkby,  Thorpe  Hesley, 
High    Green,    Grimesthorpe,  Ecclesfieki, 
Shiregreen,  Sheffield  (9),  Tempkboiough, 
Woodland    View,    Dungworth,    Chester- 
field, Driffield,  Kilham,  Bainton,  Fimber, 
Weaverthorpc,       Wetwang,       Langtoft, 
North  Dalton,  Lockington,  Lund  Etton, 
Frodingham,  Hull  (5),  Beeston  Tarporley, 
Alpraham,        Halmerend,        Wnnehill, 
Madeley,     Enutton,     Onnerley,     Black 
Bank,    Silverdale,  Whitchurch,  Brozton, 
Hampton      Heath,     Bickley,     Tilston, 
Crewe  by  Famdon,  Tallam  Green,  Ogden, 
Burwardsley,        Tattenhall,        Malpas, 
Etruria,  Longbridge     Hay^,     Dalehall, 
Sneyd    Green,  Burslem    (3),    Leek    (3), 
Bradnop,  Cellar    Head,  Rushton,  Reaps- 
moor,  Cheadle,  Eingsley    Holt,  Hanky 
(2),      Northwood,       Bucknall,      Abbey 
Hulton,  Fenton,  Welch  Row,  Burland, 
Chorley,  Radnor  Green,  Sound  Heath, 
Spurston,  Bulkeley,  Bunbury,  Nantwich, 
Foxt,  Waterhouses,  Whiston,   FroghAll, 
Onecote,  Eingsley,  Talke  Petts,  Chester- 
ton,  Eidsgrove,   Sunderland  (7),      New 
Silksworth,    Malings   Riggs,    Southwick, 
Ryhope  (2),  Newcastle-on-  yne,  Hexham 
(9),   Haydon      Bridge,   Acomb,   Belsay, 
Ingoe,  Langley-on-Tyne,  Aydley,  Talke, 
Eaglesea  Brook,  Miles  Green,  Uttozeter, 
Abbots   Bromley,  Fole,  Stanton,   Oaka- 
moor,  Marchington,   Stubwood,     Wood 
Lane,  Smallthome,  Spalding,  Holbeach, 
Little   London,   Sutton,   Gedney  Drove 
End,  Moulton  Seas  End,  Holbeach  Bank, 
Wheatley  Hill,  Haswell,  Seaton  Delaval, 
Burradon,  Station  Terrace,  Cramlington, 
Dudley,  West  Cramlington,  New  Haitly, 
Bates  Cottages,  Dye  House,  Norh&m-on 
Tweed,    Screwerston,    Allerdean,    Eye- 
mouth,     Berwick-on-Tweed,      Durban, 
Pittington,       CarviUe,       GUesgatemoor, 
Sacriston,    Framwellgatemoor,    Sherbam 
Colliery,    Bearpark,    Leamside,    NeviU's 
Cross,  Edmonsfey,  Shotley  Bridge,  Castle- 
side,  Blackhill,  Consett,  Bradley  Cottages, 
Darlington,   Lanchester,   Allendale    Cot- 
tages,  Catton,   Allendale  Town,   Spart  j 
Lea,     Allenheads,     Eeenley,     Whiteley 
Shield,  Corry  Hill,  Low  Fell,  Swahrell, 
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Ostnkeftd  (2),  Whitehall  Road,  Berwick 
Main,     Kibbleswarth,     Hetton-le-Hole, 
SiflizigtoQ      Lane,        Hetton      Downs, 
Amber    Hill,     Bicker,      Billingborough, 
Pinchbeck     West,     Ciosherton     Clough, 
Boston,  Skeldyke,  Anton's  6owt,  Gipsy 
Bridge,  Kirton  End,  Hubberts  Bridge, 
LoQ^  Osmotherley,  Brompton,  Apple 
ton  Wiske,  Stockton-on-Tees,  Thomaby- 
ott-Tees,  Fairfield,  Newtown,  Whitby  (2), 
Danby,  St.  John's  Chapel,   Brotherlee, 
liSiiehead,  Rookhope,  Frosterley,  West- 
gate,  Stanhope,  Crook,  Tow  Law,(Wol8ing- 
btm),  Bowden  Close,  Roddymoor,  Billy 
Bow,  Howden-le-Wear,  Sunnyside,  Mount 
Plettant,    Stokesley,    Button    Rudley, 
OiMt  Ajton,  Scugdale,  Faceby,  Great 
Bfonghton,  Oreenhow,  Battersby  Junc- 
tion, Guisborough,  Skelton-in-Cleveland, 
Maigraye    Park,     Boosbeck,     Lingdale, 
DanidAle,  Stanghow,  Middleton,  Hartle- 
pool (2),  Loftus,  Runswick,  Hinderwell, 
Suitbes,  Skinningrove,  Carlin  How,  West 
Hartlepool  (4),  Plaistow  Green,  Burghs 
dere,  Wallingford,  Ewelme,  North  More- 
ton,  Park  Comer,   Brightwell,   Chilton, 
East  Hagboume,  Long  Wittenham,  Ben- 
son,     Didcot,       Abingdon-on-Thames, 
Qoainton,  Whitchurch,  Astpn  Abbotts, 
North  Marston,  Aylesbury,  Witney,  New 
Yatt,  Chilaon,  Wootton,  Brize  Norton, 
Fordwells,    Minster    Lovell,    Curbridge, 
Nortbleigh,   Stonesfield   and   Charlbury, 
^etston  Magna,  Upton,  Tetbury,  Clevur- 
ton,  Lnckington,  Brotton,  New  Skelton, 
Cilfrnyde,  Pwllgwaun,  Tonyriafail,  Porth, 
Abttgavenny,    Llantheny   Skirrid,    New 
Tredegar,  Bargoed,  Pontlottyn,  Argoed, 
Xtrcbington  Harbrough  (2),  Grimsby  (2), 
Sist    Harlsey,     Matlock,     Starkholme, 
litlock  Moor,  Hackney,  York  (2),  Shire 
Oiks,  North  Anston,  Fir  Dale,  Dinning- 
ton,  Munsterley,  Snailbeach,  Salop,  Pen- 
aerley,  Wrothen,  Perkis  Beach,  Pontes- 
biTT,  Aston,   Meadow  Town,   Asterley, 
Bbofjmedre,  Rhosllanerchmgog,  Ponty- 
Uew,  Black  Park,  Vroncysyllte,  Pontf aen, 
Bloxworth,  Three  Cross,  Easton,  Ropley, 
Baybridge,        Alresford,        Winchester, 

Wrthchurch,  Barton  Stacey,  Sutton 
Sootney,  Micheldever  Station,  Preston  Can- 
dover.  Upper  Weild,  Footon,  Steventon, 
Cowes,  Gurnard,  Newport,  Carisbrooke, 
MtricB  Comer,  Southsea,  Portsmouth, 
I^Drtlaad,  Bridgeford,  Market  Deeping, 
Steaground,  Glinton,  Northborough, 
Haddington,   Keyworth,  Shelford,   Not- 


tingham (3),  Greenhill  (Croft),  Smallbudge, 
Stubley,  Shore,  Folds  Bolton,  Handsacre, 
Salisbury  (5),  Southampton,  Poole,  Little 
Lonen,  Corfe  Mullen,  Weston,  Odicombe, 
Yeovil  (2),  Smallheath,  Morgans  Yale 
(Downton),  Brenmore,  Damerham, 
Whitsmey,  Cranbourne,  Mere,  Zeals, 
Penselwood,  East  Knoyle,  Hindon,  Mel- 
bury,  Enmore  Green,  Ludwell,  Donhead, 
Alvediston,  Cann  Common,  Tisbury, 
Paisley  (2),  Elderslie,  Motherwell,  Glasgow 
(7),  Tranent,  Cockenzie,  Greenock,  Bang- 
hurst,  Charter  Alley,  Wolverton  Common, 
Tadley,  Silchester,  Little  London,  Canter- 
bury, Whitstable,  Chartham  Hatch, 
Pitham,  Stel  ing  Minnis,  Boughton,  Chil- 
ham  Lees,  Shalmesford,  Shottenden, 
Faversham,  Maidenhead,  Great  Marlow, 
Cookham  Dean,  Battersea,  S.W., 
Wanswoith,  Fulham,  Windsor,  Bracknell, 
Winkfield,  Chalvey,  Slough,  Sunningdale, 
Worcester  Park,  Forest  Hill,  S.E.,  Knights 
Hill  (West  Norwood),  East  Dulwich, 
West  Norwood,  Hamilton  Road,  Sheer- 
ness,  Melton,  Sittingboume,  Plumstead 
(2),  Welling,  Wickham  Lane,  Beenham, 
(Quick's  Green,  Bradfield,  Bums  Hill, 
Theale,  Redhill  (2),  Meadvale,  Reigate, 
Yoxford,  Wenhaston,  Wrentham, 
Halesworth,  Walpole,  Rockland  St.  Peter, 
Hingham,  Hadleigh,  Trimley,  Ipswich 
East  Bergholt,  Ipswich  (2),  Briston, 
Foxley,  Binham,  Edgefield,  Bintry,  Fouls- 
ham,  Wood  NoKon,  Fulmodestone, 
Colchester  (2),  Fingringhoe,  Dedham, 
Brightlingsea,  Leavenheath,  Lexden, 
Fordham,  Elmstead  Heath,  Langham, 
Crockleford,  Great  Bromley,  Carlton 
Colvilie,  Lowestoft  (3),  Toft  Monks, 
Haddiscoe,  Hales,  Beccles,  Bungay,  Wy- 
mondham,  Pulham  Colgate  End,  Tiben- 
ham,  Bunwell,  Fomcett  St.  Peter, 
Buncross,  Sheffield  (2),  Chapeltown,  Pont, 
Knockin  Heath,  Shrewsbury  (2),  Dither- 
ington,  Exford  (Jreen,  Baybton  Hill,  Fords 
Heath,  Longden,  New  Basford,  Old 
Basford,  Blue  Bell  Hill,  Woodborough, 
Bulwell,  Calverton,  Oxton,  Broughton, 
Baylestone,  Egginton,  Tutbury,  Leicester 
(3),  Anstey,  Ilkestone,  Heanor,  Ilkestone, 
Langley,  Derby  (2),  Melton  Mowbray, 
Scalford,  Asfordly,  Long  Clawson,  Hinck- 
ley, Earl  Shilton,  Barlestone,  Barwell 
Newbold  Yerdon,  Stoke  Grolding,  Staple- 
ton,  Wirksworth,  Bole  Hill,  Cromford, 
Brassington,  Ible,  Matlock,  Ashley  Hay, 
Ripley  (2),  Golden  YaUey,  Crick,  Pye  Hill, 
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Codnor,  Nether  Heage,  Westwood,  Mais- 
hay,  New  Brinsley,  Grantham  (4),  Stam- 
ford, Cottlesmore,  Whissendine,  Oakham, 
Kimberley,  Eastwood,  Awsworth, 
Eastwood,  Langley  Mill,  Giltbrook,  Kim- 
berley, Long  Eaton  (2),  Bee8tt)n,  Staple- 
ford,  Breaston,  New  Sawley,  Coalville, 
Whitwick,  Heather,  Emstown,  Swanning- 
ton,  Hugglescote,  Coalville,  Ibstock, 
Porters'  Buildings,  Newstead,  Tibshelf, 
East  Kirkley,  Annesley  Woodhouse,  Sut- 
ton-in-Ashfield,  Bleak  Hall,  Edinburgh, 
Leith,  Caledonian  Road,  N.,  Highbury,  N., 
Camden  Town,  Tottenham,  Wood  Green, 
Edmonton,  Custom  House,  Plaistow, 
North  Woolwich,  Beckton,  Uptojx  Park, 
Barking  Road,  Manor  Park,  Seven  Kings, 
Hford,  Holloway,  Woodberry,  East  Finch- 
ley,  Dartmouth  Park,  Hounslow,  Southall, 
Feltham,  Brentford,  Plaistow,  East  Ham, 
Forest  Gate  (2),  Luton  (7),  Leagrave, 
Sharpenhoe,  Barton  -  in  -  the  -  Clay,  Har- 
penden,  Redbourne,  Bendish,  Welyn, 
Paulersbury,  Northampton  (2),  Abthorpe, 
Towcester,  Northampton,  Far  Cotton, 
Bedford  (2),  Sterington,  Oakley,  Peter- 
borough (2),  Leighton  Buzzard  (2),  Fenny 
Stratford,  Blerchley,  Linslade,  Hitchin, 
Slotfold,  Biggleswade,  Shillington, 
Arlesley,  Dunstable,  Houghton  Regis, 
Totternhoe,  Toddington,  Wellingborough, 
Rushden,  Irchester,  Ramids,  Southend  (2) 
Shoeburyness,  Leigh-on-Sea,  Great 
Wakering,  Little  Wakering,  Southchurch, 
Westcliff,  Longton  (3),  Twerton,  Wellen- 
hall,  Tarporley,  Whaplode  Drove, 
Walham,  Marshchapel,  Holton-le-Clay, 
North  Thoresby,  Fulston,  Alford,  Cum- 
berworth,  Trusthorpe,  St.  liconard's, 
Wainfleet,  Irbey,  Mablethorpe,  Skegness, 
Wainfleet  Bank,  Mumby,  Ingoldmells, 
Skegness  Bank,Wintertown,Wintringham, 
Buiton-on-Stather,  Alkborough,  Thealby, 
Appleby,  Wliitton.  West  Halton,  Brigg, 
Hebaldstowe,  Wrawby,  Broughton,  Scaw- 
by,  Scawby  Brook,  Cadney,  How- 
sham,  Bishops  Norton,  Wadding- 
ham,  Snetterby,  Melton,  Snetterby 
Carr,  North  Kelsey,  South  Kelsey, 
Bametby,  Chapel  Biill,  Donnington-on- 

Bain,  Belchford,  Homcastle,  Mareham- 
le-Fen,  Hagworthingham  Spilsby,  South 
Hetton,  Murton,  Low  Moorsley,  Shotton, 
Thomley,  Ludworth,  Wylam,  Stocksfield, 
Walbottle,  Lemington-on-Tyne,  Elphing- 
ham,  Seaton  Hirst,  Pegswood,  Chopping- 
ton,  Linton,  Hirst,  Guide  Post,  Ashington, 


Coxhoe,  Quarrington  Hill,  Cassop,  Kelloe, 
West   Cornforth,    Castle   Eden   Colliery, 
Wingate,  Durham  (3),  Sunderland,  Swal- 
low, Satterlen,  Penrith,  Lazonby,  Skelton, 
Cockermouth,     Blindcrake,     Broughton, 
Keswich,    Kendal,    Staveley,    Beckfoot, 
Kendal,  Whinfell,  Haltwhistle,  Cowbum, 
Henshaw,  Greenhood,  Coonwood,  Dufton, 
Crackenthorpe,  Appleby,  Wigton,  Bothel, 
Aspatria,  Walverden,  Earley,  Bamoins- 
wick,    Bridghouse,    Greetland,    EUand, 
Greetland  Wall  Nook,  Rastrick,  Batlev, 
Gomersal,  Birstall,  West  Aidsley,  Kilpin 
hill,  Manchester  (12),  Pendleton,  Man- 
chester,  Ardwick,   Swinton   (2),  Higher 
Openshaw,  Droylsden,  Bradford,  Clayton, 
Eccles,     Salford,     Pendleton,     Oldham, 
Bolton  (4),  Oldham,  Bradwell,  Tideswell, 
Chapel  -  en  -  le  -  Firth,    Castleton,    Little 
Hucklow,  Dove  Holes,  Whitehough,  New 
Mills,  Little  Hayfield,  Havfield,   Brook 
Bottom,  Thomsett,  Haslingdean,  Rawten- 
stall  (2),  Leigh,  Glazenbury,  Piatt  Bridge, 
Abram,  Bickershaw,  Glazebrook,  Leigh, 
Bacup,    Stacksteads,    Change,    Buxton, 
Monyash,  Flagg,  Ladmanlow,  Upper  End, 
Paddington,  Chelmorton,  Buxton,  Bolton 
(2),    Little    Hulton,    Walkden,    Bolton, 
Mosley   Common,   Walkden,   Hyde    (2), 
Haughton    Green,    Ludworth,    Marple, 
Ludworth,  Mellor,  Lowton,  Edge  Green, 
Golborne  (2),  Ashton-in-Wakerfield,  Bam- 
furlong,  Stockport,  Hyde,  Greave  Fold, 
Romily,   Forwich    (2),   Horwich    Moor 
Old  Kent  Road,  Walworth,  Walthamstow 
(4),     Chichester,     Bognor,     Fishboume, 
Horsham,   RofEey,   Marden,   Goudhuret, 
Galleywood,  Great  Waltham,  Chelmsford, 
Wolverton,    Stantonbury,    Deanshaven, 
Potters  Puny,  Wobum  Sands, Wavendon, 
Husboume  Crawley,  Lidlington,  Bucking- 
ham, Gawcott,  Great  Horwood,  Chelten- 
ham, Shipton  Ollesse,  Ryeworth,  Tam- 
worth,  Warton,  Alvecote,  Glascote,  Birch- 
moore,  Folkestone,  Chertsey,  Shepperton, 
Ashford  Common,  Belfast  (3),  North  Cave, 
South  Cave,  Elloughton,  Newbold,  Wel- 
ton,      Elleker,      Gilberdeke,      Newport, 
Hotham,  Hull  (3),  Sheffield,  Wells-next- 
Sea,  North  Creake,  Coventry,  Warwick, 

Buckington,  Doncaster  (2),  Bentley,  Arm- 

thorpe,    Hatfield,    Hatfield    Woodhouse, 

Fishlake,  Barnby  Dun,  Skyehouse,  Stam- 

forth,    Winster,    Youlgrove,    Birchover, 

Elton,    Northwood,    Bakewell,     Biggin, 

Retford,     Clarborough,     Lound,     Rans- 

kiU,    Rotherham,    Eastwood,    Parkgate, 
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Wickereley,  Greabro',  Hoyland,  Hoyland 
(7),  Wombwell,  Staveley,  Clowne,  Chester- 
field (2),  Eckington,  Bareborough,  Pools- 
brook,  Ifton  Heath,  Suabon,  Overton-on- 
Dee  (2),  Copperas,  Welshpool,  Bamsley, 
Claddia,    Butlington,    Trelystati,    Wem, 
Bronington,    Pool   Head,    Sands,    Long 
Ditton,   Norbiton,   Kingston,   Hampton 
hill.  New  Maiden,  Welshampton,  Noneley 
Bettisfield,  Quina  Brook,  Coton,  Welsh 
Ena,   Shieffield,   Stocksbridge,   Sheffield, 
Hemingbrough,  Riccall,  Selby,  Rubwish, 
ClifEe,     Osgodby,     Bridlington      Quay, 
Haisthorp},     Bridlington,     Flambrough, 
Goole  (3),  RawclifEe,  near  Goole,  Howden 
Dyke,  Howden,   Barmley  Marsh,   Bug- 
thorp3.    Market    Weighton,    Melbourne, 
Seaton  Ross,  Bishop  Wilton,  Goodman- 
ham,    Hayton,    Pocklington,    Hull    (5), 
Preston,  Hull,  York,  Bethesda,  Coniston, 
Garethorp3,  Swinefleet,  Whitgift,  Little 
Driffield,  Glembling,  Eirkbum,  Garsdon, 
Legboume,    Saltfleetby,    Theddlethorps, 
North  Somercotes,  Ludborough,  Fother- 
ley,  Lincoln,  Lincoln  (2),  West  Firsby, 
In  nam,  Ryland,  Owmley,  Grimsby  (4), 
Cleethorpes,  Laceby,  Irby,  Beaconthorpe, 
Seghill,    Annitsford,    Cardifi,    Startley, 
Hullavington,  Liglestone  Common,  Eaat- 
bury,  Lamboume,  Aldboum,  Stratton  St. 
Margaret,  Blnmsdon,  Highworth,  Low^er 
Wanborough,  Shaw,  Swinton  (9),  Upper 
Stratton,  Moredon,  Strewkley,  Drayton 
Parslow,  Wing,  Thomaby-on-Tees,  Tama 
on-Tees,  Stockton-on-Tees  (3),  Northaller- 
ton, Phoenix  Row,  Bildershaw,  Steins- 
drop,  Cockfield,  WeA;  Auckland,  Ram- 
shaw,  Tindale  Crescent,  Copley,  Ingleton, 
Shildon,    Heighington,    Goundou    Gate, 
South  Church,   Eldon   Lane,   Coundon, 
Close  House,   Middridge,  Chilton  Lane 
Ends,  Leeholm,   Sp3nnymoor  Ferryhill, 
Sp3nn3nnoor  (10),  Bishop  Auckland  (,7), 
New    Tredegar,     Mountain    Ash    (3), 
Penrhiwceiber,    Abercynon,    Kingstone, 
Madley,  Dudley,  Ploughfield,  Shenmore, 
Lydbrook  (5),  Ruardean  Hill,  Abertillery, 
Cwmtillery,    Blaeman,    Abertillery    (3), 
Cross  Keys,  Wattsville,  Risca,  Yynysdda, 
Crumlin,  Leanbilleth,  Wooleston,  Lyaney, 
Ellwood,    Clearwell,    Llandaff,    Cardiff, 
Gillingham,    Reading    (5),    Wokingham, 
Witton-le-Wear,  Whitwell,  New  Marske, 
Saltbum,  Marske,  Waterhomes,  Redcar, 
Waterhonses,  Middleton,  Lunedale,  Bow- 
lees,  Holwick,  Harwood,  Forest,  Middles- 
brough (7),  Willington,  Newfield,  Byers 
Green,    Sunnybrow,    Oakenshaw,    Bin- 


chester.  North  Skelton ;  of  Park  Road 
Wesleyan  Church,  Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Arthur's  Hill  Presbyterian  Church,  New- 
castle-on-Tyne ;  inhabitants  of  Grimsby ; 
twelve  Tents  of  the  Lidepsndent  Order  of 
Rechabites ;  Welsh  Wesleyan  Meeting 
of  Treorky  Circuit ;  Primitive  Methodist 
Church  at  Ddarham  ;  Wesleyan  Church, 
Scunthorpe  ;  the  International  Order  of 
(Jood  Templars  (1) ;  Calvinistic  Methodist 
Churches  and  Congregations  in  the 
County  of  Cardigan  (21),  in  the  Counties 
of  Monmouth  (8),  Glamorgan  (48),  Car- 
marthen (15),  Denbigh  (39),  London^ 
Chester,  Manchester,  Liverpool  (3),  Dub- 
lin, Blackburn,  Cricklewood,  Calvinistic 
Churches  in  the  County  of  Carnarvon  (36) ^ 
Mid  Derbyshire  Women's  Liberal  Associa- 
tion, Cheriton  Fitzpiine  United  Band  of 
Hop  3  and  Gospal  Temperance  Society,. 
Devonshire  public  meeting  at  Goole, 
Presbyterian  Church  and  Men's  Society, 
Risca  ;  Adults'  School,  Leeds ;  Uniteli 
Methodists,  Sheffield  ;  Primitive  Metho- 
dist Churches  (3) ;  United  Methodist 
Churches  (2) ;  and  at  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne.  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Petitions  against :  Of  inhabitants  of 
South  Lancashire  (5),  Dorsetshire,  Somer- 
setshire, Worcester,  Nottingham  and 
District  (16),  Aldford,  Boston,  and 
district,  Grantham  and  adjacent  dis- 
tricts, Grimsby,  Berkshire  (2),  Ports- 
mouth, Bedford,  Wiltshire,  East  Eent« 
Maidstone  and  District,  Dover,  Gloucester 
(3),  Folkestone  and  District  Licensed 
Victuallers'  and  Beersellers'  Protection 
Association,  Justices  of  the  Peace  of  the 
County  of  Worcestershire,  West  Riding 
of  the  County  of  York,  of  persons  signing 
(7),  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BOARD^OF  EDUCATION. 

Statement  as  to  Expenditure  by  local 
education  authorities  on  the  maintenance 
(as  distinct  from  administration  and  loan 
charges)  of  public  elementary  schools^ 
for  the  year  ended  31st  March,  1907.  .. 

UGANDA. 

Correspondence  relating  to  famine  in 
the  Busoga  District  of  Uganda. 


S3 


Catile  Imparts  from 


{LORDS} 


the  United  States. 


24 


INEBRIATES  ACTS.  1879-1900. 

Report  of  the  Inspector  for  Scotland* 
xinder  the  Inebriates  Acts,  for  the  year 
1907. 

BIVERS  POLLUTION  PREVENTION  ACT, 

1876. 

Report  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
hy  His  Majesty's  Inspector  for  Scotland 
under  the  Act  (in  continuation  of  [Cd. 
8847.]). 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

NAVY  (DISCIPLINE,  PRISONS). 

Rules  and  Regulations,  dated  29th 
October,  1908,  amending  regulations 
for  naval  prisons,  made  by  the  Admiralty 
under  the  81st  section  of  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act. 

n»  SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury  Minute,  dated  20th  November, 
1908,  granting  a  retired  allowance  to  Mr. 
William  StefwJ,  First  Class  Officer  of 
Excise,  Aberdeen  Collection,  under  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Superannuation  Act,  1887. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

DESTRUCTIVE     INSECTS     AND      PESTS 
ACTS,  1877  AND  1907. 

Order,  dated  the  12th  of  November, 
1908,  entitled  the  **  American  Gooseberry 
Mildew  (Prohibition  of  Importation  of 
Bushes)  Amendment  Order  of  1908." 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  to  be  printed.     FNo.  230.] 


POST     OFFICE    CONSOUDATION     BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Read    3*   (according    to   order),    and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


CATTLE  IMPORTS  FROM  THE    UNITED 

STATES. 

The  Eakl  of  ONSLOW  :  My  Lords, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  the  following  Questions,  of 
which  I  have  given  private  notice :  (1) 
What  number  of  vessels  with  cattle 
are  on  their  way  from  ports  in  the  United 
States  the  cargoes  of  which  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  have  prohibited  the  landing  ; 


(2)  Whether  any  action  is  being  taken  by 
the  Federal  or  State  authorities  to  cope 
with  the  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  in  Ajnerica ;  (3)  What  is  the 
extent  of  the  trade  between  the  prohibited 
ports  and  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  (4) 
Whether  the  Board  anticipates  that  the 
prohibition  will  cause  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  meat  or  add  materially  to  the 
number  of  th^se  unemployed  in  this 
country  ? 

♦The  PRESIDBNT  op  the  BOARD  op 
AGRICULTURE  and  FISHERIES  (Earl 
Carrinoton)  :  My  Lords,  the  reply  to 
the  first  Question  is  that  since  information 
of  the  existence  of  the  disease  in  the 
United  States  was  received  four  vessels 
have  arrived  and  six  are  expected.  The 
cattle  on  the  vessels  which  have  arrived 
are,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say,  free  from 
disease.  The  animals  on  all  these  vessels, 
whether  diseased  or  not,  will  be 
slaughtered  without  delay — the  usual 
ten  days'  interval  will  not  be  allowed. 
The  answer  to  the  second  Question  is 
that  last  Thursday  the  Board  were 
informed  that  100  Federal  inspectors  and 
some  United  States  veterinary  surgeons 
were  applying  measures  which  were 
adopted  in  1902,  including  the  slaughter 
of  suspected  herds,  the  destruction  of 
carcases,  and  the  disinfection  of  operators. 
The  United  States  are  doing  everything 
in  their  power  to  meet  this  country,  and 
have  met  us  in  every  possible  way. 
Stringent  restrictions  on  the  movement 
of  cattle  are  in  force,  and  the  Federal 
authorities  have  assured  our  Ambassador 
that  identical  restrictions  will  forthwith 
be  imposed  wherever  the  disease  spreads, 
and  the  information  will  be  cabled  to  the 
Board  at  once.  Just  before  I  came  down 
to  the  House  I  received  the  following 
telegram  from  the  Ambassador  of  the 
United  States — 

**  Reported  outbreaks  in  Maryliml  and 
Michigan  are  not  confirmed.  Both  States  are 
being  carefully  watched.** 

The  answer  to  the  third  Question  is  that 
the  total  number  of  animals  landed  in 
this  country  from  the  United  States  were 
168,380  odd  cattle  and  40,000  odd  sheep. 
The  number  landed  from  the  infected  ports 
durirg  ihe  six  months  erdd  H^rch  Slst, 
U08.  was  63,849  cattle  and  11,027  sheep. 
The  reply  to  the  fourth  Question  is  that 
the  live  imports  of  cattle  shipped  from 
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tKe  United  States  represent  less  than  5 
per  eeni  of  our  total  meat  supply,  home 
and  imported,  and  if  they  were  entirely 
stopped,  though,  of  course,  it  would  mean 
ft  lerioQs  stoppage  of  local  employment, 
yet  the  price  of  meat  should  not  be  seri- 
oQfllf  iffecied. 

UCENSma  BILL. 

Tm  Mabquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
Mr  Lords,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on 
t^  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
tike  Licensing  Bill  I  shall  move  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  following  terms  :  ''  That 
this  House,  while  ready  to  consider 
(ftTOorably  any  Amendments  which  ex- 
periecce  has  shown  to  be  necessary  in 
tk  liw  regulating  the  sale  of  intoxicat- 
Qf  liquors,  declines  to  proceed  further 
with  a  measure  which,  without  materially 
idvtncing  the  cause  of  temperance, 
vodd  occasion  grave  inconvenience  to 
fouij  of  His  Majesty's  subjects  and 
violate  every  principle  of  equity  in  its 
dealingB  with  the  numerous  classes  whose 
interests  will  be  effected  by  the  Bill." 


3rA?Y-^SHIPBniLDING    PROGRAMME. 

Sail  CAWDOR  rose  to  call  attention 
CO  the  shipbuilding  programme  of  the 
Goremment,  and  to  the  possible  posi- 
tioa  of  the  country  in  1911-1912,  and 
to  ask  what  steps  His  Majesty's  Oovern- 
B^t  proposes  to  take  in  order  to  secure 
u  absolute  two-Power  standard,  with 
&  margin  for  contingencies,  against  any 
poHible  combination  of  foreign  Powers. 

The  noble  Earl  said  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
rot  think  I  shall  be  exaggerating  when 
1  iay  that  there  has  been  for  some 
Bocths  past  a  considerable  feeling  of 
iCMoess  throughout  the  coimtry  with 
rwpect  to  the  condition  of  the  Navy. 
It  ia.a  condition  of  anxiety  not  based 
»  mach  upon  the  present  position  of 
*fe  Navy,  but  almost  entirely  upon  the 
Tiew  of  the  immediate  future — upon 
tW  feeling  which  thoughtful  men  who 
f^T  this  question  have  that,  however 
oar  naval  supremacy  may  be  assured 
At  the  present  time,  as  I  believe  firmly 
that  it  b  assured,  there  is  no  time  to  lose 
^  ^  preparations  that  we  must  make 
if  vithin  a  very  short  limit  of  time  that 
•■ipfemacy  is  to  be  maintained.  It  is 
>o  this  need  for  immediate  preparation 


that  I  wish  to  ask  the  attention  of  His 
Majesty's  (Government  and  of  the  House* 

For  some  years  past  there  has  been 
a  great  doubt  as  to  the  views  of  His 
Majesty's  present  advisers  with  respect 
to  the  two-Power  standard.  There  have 
been  halting,  equivocal,  contradictory, 
statements  with  respect  to  that  standard, 
but  within  the  last  few  days  a  statement 
has  been  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
which  has  been  received  with  a  sigh  of 
relief  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  British  Domirions — a  statement 
clear,  distinct,  and  unqualified.  The 
Prime  Mibter,  in  that  statement,  lays 
down  the  two-Power  standard  to  be — 

"  A  preponderance  of  10  per  cent,  over  the 
oombined  strengths  in  capital  ships  of  the  two 
next  strongest  Powers.*' 

That  is  a  standard  which  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  have  laid  down  for 
many  years  past.  It  is  a  standard 
which  I  had  often  hoped  had  been 
accepted  by  His  Majesty's  Government ; 
but  the  contradictory  statements  we 
have  had  from  time  to  time  have  shaken 
our  faith  in  that  matter.  To-day  I 
hope  and  believe  that  it  is  a  standard 
which  may  be  accepted  absolutely  by 
both  sides — a  standard  not  of  party, 
but  of  naval  efficiency  at  which  the 
coimtry  means  to  aim.  We  shall  hope 
to  co-operate  fully  with  His  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  maintenance  of  that 
standard,  and  I  rejoice  to  feel  that  after 
this  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister 
we  need  look  no  further,  but  may  accept 
it  absolutely  and  distinctly  both  in  the 
spirit  and  in  the  letter — which  is,  I  am 
quite  certain,  the  way  in  which  Eis 
Majesty's  Government  intend  it  should 
be  carried  out.  ^n  »► 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the 
standard  should  be  a  general  standard. 
There  is  to  my  mind  the  greatest  possible 
objection  to  eliminating  any  Powers 
from  that  standard  and  to  focussing  in 
any  way  the  standard  we  are  building  up 
for  our  naval  supremacy  as  against 
one  or  two  individual  Powers.  Assume, 
for  the  moment,  that  it  was  proposed  to 
eliminate  Power  A  on  the  groiuid  that 
we  had  a  treaty  with  that  Power, 
Power  B  is  an  Anglo-Saxon  Power ; 
it  is  incredible  that  we  should  go  to  war 
with  an  Anglo-Saxon  Power.  Therefore, 
we  also  eliminate  Power  B.    We  come  to 
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Powfcr  C,  and  we  find  that  we  have  an 
erUenie  cordiale  with  that  Power.  That 
Power  would  have  to  be  eliminated,  and 
then  we  should  have  arrived  at  this  stage, 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  clear  to  Power 
D  that  she  was  the  only  Power  against 
whom  we  could  possibly  be  aiming. 
That,  I  think,  has  been  well  and  wisely 
dealt  with  in  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  takes  the  general 
basis,  and  the  general  basis,  I  submit,  is 
the  only  safe  basis  on  which  the  country 
can  go.  The  alternative  was  put  before 
the  country  in  1906,  when  the  late  Prime 
Minister  used  these  words — 

**  When  you  talk  of  a  two-Power  standard, 
after  all  you  cannot  quite  keep  out  of  your 
mind  who  the  two  Powers  are.  When  we  have 
elaborate  calculations  made  as  to  what  France 
and  Germany  are  building,  is  it  really  a  very 
likely  contingency  that  France  and  Germany 
should  be  allied  and  should  go  to  war  with  us  ? 
I  do  not  object  to  the  two-Power  standard  as  a 
rough  guide,  but  this  is  a  two-Power  standard 
almost  of  a  preposterous  kind." 

My  Lords,  I  trust  we  have  done  with 
qualifications  such  as  that.  We  take 
our  stand  side  by  side  with  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Grovemment,  and  we 
claim  that  we  have  now  a  standard  of 
efficiency  against  any  two  Poweis — who- 
ever they  may  be — who  represent  at  the 
time  the  strongest  Powers  in  the  world. 

I  think  it  cannot  be  too  often  said 

that  our  policy  of  naval  supremacy  is 

merely  a  policy  of    defence.    We    have 

no  desire  for  aggression,  but  we  intend  to 

maintain  the  safety  of  our  own  shores. 

We  intend  to  defend,  and  to  provide  for, 

the  safety  of  the  food  supply  of  our 

people,  and  for  our  commerce  all  over  the 

world.    That    is    a    position   which    no 

foreign  country  has  the  slightest  right 

to  deny  us  or  to  object  to,  and,  speaking  a 

short  time  ago,  the  Prime  Minister  made  a 

statement  which,  I  think,  bears  out  that 

view.    He  said — 

"  There  is  not  one  of  the  Great  Powers  of  all 
the  world  at  this  moment,  I  believe,  without  a 
single  exception,  which  views  with  animosity, 
jealousy,  or  misgiving  the  Navy  of  Great 
Britain  being  maintained  at  what  we  call  the 
two-Power  standard.** 

That  surely  emphasises  and  makes  per- 
fectly clear  the  point  that  the  standard 
of  our  supremacy  must  always  be  abso- 
lutely a  general  standard.  There  is  only 
one  way  in  which  we  can  maintain  the 
absence  of  any  feeling  of  jealousy  by 
foreign  countries,  and  that  is  by  maintain- 

Earl  Catcdor. 


ing  this  standard  in  the  words  which  were 
so  well  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Let  us  consider  what  is  to  be  the 
burden  of  the  maintenance  of  this 
standard.  If  we  are  to  maintain  our 
two-Power  standard  we  shall  have  to 
complete,  over  and  above  the  programme 
we  have  already  taken  up,  by  the  end 
of  1911,  siz  or  seven  fi^st-class  ships, 
and  when  we  come  to  1912  we  shall 
have  to  provide  very  much  the  same 
number  again.  My  excuse  for  pressing 
the  subject  upon  His  Majesty's  Qovem« 
ment  is  the  shortness  of  time  there  is 
for  making  preparations  in  order  to 
carry  this  out.  The  usual  practice, 
after  the  introduction  of  the  Budget 
and  the  decision  taken  in  respect  of 
the  number  of  ships  to  be  laid  down, 
is  that  the  ships  are  not  laid  down  till 
a  good  many  months  later — often  not 
until  the  end  of  the  year,  and  sometimes 
not  until  the  beginning  of  the  next  year. 
It  takes  something  like  two  and  a  half 
years  to  build  a  first-class  ship-— some- 
times less,  but  sometimes  more — and 
I  would  ask  His  Majesty's  Oovemment 
not  to  pin  themselves  too  closely  in 
this  matter.  We  have  had  man^r 
samples  of  the  delay  in  shipbuilding 
due  to  strikes,  labour  troubles,  and  many 
other  things,  and  after  the  Budget  of 
next  year  there  will  not  be  a  month 
to  lose  if  you  are  to  be  absolutely  sure 
of  completing  your  six  or  seven  ships 
within  two  and  a  half  years,  and  if 
you  are  to  maintain  your  standard  of 
supremacy. 

I  ask  the  Government  to  give  some 
information  in  regard  to  their  intaitions 
in  that  respect — I  think  it  is  a  matter 
on  which  the  country  feels  very  strongly 
and  deeply — and  I  trust  they  may  be 
able  to  allay  any  feelings  of  anxiety 
that  may  exbt  by  a  statement  of  arhat 
they  propose.  The  Oovemment  are 
aware  of  the  information  at  their  dis- 
posal and  of  the  time  in  which  they 
can  produce  and  complete  the  ahipe, 
as  well  as  the  dates  on  which 
ships  are  likely  to  be  completed.  I 
not  pressing  them  as  to  dates;  bat  I 
ask  them,  in  casting  their  minds  to  the 
end  of  1911,  when  the  pressure  of  com- 
petition of  the  two-Power  standard  will 
become  keen,  to  give  an  assurance  that 
whatever  may  be  needed  in  the  way  of 
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Ujing  down  ships  will  be  done  in  order 
that  the  standard  of  supremacy  may  be 
aecored.  If  that  is  not  done,  then  in 
two  and  a  half  years  our  two-Power 
ftandard  may  disappear. 

Another  point  in  battleship  construc- 
tion has  reference  to  the  guns  and  the 
gim-moantings.  In  the  past  allegations 
have  been  made  that  ships  could  not 
be  ready  owing  to  the  want  of  guns, 
and  I  !^ould  say  that  the  question  of 
the  gun-mountings  is  even  more  difficult 
and  more  pressing.  You  have  to  be 
further  ahead  with  gun-moimtings  than 
vith  ships ;  and,  moreover,  only  certain 
firms  provide  gun-mountings.  Changes 
aze  sometimes  made  that  are  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  efficiency  of  the  lates 
ship  which  upset  the  arrangements 
made  in  the  previous  gun-moimtings 
and  delay  the  possibiUty  of  providing 
them  within  a  reasonable  time.  I  ask 
the  Government,  therefore,  whether  that 
question  has  been  looked  into,  and 
whether  arrangements  have  been  made, 
or  will  be  made  at  once,  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  delay  in  the  completion 
of  the  six  or  seven  vessels,  or  whatever 
immber  may  be  absolutely  necessary, 
by  the  end  of  1911  with  respect  to  guns 
and  gun-mountings. 

I  pass  to  the  question  of  finance. 
The  financial  burdens  in  respect  of  naval 
<tastection  during  the  next  f^w  years 
^  be  very  heavy  indeed.  I  have 
ao  wish  in  any  way  to  make  an  attack 
<tt  the  Government.  Indeed,  I  am 
auioiu  to  co-operate  with  them  in 
every  way  I  possibly  can.  I  think  that 
the  new  definition  of  the  two-Power 
•taidard,  acknowledged  by  the  Govern- 
Bent,  puts  upon  us  a  burden  to  show 
as  clearly  as  we  can  that  we  wish  to 
vwfc  hand  in  hand  with  them.  But 
ve  are  obliged  to  look  at  what  the  cost 
^  this  heavy  financial  pressure  will 
be  during  the  next  few  years.  A  battle- 
ship costs  not  less  than  £2,000,000. 
Three  years  ago  we  cplculated.  its  cost 
St  £1,800,000,  but  the  size  and  the  cost 
^  ships  have  increased  since  that  date. 
Six  or  seven  ships  between  now  and 
Ifflh  and  six  or  seven  more  between 
1911  and  1912,  will  cost  a  great  deal 
ol  ocmey. 

Before  we  went  out  of  office  in  1905. 
49  far  as    we   could   see,   the  ordinary 


requirements  of  shipbuilding  in  battie* 
ships  would  be  about  four  a  year.  Thus 
four  ships  were  laid  down  in  1905-6,  but 
in  1906-7  three  ships  were  laid  down 
instead  of  four.  I  am  not  going  to  cavil 
at  that.  Without  information  as  to 
expert  advice,  but  speaking  from  what 
I  could  hear,  I  should  say  that  the 
reduction,  of  a  ship  in  that  year  was 
probably  amply  justified  by  what  was 
going  on  abroad.  There  had  been  a 
slackening-off  in  the  battleship  pro- 
gramme of  foreign  countries  due  to  a 
new  type  of  vessel.  In  1907-8  there 
will  be  three  ships  instead  of  four;  in 
1908-9  only  two  ships  would  be  laid  down 
instead  of  four,  which  we  thought  were 
the  ordinary  requirements.  It  was  then 
pointed  out  with  great  satisfaction  that 
there  would  be  a  gain  of  £1,700,000  in 
two  years  of  non-construction.  But  the 
construction  Vote  in  that  year  is  the 
lowest  it  has  ever  been  for  ten  years.  I 
had  grave  doubts  as  to  whether  it  was  the 
wisest  policy  to  have  the  construction 
Vote  cut  down  lower  than  it  has  been 
for  more  than  ten  years  and  to  rejoice  in 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £1,700,000 
in  two  years,  when  everyone  knew,  and 
the  Government  better  than  anyone  else, 
the  enormous  pressure  that  would  be 
placed  on  this  coimtry  in  1911  and  1912 
in  order  to  regain  at  a  heavy  cost  and 
under  much  difficulty  a  supremacy  which 
might  have  been  retained  had  they  looked 
a  little  further  ahead.  There  was  much 
talk  at  one  time  about  naval  savings. 
These  savings  were  absolutely  unreal, 
because  they  were  nothing  less  than 
deferred  liabilities.  These  things  have  to 
be  faced,  and  one  cannot  help  feeling 
that  if  three  or  four  ships  in  the  last  three 
years  had  been  laid  down,  the  pressure 
to-day  of  securing  and  maintaining  the 
two-Power  standard  in  1911  and  1912 
would  have  been  very  different  as  far  as 
the  financial  pressure  is  concerned  from 
what  we  find  it  to  be  to-day. 

It  has  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
late  Civil  Lord  (Lord  Lochee  of  Gowrie) 
that  battleship  construction  was  the 
dominating  item  of  naval  expenditure. 
That  is  undoubtedly  true ;  but  there  is 
a  great  deal  more  behind.  A  battleship 
is  a  thing  that  looms  very  big  in  the 
public  mind.  The  "  man  in  the  street  " 
can  understand  a  battleship ;  but  he 
knows   nothing   of  the   accessories  and 


31 


Nwy — 


{LORDS}         Shipbuilding  Programme.         32 


necessities  of  the  Fleet  outside  a  battle- 
ship. A  battleship  without  accessories 
is  absolutely  useless  for  any  purpose. 
Battleships  carry  with  them  of  necessity 
scouts,  destroyers,  submarines,  men,  and 
stores,  and  last,  but  by  no  means  least, 
docks  for  the  battleships.  I  believe  that 
the  Gk>Yemment  are  well  aware  of  the 
need  of  scouts  as  eyes  for  the  Fleet,  and 
I  believe  that  they  are  taking  steps  now 
to  strengthen  the  Fleet  in  that  respect. 

One  word  with  respect  to  destroyers. 
In  the  early  part  of  the  year  I  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  that  we  were  counting 
too  much  on  destroyers  which  were 
absolutely  out  of  date,  and  in  comparing 
them  with  the  modern  destroyers  of 
foreign  countries  as  if  they  were  equally 
efficient.  I  feel  this  to  be  the  case  still, 
though  I  hope  the  feeling  will  be  diminish- 
ed by  what  has  since  been  done. 
The  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
gave  us  some  information  on  this  point 
in  March  last.    The  noble  Lord  said — 

**  We  expect  to  have  ready  at  the  end  of  this 
month,  of  ocean-going  destroyers  of  33  knots, 
4  ;  of  the  river  cIms,  M  ;  of  3d-knot  destroyers, 
48 ;  of  27-knot  destroyers,  28 ;  of  coastal 
destroyers,  15— making  a  total  of  129.'' 

The  noble  Lord  also  said — 

**  So  far  as  the  two-Power  standard  is  con- 
cerned, I  think  I  have  made  a  good  case  for  the 
destroyers.  We  are  going  to  Uy  down  sixteen 
new  destroyers.  They  will  lie  of  the  last 
improved  river  class,  still  improved.  They 
will  do  thirty-three  knots.** 

But  a  curious  statement  has  since  been 
made  in  another  place  in  respect  of  these 
destroyers.  I  ask  the  Government  to 
give  us  some  information  with  regard  to 
them.  The  statement  made  is  that 
these  33-knot  destroyers  had  never  been 
decided  upon  and  that  there  was  some 
mistake  in  the  statement.  But  the  state- 
ment was  a  definite  one  made  in  a  speech 
which  I  note  was  corrected  by  the  late 
First  Lord.  It  has  been  allowed  to  remain 
on  record  as  the  intention  of  the  Admir- 
alty until  a  few  days  ago.  £  should  be 
the  last  in  the  world  to  press  anyone  if  a 
mistake  were  made  even  in  a  matter  so 
important  as  that,  but  I  say  that  it  is 
treating  the  country  with  scant  con- 
sideration if  a  mistake  was  made  in  March 
last  in  the  knowledge  of  the  Admiralty  and 
that  no  correction  of  the  statement  is 
made  imtil  two  or  three  days  ago.  It  is 
very   unfortunate    that    the    correction 
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should  be  so  long  delayed.  Naturally  it 
leads  some  psople  in  the  direction  of 
thinking  that  this  is  one  means  of  cutting 
down  and  scraping  ofi  some  expenditure. 
I  hope  that  is  not  the  case,  and,  in  any 
case,  I  think  it  is  due  to  the  country  and 
your  Lordships  that  we  should  be  told, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  reasons  of  the 
change,  and  what  these  sixteen  destroyers 
are  to  be,  what  is  their  tonnage,  and  what 
their  capacity  in  the  way  of  carrying  coaL 

Then  I  turn  to  stores.  We  have  had  a 
f(ooA  many  statements  in  regard  to  stores. 
In  spite  of  the  allegation  that  everything 
is  well,  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the 
perpetual  rumours  I  hear  from  all  quarters 
to  the  contrary.  I  hear  perpetual  com- 
plaints that  the  stores  are  not  sufficient 
and  not  in  a  satisfactory  condition  ;  that 
vessels  come  in  requiring  stores  and  find 
none  in  dock.  I  hops  that  is  not  the 
case.  I  hope  the  Government  will  be 
able  to  give  us  some  reassuring  informa- 
tion on  that  subject,  for  no  one  is  more 
anxious  than  I  am  that  these  rumours 
should  be  set  at  rest. 

I  turn  from  the  accessories  of  battle- 
ships to  the  all-important  question,  to 
my  mind,  of  docks.    The  question  of 
docks  is  not  alone  a  question  of  repairs. 
You  require  a  safe  base  in  the  North  Sea 
not  alone  for  repair  purposes,  but  to  which 
you  may  retire  your  battleships  instead  of 
leaving  them  out  to  be  attacked,  possibly, 
by  forty  or  fifty  destroyers  during  a 
winter  night.    I  believe  that  in  naval 
circles  this  is  felt  to  be  one  of  the  great 
needs  of  the  present  day.    Consider  the 
position.    In    1911    we    hope    to    have 
eighteen  or  nineteen   "  Dreadoughts  '* 
or   better  than    ''  Dreadnoughts,"    and 
these  better  than  *'  Dreadnoughts  '*  will 
be  longer  and  will  require  more  space  and 
more  accommodation.    By  1912  we  shall 
have  twenty -five  vessels  of  that  class. 
Where  is  to  be  their  base,  and  how  do  we 
compare  with  the   great  country   that 
confronts  us  on  the  other  side  of  the  North 
Sea  ?     The  navy  of  that  country  is  very 
well  based  for  protective  purposes  as  well 
as  for  repairs.  I  appreciate  the  difficulty  ; 
but  the  difficulty  is  one  which  must  be 
faced  if  our  battleship  Fleet  is  to   be 
efficient  as  a  fighting  fleet,  and  to  be  in  a 
secure  position  in  the  North  Sea  in  the 
next    faw    years.     We    are    told     that 
Rosyth  is  to  be  partly  finished  in  seven 
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Tesn  and  rather  more  finished  in  ten. 
TkAt  sorely  indicates  a  rather  serious 
pofiitioQ— that  we  are  to  raise  our  battle- 
8^p  Fleet  to  something  like  twenty  or 
tventv-five  vessels  in  the  next  three  or 
lour  yean  and  have  no  prospect  of 
getting  our  first  new  naval  base  ready  for 
aeren  or  possibly  ten  years.  I  would  ask 
the  Government  to  consider  the  matter 
vitb  all  the  earnestness  they  can,  for,  in 
my  belief,  it  is  one  of  the  gravest  questions 
we  haye  to  face. 

May  I  make  an  appeal  to  the  Grovem- 
ment  not  to  pass  us  oft  on  the  plea  that  it 
is  unconstitutional  to  tell  us  anything 
Wore  the  Navy  Estimates  are  presented  ? 
Hub  is  an  exceptional  time.  We  see  a 
battleship  programme  prepared  by  foreign 
eoHntries  of  quite  an  exceptional  char- 
acter. We  must  take  exceptional  steps 
to  meet  it.  I  am  most  anxious  that 
the  Government  should  as  far  as  they 
cu  take  the  country  into  their  confi- 
dence in  this  matter,  let  them  feel,  as  I 
ieel  and  believe,  that  what  they  propose 
to  do  with  respect  to  the  two-Power 
standard  is  to  carry  it  out  in  the  spirit 
»  well  as  in  the  letter.  There  are  many 
people  who  are  still  doubting,  and  who, 
wksQ  you  talk  to  them  and  say  everything 
is  well,  reply :  Why,  then,  do  not  they 
lay  down  some  more  ships  ?  Two  or  three 
more  dupa  laid  down  speedily  will  mean 
a  great  deal  more  than  many  words. 

A  statement  by  the  Government  would 
be  of  the  utmost  value  in  settling  and 
steadying  foreign  opinion  abroad.     It  is 
**i  the  atmost  value  to  foreign  countries 
to  bow  that  we  are  absolutely  determined 
J  this  country  on  both  sides  of  politics 
standing  side   by  side,   as   I   hope  we 
shnvB  shall,  to  maintain  the  strength 
uA  sapremacy  of  the  Navy,  that  we  have 
»t   the    slightest    intention    of    being 
'aadit,  as  we  may  be  caught,  unless  great 
nperiston  and  great  care  are  exercised, 
la  my  belief,  there  is  no  greater  safeguard 
for  the  peace   of  the   world   than  the 
strength  and  supremacy  of  the  British 
Xavy.    I  ask  the  Government,  therefore, 
*^  Dve  us  all  the  information  they  can, 
uid  I  beg  to  assure  them  that  I  raise  this 
*;i!]estion  in  no  carping  spirit,  but  with  the 
^  and    honest   desire   to    co-operate 
^h  them  in  order  to  maintain  always 
sad   under    all    conditions    the    naval 
npremacy  of  this  country. 

VOLCXCTVTI.    [FouBTH  Series.] 


The  Earl  OP  GRANARD  :  My  Lords, 
I  will  endeavour  to  the  best  of  my  ability 
to  answer  the  questions  put  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite.  I  can  assure  the 
noble  Earl  and  the  House  that  the  two- 
Power  standard  will  be  maintained  as  it 
has  always  been  maintained,  whatever 
party  has  been  in  power  in  this  country 
But  to  state  now  what  His  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  lay  down  in  next 
year's  Estimates  is  a  procedure  which  has 
never  been  followed  by  any  Government 
in  this  country.  The  noble  Earl  ex- 
pressed the  wish  that  the  Navy  should 
be  kept  out  of  party  politics.  On  that 
we  are  all  of  one  mind.  We  look  upon 
the  Navy  as  our  great  asset ;  the  whole 
safety  of  the  country  depends  upon  it, 
and  it  would  ill  become  any  Govern- 
ment to  endanger  its  supremacy.  The 
noble  Earl  went  on  to  say  that  the  Navy 
was  to  be  used  for  purely  defensive 
purposes.  That,  again,  is  a  statement 
in  which  we  cordially  concur. 

As  regards  the  position  of  this  country 
in  relation  to  other  countries,  at  the  end 
of   1911   we  shall  have  eight   "Dread- 
noughts "  and  four  "  Invincibles."      The 
"  Invincibles  "  are  included  in  the  "  Drea- 
nought  "  class.    The  (Jermans  will  have 
thirteen.     That    is    excluding    the    pro- 
gramme which  we  intend  to  lay  down 
this  year.    The  noble  Earl  complained 
that    the    Grovemment    had     not     laid 
down  a  larger  number  of  battleships  in 
1906-7  and  1907-8.    At  that  time  there 
was    really  only    a    paper    programme 
to  meet.     Grermany  had  stated  that  she 
proposed  to  lay  down  certain  ships.     The 
life  of  a  battleship  is  only  some  twenty 
years,  and  every  month  or  two  months 
there  is  some  change  in  machinery  or  in 
fighting  strength  of  which  it  is  important 
to  take  advantage.    The  object,  therefore, 
is  to  lay  down  ships  as  late  as  possible 
and  to  add  to  them  any  improvement 
that   might   have   been   thought   of   in 
the    meantime.    The    intention    of   the 
Admiralty  is  in  no  way  to  stint  the 
programme.    If  we  find  an  acceleration 
of    shipbuilding    going    on     elsewhere, 
naturally  we  shall  do  the  same  for  this 
country. 

The  noble  Earl  referred  to  gun- 
mountings  not  being  always  ready 
when  every  other  part  of  the  shij  wca 
complete,  and  to  the  fact  that  it  had  to 
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he  borne  in  mind  that  there  were  few 
companies  in  this  comitry  which  manu- 
iactured  armaments  and  mountings. 
I  think  my  noble  friend  must  trust  us 
there.  We  claim  that  by  the  end  of 
1911  all  the  ships  mentioned  will  be 
in  commission.  I  therefore  think  your 
Lordships  may  trust  the  Admiralty  to 
see  that  all  fittings  are  ready  for  the 
ships  when  the  time  comes.  The  noble 
Earl  then  went  into  the  question  of 
stores  and  expressed  his  fear  that  they 
were  not  being  kept  up  to  the  normal 
standard.  That  is  in  no  way  the  case. 
All  stores  are  now  in  sufficient  quantity 
and  in  good  condition.  A  great  im- 
provement has  been  effected  in  the 
store-houses  and  in  the  sale  of  redundant 
and  obsolete  stores,  and  there  is  now  a 
standardisation  of  all  necessary  reserves. 
The   noble    Earl   then   went   into    the 

2uestion  of  whether  the  torpedo-boat 
estroyers  were  adequate  and  com- 
pared favourably  with  those  of  other 
nations.  At  the  present  time  we  have 
143  of  these  vessels  built ;  there  are 
ten  building  and  also  sixteen 

Eabl   CAWDOR:      Can   the   noble 
Earl  give  us  the  age  of  the  143  vessels  ? 


The  Earl  of  ORANARD  :    I  cannot 
give  the  age  of  all  of  them,  but  I  under- 
stood that  about  12  per  cent,  are  not 
quite  up  to  the  modem  standard.    Ten 
are  building,  and  there  are  in  addition 
the    sixteen    new    vessels    of  *the   new 
river  class.    The  noble   Earl  has  told 
the  House   that  the  contract  speed  of 
these  boats  was  33  knots.    It  is  very 
unfortunate    that    a    mistake    in    this 
occurred.    There    was    never    any    in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty 
to    make  these   33    knot    boats.    The 
contract  was  for  27  knots  and  that  is 
what    they   were    going    to    be    made. 
Their  tonnage  will  be  900.    The  boats 
of  the  old  river  class  were  designed  for 
25  knots.    The  advisers  of  the  Admiralty 
are  of  opinion  now  that  the  river  class, 
which    have    been    in    commission    for 
some  time,  compare  favourably  in  every 
way  with  ships  of,  perhaps,  a  higher 
speed.      Li  all  this  class  of  design  we 
have  to  consider  sea-keeping  qualities, 
durability    of    machinery,    strength    of 
c6nstruction,  and  radius  of  action,  all 
of  which   means   more    weight    to    be 
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carried.  Although  we  are  told  that 
foreign  Powers  have  destroyers  of  30 
knots  we  know  nothing  of  the  conditions 
of  the  trials  that  have  been  carried  out. 
As  to  the  question  of  docks  and  the 
position  of  a  fleet  of  "Dreadnoughts"" 
on  the  East  Coast,  it  is  perfectly  true 
there  is  no  dock  at  present  on  that 
coast  which  would  take  a  "Dread- 
nought," but  there  are  places  on  the 
East  Coast  where  they  would  be  pro- 
tected. Behind  the  boom  at  Sheemess, 
for  instance,  a  lot  of  "  Dreadnoughts  '^ 
could  be  got  in  and  Rosyth  will  be 
shortly  a  defended  fortress. 

The    Marquess    of    SALISBURY: 
Shortly  ?    When  ? 

The  Earl  op  GRANARD  :    We  hope 
that  the  contracts  for  Rosyth  will  be 
placed  in  January,  and  that  the  work 
will  be  completed  in  seven  years.    A 
bonus  is  being  given  to  the  contractor 
in   the  hope   of   expediting  the  work. 
Of  course  on  the  South  Coast  there  is 
ample  dock  accommodation.    I  only  need 
add    that    the    Government    regard    it 
as  absolutely  essential  that  the  policy 
of  the  two-Power  standard  should  be 
carried  out ;     that  is  to  say,  that  we 
should  have  a  Fleet  which  would  be 
capable    of    dealing    successfully    with 
two    foreign    Powers,    and    that    there 
should  be  a  margin  of  10  per  cent,  above 
that.    I  do  not  think  I  can  end  better 
than   by   repeating   the   words   of    Sir 
Edward  Grey,  that  there  is  no  half-way 
house  between  safety  and  danger. 

♦Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  Answer  which 
has  just  been  given  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  The  noble  Earl  made  no 
mention  of  cruisers ;  and  if  he  had 
inquired  of  naval  officers  on  the  active 
list  he  would  have  found  that  a  great 
many  of  them  are  of  opinion  that  battle- 
ships are  not  safe  at  sea  unless  accom- 
panied by  cruisers.  The  battleship  may 
be  the  long  of  the  sea  by  day,  but  by 
night  the  torpedo  is  a  dangerous  and 
formidable  pretender  to  its  supremacy. 
The  double  standard  should  mean  the 
double  standard  all  the  way  down. 
Nothing  short  of  that  is  sufficient. 
Nelson  once  said — 

"  The  want  of  frigates  will  be  found  written 
oniny  heart. 
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I  hope  no  admiral  or  commander  now 
OB  the  letive  list  will  ever  have  occasion 
to  vtter  a  similar  sentiment.  Such 
things  IS  sapplementary  Estimates  liaye 
heea  repeatedly  voted  in  comparativelj 
meat  times,  as  in  1885.  I  never  heard 
of  vDj  firm  of  shipowners  who  tied  the 
hinds  of  their  managers  bj  insisting 
thit  no  meeting  of  directors  should  ever 
come  to  a  decision  as  to  what  ships 
thef  should  order  to  be  bnilt  except 
dnnng  one  particular  month  of  the  year. 
Nor  do  any  large  business  firms  act  on 
this  principle  when  they  have  to  consider 
qoe^mi  of  exoeptional  expenditure. 
Such  a  system  would  in  many  cases 
he  suicidal,  as  it  would  give  their  rivals 
lererftl  months  start,  which  is  exactly 
what  the  Admiralty  are  now  doing. 

Money  is  of  value  in  war,  and  when 
msking  preparations  for  war,  but  time 
ii  oft^  of  greater  value,  and  cannot 
he  purchased  when  too  late  by  any 
amonnt  of  gold.  And  yet  with  our 
leeest  experience  of  the  fragility  and 
piecmst-  qualities  of  treaties,  wlule  all 
Europe  is  simmering  with  anxiety,  the 
PriflM  IGnister  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
idmirahy  deliberately  throw  away  five 
noBths  time.  This  is  playing  hare  to  the 
fareign  tortoise  with  a  vengeance.  They 
debberatety  go  to  sleep  for  five  months, 
iud  then  they  say  that  they  will  wake 
ip  and  tell  us  what  they  mean  to  do 
next  Easter.  They  ought  to  tell  us 
befaie  Christmas.  In  the  present  fevered 
stite  of  Europe  nothing  would  have  a 
mon  tranquilising  effect,  nothing  would 
he  nxne  likely  to  maintain  peace  than 
i  sotiee  that  die  weakest  state  in  Europe 
in  proportion  to  its  population  had 
determined  to  take  proper  measures 
far  its  protection  withoiit  delay.  A 
■Pldementary  Estimate  for  the  purpose 
of  building  destroyers,  more  improved 
"'Dreadnoughts,"  and  docks  on  the  east 
coast  is  what  is  required  immediately. 
The  destzoyers,  if  commenced  at  once, 
should  be  ready  for  sea  in  a  much  shorter 
tiae  than  the  battleships. 

I  have  seen  in  a  newspaper  that  the 
Admiralty  are  delaying  to  give  out 
contracts  for  shipbuilding  because  some 
fans  are  believed  to  have  formed  a 
ring  to  keep  prices  up.  I  have  no  means 
of  ascertaining  the  truth  of  this ;  but, 
if  it  is  suspected  that  this  may  be  the 


case,  why  are  the  slips  in  Government 
dockyards  from  which  the  "  St.  Vincent " 
and  '*  Collingwood "   were  launched  at 
Portsmouth  and  Plymouth,  silent  and 
empty  1  When  on  former  occasions  other 
ships  were  launched,   fresh  keels  were 
immediately  laid  down,   sometimes  on 
the  very  same  day.    I  believe  in  con- 
tinuity  of   administration   at   the   Ad- 
miralty, and  I  consider  that  the  present 
Cabinet  made  one  of  the  gravest  financial 
mistakes  ever,  made  by  a  Government 
when    it    deviated    from    the    Cawdor 
Programme.    I  was  in  (Jermany  during 
the    autumn    of    1906,    and    found    all 
Germans  cock-a-whoop  at  the  signs  of 
weakness   that   England    was    showing 
which  encouraged  them  to  the  further 
efforts    they    are    now    making.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  told 
U9  that  he  is  looking  out  for  more  hen- 
roosts to  rob.    The  henroosts  that  he 
has  already  robbed  are  the  shipbuilding 
yards,  both  public  and  private.    Those 
fine  old  hens,  Portsmouth  and  Plymouth 
Dockyards,  have  hatched  out  and  reared 
some  very  fine  chickens  on  the  building 
slips  that  gave  birth  to  the  "  Colling- 
wood "   and  "  St.   Vincent."     Many  of 
our    other   hens,    however,    have    been 
unable  to  hatch  out  chickens,  because 
the  Government  have  robbed  their  nests 
of  the  golden    eggs    which    alone    can 
produce   them.    There   is,    I    am   told, 
no  large  ship  at  present  on  the  stocks 
at  Chatham. 

The  country  that  must  always  hold 
the  command  of  the  sea  as  a  necessity 
of  its  existence  should  always  allow  for 
having  ships  under  repair  on  the  decisive 
day,  whereas  the  nation  that  challenges 
her,  knowing  the  day  beforehand,  can 
always  arrange  to  put  her  whole  strength 
into  the  balance  at  one  particular  time, 
but  she  cannot  count  on  having  all  her 
strength  always  ready  at  any  time,  any 
more  than  the  possessor  of  the  seas  that 
she  is  attacking.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  war  with  Japan.  The  Japanese  did 
not  know  for  certain  when  the  Russians 
would  sally  from  Port  Arthur,  and  were, 
therefore,  unable  to  make  use  of  all 
their  ships  on  lOtb  August.  But  when 
the  Baltic  Fleet  came  out  they  had 
ample  notice  of  its  movements,  and 
were,  therefore,  able  to  put  everything 
they  had  that  could  float  and  fight  into 
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line  at  the  Battle  of  Tsusima.  Ir. 
Captain  Montagu  Butows'  "Life  of 
Lord  Eawke,"  I  find  the  following 
remark  on  his  victory  off  Fifiisterre — 

*•  There  are  no  less  than  twenty-five  line  of 
battleships  in  this  Western  squadron,  and 
nineteen  of  them  were  handed  oyer  to  Hawke, 
yet  he  had  only  fourteen  with  him  in  his  battle  of 
October  the  14th.** 

So  that  the  question  of  repairs  was  as 
much  a  problem  in  those  days  as  it  is 
now.  Like  the  poor,  we  shall  always 
have  it  with  us. 

I  have  in  my  hand  a  Return,  dated 
31st  July,  of  the  number  of  days  in  the 
year  that  our  more  recent  battleships 
and  large  cruisers  were  under  repair. 
On  examiring  Part  II.  of  the  Returi. 
I  find  that  in  1905-6,  twerty-six  battle- 
ships were  2,197  days  under  repair. 
Adding  one-sixth,  that  is  366  days,  for 
Sundays,  and  dividing  by  twenty-six, 
gives  an  average  of  about  ninety-eight 
days  in  dockyard  hands  for  each  ship. 
In  1906-7  a  similar  calculation  gives  an 
average  of  114  days  under  repair  for 
twenty-eight  battleships,  an  increase  ff 
sixteen  days,  probably  due  to  the  neces- 
sity of  fitting  cooling  apparatus  to 
magazines.  Applying  the  same  calcu- 
lation to  cruisers,  I  find  that  in  1905-6 
thirty-one  cruisers  averaged  105  days 
under  repair,  and  that  in  1906-7  thirty- 
three  cruisers  averaged  135  days  under 
repair,  an  increase  of  thirty  days.  With 
these  figures  before  me  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  assuming  that  our  battleships 
and  cruisers  are  unavailable  for  service 
during  at  least  three  months  in  the 
year. 

'  I  shall  not  say  much  about  the  necessity 
of  keeping  up  a  powerful  Navy,  because 
both  Mr.  Asquith  and  Mr.  McKenna 
have  used  language  fully  as  strong  as  any 
that  I  could  use  about  the  necessity  of  a 
sufficient  Navy.  If  words  could  build 
ships,  their  utterances  would  be  quite 
satisfactory.  But  what  have  they  done  ? 
One  expects  deeds,  not  words  only,  from 
a  Government.  Words  are  the  ammuni- 
tion of  an  Opposition.  Words  alone 
will  not  build  ships.  It  takes  money  to 
do  that.  Where  are  their  supplemental}' 
Estimates  ?  Are  the  Government  going 
to  allow  six  months  more  to  pass  without 
beginning  to  build  their  arrears  in  battle 
ships  and  destroyers  ?  Or  are  they  going 
to  make  fresh  requests  to  other  Powers 

Lird  Ellenbcrottgh. 


to  cease  shipbuilding  ?  The  policy  of 
asking  another  country  to  stop  her 
rivalry  with  Great  Britain  is  a  suggestion 
that  one  might  expect  to  be  made  by  a 
good  little  girl  of  about  seven  years  old 
at  a  Sunday  school.  It  is  not  a  policy 
for  grown-up  men  who  pose  as  statesmen. 
This  request  encouraged  the  German 
Navy  League  to  fresh  exertions,  as  they 
saw  England  faltering  at  the  first  signs 
of  being  collared  in  the  race. 

When  Lord  Goschen  was  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  he  once  said  his  most 
important  duty  was  that  of  a  transmuter 
of  metals — to  turn  gold  into  different 
forms  and  shapes  of  iron  and  steeL  It  is 
not  the  duty  of  a  First  Lord  to  restrict 
himself  to  the  use  of  words.  The  Govern- 
ment have  acted  unwisely  in  reducing 
their  War  Estimates.  I  think  they  know 
it  now,  but  they  will  not  produce  supple- 
mentary Estimates  as  they  wish  to  save 
their  faces.  But  why  not  save  their  faces 
by  pleading  that  the  perturbed  condition 
of  Europe  and  the  unexpected  violation 
of  treaties  are  sufficient  reasons  for 
reconsidering  the  conclusions  that  they 
came  to  some  months  ago  ?  I  interpret 
the  two-Power  standard  not  only  to  mean 
a  fleet  equal  to  that  of  any  two  Powers 
plus  10  per  cent.,  but  also  a  fleet  double 
that  of  any  European  Power.  Mr. 
McKenna  calls  this  an  expansion  of  the 
two-Power  theory.  It  is  a  very  necessary 
one.  The  history  of  naval  alliances 
shows  the  immense  advantage  possessed 
by  a  fleet  under  one  command  over  two 
fleets  under  separate  command.  I  think 
it  will  be  even  greater  than  formerly. 
At  present  men-of-war  when  in  line  are 
perpetually  signalling  to  one  another. 
Misunderstood  signals  will  meaA. 
collisions  and  torpedo  attacks  on  allies. 
Therefore,  a  fleet  of  twenty  battleships 
and  auxiliaries  under  one  flag  will  be  far 
more  formidable  than  two  fleets  of  the 
battleships,  and  two  sets  of  auxiliaries, 
under  two  flags  ;  in  consequence  of  this 
we  require  double  the  fleet  of  any  one 
European  Power.  As  we  want  seven 
**Dreadi  oughts,"  cruisers  to  protect  them, 
and  many  destroyers  laid  down,  it  would 
le  better  for  us  to  make  up  our  minds 
and  to  announce  our  intention  of  doing 
so  at  once,  to  employ  labour  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  thereby  kill  two  birds  with 
one  stone  by  lessening  the  number  of  the 
unemployed. 
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Lord  LOCHBB  op  GOWRIE  :  My 
Iiords,  I  am  sure  I  may  with  confidence 
tppeal  to  your  Lordships  for  that  indulg- 
ence which  you  always  extend  to  a  Mem- 
ber who  addresses  the  House  for  the  first 
time.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have 
claimed  that  privilege  on  this  occasion 
\mt  for  the  fact  that  the  notice  of  the 
floble  Earl  as  it  appeared  in  the  Paper 
appeared  to  foreshadow  an  attack  on  the 
shipbuilding  programme  and  the  Estimates 
of  the  present  year  for  which  I  was  in  a 
large  degree  responsible.  I  have  no 
complaint  whatever  to  make  of  the  noble 
EarFs  criticisms,  but  I  would  remind 
him  that  as  regards  the  programme  of  the 
present  year  and  the  Estimates  embody- 
ing it,  it  is  a  little  belated,  these  being 
pawed  into  law  and  there  being  nothing 
left  now  but  for  the  Government  to 
carry  them  into  execution. 

After  having  been  for  sixteen 
ytta  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  naval  debates  either  in  office  or  in 
oppoaition  in  the  other  House,  I  may  say 
that  I  do  not  remember  any  Estimates 
in  any  year  that  have  been  the  subject  of 
90  much  criticism  as  the  Estimates  of 
the  present  year  and  the  shipbuilding 
programme  which  formed  part  of  them.  I 
haye  been  authorised  to  say  on  behalf  of 
oar  naval  advisers  that  the  shipbuilding 
programme  which  the  noble  Earl  attacked 
VIS  sufficient  in  their  opinion  to  main- 
tain the  two-Power  standard  for  the  time 
being.  I  have  some  figures  which  I 
will  read  to  your  Lordships  by-and-by  in 
npport  of  that  statement,  but  in  the 
meantime  I  will  content  myself  by  saying 
that  of  the  criticisms  to  which  our  Esti- 
otttes  were  exposed  one  section  asserted 
that  oar  figures  were  too  high,  and  the 
other  that  they  were  too  low.  Those 
vho  said  that  our  Estimates  were  too 
b^  who  said  so  in  the  spring  of  this 
T«ar,  I  think  would  hardly  venture  after 
all  that  has  happened  to  repeat  the 
expression  of  that  opinion  now. 

The  second  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  notice 
appeared  to  me  to  be  open  to  objection 
on  a  totally  different  ground.  In  effect, 
^t  the  noble  Earl  asks  is  a  disclosure  by 
•he  Government  of  the  Estimates  for 
the  coming  year.  I  do  not  take  the 
point  that  the  noble  Earl  anticipated 
that  it  would  be  imconstitutional  to  do  so. 
It  would  be  quite  inconsistent  on  my  part 


to  say  anything  of  the  kind,  because 
on  two  occasions  I  have  recently  disclosed 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  Estimates 
for  the  coming  year,  but  I  do  take  this 
point  that  it  must  be  left  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion  and  responsibility  to  say 
whether  such  a  disclosure  can  be  made. 
I  think  on  this  point  that  the  notice  of  the 
noble  Earl  is  premature.  He  has  himself 
been  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  he 
knows  very  well  that  in  this  month  of 
November  the  officials  of  the  Admiralty 
are  grappling  with  the  very  problem 
which  he  is  presenting  to  us  to-night. 
This  is  a  time  above  all  other  times 
when  I  think  Parliamentary  pressure, 
and  even  Parliamentary  suggestion, 
should  be  withheld.  After  considerable 
experience  of  naval  Estimates  and  naval 
matters,  I  think  it  tends  to  weaken 
responsibility  in  a  Department  to  have 
pressure  put  upon  it  during  this  period  of 
incubation,  and  premature  disclosure  may 
mean,  and  sometimes  must  mean,  hasty 
decisions,  and  hasty  decisions  are  to  be 
deprecated  more  perhaps  in  the  Navy 
than  in  any  other  Government  Depart- 
ment. *' 

Then  it  is  always  to  be  remembered 
that  there  is  a  certain  advantage 
in  a  Fabian  policy,  if  I  may  sa 
describe  it,  as  regards  shipbuilding.. 
There  is  a  certain  advantage  gained 
by  what  has  been  the  custom  of  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Government  of  this 
country  in  delaying,  I  was  going  to 
say,  almost  to  the  last  moment,  any 
announcement  as  to  what  their  ship- 
building programme  is  going  to  be.  It 
has  been  their  practice  to  let  other 
countries  commence  their  programmes 
and  to  wait  until  they  know  what  other 
nations  are  going  to  do,  and  then 
try  to  go  one  better.  The  noble 
E  rl  was  responsible  for  a  breach  of 
this  policy  in  the  building  of  the  *'  Dread- 
noughts." I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  any  controversy  or  to  make  any 
controversy  on  that  point  to-night, 
but  the  noble  Earl  knows  as  well  as  I 
do,  that  there  are  high  authorities  for 
saying  that  the  "  Dreadnought  "  policy 
was  premature,  and  the  premature  policy 
so  described  is  responsible  for  a  good 
many  of  the  difficulties  of  the  situation 
in  which  we  now  find  ourselves. 
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Passing  from  these  general  observa- 
tions, I  come  to  the  gravamen  of  the 
noble  Earl's  attack  upon  the  Admiralty, 
if^I  may  so  describe  it. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  I  do  not  think 
that  I  made  any  attack  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord     LOCHEE     op      GOWRIE  : 

Perhaps  that  was  a  slip  of  the  tongue» 

I  [might    use    the    word    "critique." 

That  phrase  will  perhaps  better  describe 

his   case,  but  I  was  going  to  venture 

inj^  these    days    of    definition,    to    put 

his  question  in  a  form  which    was  not 

the  form   in   which  he   laid  it  before 

your     Lordships.       I     conceive     that 

the      question         he      addressed       to 

the     Admiralty     was     this :     "  What 

do  you  propose   to  do  ?    What   steps 

do  you  propose  to  take,  and  when,  in 

order  to  maintain  in  the  year  1911-12 

the    absolute    two-Power    standard    as 

recently  defined)"    I   think  that  is  a 

correct  statement  of  the  question  which 

he      addressed    to      this      bench.      I 

suggest      that     that     implies      as      a 

preliminary,    what    I    do     not     think 

itjreceived  from  the  noble  Earl,   and 

what  I  do  not  think  he  would  venture 

really   to   give   and   what   I   certainly 

should    decline    to    give,    namely,    an 

estimate  of  the  international  and  naval 

situation  as  it  will  be  in  the  period  to 

which  he   refers.    What  is  to  be  the 

situation  of  the  various  Navies  of  the 

world  in  the  year  1911-12,  which  we 

are  to  take  steps  to  guard  against  now  ? 

The    noble    Earl    attempted    no    such 

description  or  definition,  and  if  he  had 

I    should    certainly    have    declined    to 

follow    him,    because    at    a    moment's 

notice,  or  even  after  a  great  deal  of 

notice,   one   could   not  possibly  arrive 

at  any  decided  conclusion  in  the  matter. 

But  I  am  going  to  do  the  next  best 

thing,   and   what   I   propose   to   do   is 

relevant  to  the  first  part  of  the  noble 

Earl's  criticism  as  well  as  to  the  question 

with  which  he  concluded.    I  am  going 

to  make  an  attempt  to  estimate  the 

international  position  as  it  is  to-day  with 

reference   to   the   two-Power   standard. 

That  is  an  easier  query,  but  it  is  by 

no  means  an  easy  one,  and  I  do  not 

attempt  to  give  anything  like  certainty 

in  the  matter,  but  I  will  tell  your  Lord- 

Lard  Lochee  of  Gatorie, 


ships  what  1  propose  to  do.  In  the  new 
definitions  of  the  two-Power  standaid 
occurs  the  phrase  "  capital  ships."  The 
time  is  approaching,  I  imagine,  when 
we  shall  be  asked  to  define  that  phrase. 
I  am  not  going  to  define  it,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  my  present  statement  I 
am  going  to  assume  that  by  "capital 
ships "  I  may  be  taken  to  mean, 
fiirst,  battleships  and,  secondly,  armoured 
cruisers. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  All  armoured 
cruisers  ? 

Lord  LOCHEE  of  GOWRIE:  Yes. 
I  am  not  giving  it  as  a  definition  of  a 
capital  ship.  I  do  not  know  how  that 
would  turn  out.  The  capital  ship  that 
I  take  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  com- 
parison with  regard  to  other  Navies  is 
this :  I  will  take  all  the  battleships 
and  all  the  cruisers  in  the  four  princijMil 
Navies  of  the  wo^d  which  are  less  than 
twenty  years  of  age,  counting  their  age 
from  the  date  of  launching.  I  think 
the  noble  Earl  will  admit  that  that  is 
perfectly  fair  as  regards  them  all. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  Does  the  noble 
Lord  take,  as  regards  the  two-Power 
standard,   all   armoured  cruisers  ? 

Lord  LOCHEE  op  GOWRIE :   I  am 
tr3ring  to  take  the  relative  position  with 
reference   to   the   two-Power   standard. 
By  making  the  statement  that  I  am  now 
going  to  make  it  will  be  quite  clear  what 
I  mean.    I  take  the  four  great  naval 
Powers — Great    Britain,    France,    €Jer- 
many   and   the   United   States,   and    I 
take,  first  of  all,  the  whole  of  their  battle- 
ships under  twenty  years  of  age,  dating 
from  the  time  of  launching.    I  am  also 
going  to  take  in  another  table,  too,  the 
armoured  cruisers  of  those  Navies,  and 
I  will  take  their  number  and  give  their 
tonnage.    I  daresay  the  noble  Earl  will 
object  that  neither  tonnage  nor  armour 
in    itse*f    is     conclusive,    and     I      do 
not   say   it    is,    but    they  are  the  two 
most  important  and  most  vital  elements 
in    a    comparative    statement.        They 
stand     for     something ;     indeed,    they 
stand    for    everything    unless    there     is 
some  great  disparity  in  our  ships,  taken 
side  by  side  with  ships  of  other  Navies, 
which  I  for  one  have  never  stated.     In 
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the  table  fromwhicli  I  am  going  to  r»ad, 
the  advantage,  if  any,  or  the  dlsadvaQ- 
tagfl,  if  any,  will  be  on  the  side  of  the 
British  Government,  because  while  there 
ftre  ships  included  in  the  list  of  all  the 
four  Navies  wluch  it  is  now  the  custom 
to  call  obsolescent,  the  obsolescence  is 
by  no  means  confined  to  the  British 
Ooverament,  but  extends  in  a  greater 
degree,  I  believe,  to  other  Goveinments. 
I  have  had  the  benefit  of  the  advice  in 
this  matter  of  a  former  colleague,  whose 
opinion  is  cited  in  the  words  I  have  just 
used,  and  when  I  tell  the  Houae  the 
name  of  my  adviser  and  friend,  they 
will  see  at  once  the  importance  of  the 
statement  which  he,  through  me,  really 
makes — I  mean  Sir  William  White,  the 
late  Chief-Constructor  of  the  Navy, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  building  of 
the  greater  part  of  the  Fleet  now  in 
being.  If  yon  will  permit  me  to  quote 
a  few  figures,  they  are  these.  The  battle- 
ship list,  limitod  as  I  have  described  it, 
is  as  fallows :  Of  stups  now  completed 
under  twenty  years  of  age.  Great  Britain 
has  52 ;  Germany,  24 ;  France,  30 ; 
the  United  States,  26.  Now  let  me 
apply  the  two-Power  standard ;  agamst 
our  52,  in  numbers  of  battleships,  if  we 
take  Fiance  and  Germany  together 
have  to  meet  44 — that  is,  as  against 
our  52,  and  taking  France  and  tht 
United  States  together  we  have  46  as 
against  52. 

Eahl  CAWDOR :  Twenty-four  in 
Germany  and  26  in  the  United  Stat«B 
make  60,  not  46. 

Lord  LOCHEE  of  GOWBIE  ;  I  was 
taking  France  and  the  United  States, 
and,  as  I  say,  they  are  together  46, 
against  our  52.  I  am  just  coming  to 
<^rmany  and  the  United  States.  "Hiese 
permutations  and  commutations  really 
are  a  little  confusing.  I  admit  that 
Qennany  and  the  United  States  between 
them  have  60  battleships  against  onr62. 

Now    I(  •  ~ 

tonnage  o 
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States,  34 
the  two-1 
760,000  ( 
Germany 
France    ai 
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570,200 ;  and  Germany  and  the  Unitod 
States,  which  does  become  the  aeeond 
strongest  Power,  622,700.  The  two 
next  strongest  Powers  in  battleahipf 
estimated  in  this  way,  give  a  tonn^f 

:.700  tons,  against  the  760,000  tone 
of  Great  Britain  alone. 

Now  I  oome  to  the  armoured  cmiseib 
The  armoured  cruisers  in  the  list  ran 
as  follows :  Great  Britain,  36  in  number ; 
Germany,  8 ;  France,  20 ;  United  Stated 
16.  Applying  the  two- Power  method 
we  have  this  result ;  against  our  38^ 
France  and  Germany  have  28 ;  Franoe 
and  the  United  States  have  35 ;  and 
Germany  and  the  United  States,  23. 

Now  for  the  tonnage.  If  the  Houso 
is  not  tired  of  these  figures,  I  propose 
to  ^ve  the  tonnage.  The  armoured 
cruiser  tonnage  of  Great  Britain  is 
468,400.  Agunst  this  we  have  in  Gee- 
many,  78,500;  in  France,  185,000; 
and  in  the  United  States,  186,000. 
Applying  once  more  the  two -Power 
method  we  have  against  the  468,400 
tons  of  armoured  cruisers  possessed  by 
Great  Britain,  263;600  in  Franoe  and 
Germany,  371,000  in  France  and  the 
United  States,  and  264,500  in  Germany 
and  the  United  States. 

I  am  afraid  I  have  exhausted  the 
patience  of  noble  Lords,  but  I  would 
like  just  to  pursue  the  subject  one  littla 
bit  further.  I  am  going  to  mass  these 
all  together,  because  the  order  of  merit 
is  not  the  same  in  cruisers,  if  I  may  use 
that  phrase,  as  it  is  in  battleships.  Bat 
let  UH  combine  the  two.  Putting  battle- 
ships uid  armoured  cruisers  in  one 
class  by  themselves — call  them  capital 
ships  if  you  please — this  is  the  result : 
Great  Britain,  90;  Germany,  32; 
France,  40;  United  States,  41.  Then 
the  tonnage  is  tlus,  the  gross  British 
tonnage  in  armoured  cruisers  and 
battleships  is  1,222,300,  against  the 
following  : — Germany,  361,000 ;  France, 
416,000 ;  the  United  State?,  526,000. 
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to  make  by  our  naval  colleagues  in  the 
spring,  namely,  that  the  shipbuilding 
programme  of  the  present  year,  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  took  gentle  exception, 
is  sufficient  for  the  time  being  to  maintain 
the  two-Power  standard.  The  second 
reason  I  may  mention  is  this,  that  I 
think  it  confirms  fuUy  the  statement 
made  yesterday  in  another  place  by 
the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the  policy  and 
practice  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  for 
some  years  past.  Finally,  I  mention  it 
because  I  venture  to  think  that  it  affords 
a  satisfactory  platform  from  which  we 
may  contemplate  with  composure  the 
naval  developments  of  the  immediate 
future. 

I  have  just  a  few  words  more  to  say. 
I  resist  the  temptation  which  has  been 
spread  before  the  House  on  this  occasion 
by  the  noble  Earl  to  discuss  the  question 
of  standards.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
to-night  into  the  battle  of  standards  at 
all.  Of  course,  I  do  not  criticise  the 
definition  of  the  two-Power  standard 
which  was  accepted  the  other  day 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  That  is  not  my 
purpose  at  all.  But  if  I  might  presume 
to  do  so,  I  was  going  to  express  to  the 
House  the  caution  which  I  always  try 
to  impose  upon  myself  in  dealing  as  I 
often  had  to  do  in  another  place  with 
this  very  question.  I  saw  or  foresaw 
certain  difficulties  and  dangers  connected 
with  the  standard.  I  agree  absolutely 
with  what  was  said  about  it  by  Mr. 
Balfour  in  another  place  this  very  year. 
He  said  that  it  had  no  scientific  basis 
at  all,  nor  has  it.  That  means  that  it 
has  no  logical  basis,  and  if  it  were 
to  be  set  as  a  problem  in  logical  difficul- 
ties, it  would  prove  embarrassing  to 
experts,  and  to  the  man  in  the  street 
as  well.  I  have  always  thought  it  wiser 
where  you  are  dealing  with  the  standard, 
which  everybody  confesses  to  be  not 
a  matter  of  science,  not  a  matter  of 
logic,  not  a  matter  of  arithmetic,  not 
a  matter  of  precision,  that  the  least  said 
sometimes  the  soonest  mended.  I  am 
certain  of  this,  that  whatever  definition 
may  be  accepted  for  the  moment  and 
however  well  justified  it  may  be  at  the 

moment,  there  is  no  possible  formula 
of  standard  power,  and  no  possible 
definition  of  any  such  standard  which 
can  be  said  for  a  moment  to  be  entitled 
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to  hold  water  for  all  time.  We  do  not 
know  what  circumstances  may  arise 
to  lead  to  another  standard  and  another 
definition  having  to  be  set  up. 

The  only  other  point  to  which  I  want 
to  refer  may  appear  to  some  of  your 
Lordships  to  be  a  little  wide  of  the  main 
scope  of  the  discussion  to-night,  but  I 
think  I  can  bring  what  I  have  to  say 
within  the  limits  of  order,  certainly  in 
this  matter,  although  it  is  a  little  wide 
of  the  general  tendency  of  the  discussion- 
I  want  to  allude  for  a  moment  to  the 
international  rule,  and  to  its  bearing  on 
the  present  debate,  which  permits  the 
destruction  and  capture  of  private  pro- 
perty at  sea.     I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
that    rule    on    humanitarian     grounds. 
My  noble  and  learned  friend  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  expressed  strong  humani- 
tarian views    against  the  existing  rule 
with  which  I  entirely  concur,  but  it  is  on 
naval  grounds  that  I  want  to  put  the 
criticism  that  I  am  putting  now,  and  on 
naval  grounds  bearing  on  the  chief  points 
raised  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite.     My 
Lords,     apart     from     humanitarianism 
altogether,  of  which  I  take  no  account  in 
these  debates  at  all,  I  believe  that  the 
value  of  this  rule]  as  a  weapon  to  us  bat 
been   much  exaggerated,   and  that   its 
possible  detriment  to  Great  Britain  is  too 
much    ignored.    We    have    the    largest 
target  exposed  to  attack  in  this  way  of 
any  country  in  the  world.    There  is  only 
oj-e   consolation — that   the   surlacc    we 
expose   to   attack  is  so   vast  that   ita 
vastness  in  a  sense  is  almost  its  own 
protection.    I  do  not,  therefore,  value  the 
rale  as  a  naval  weapon,  but  after  many 
years  reflection  on  these  problems  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  existence 
in  practice  of  this  rule,  by  which  a  man's 
private  property  at  sea  is  liable  to  be 
taken  and  destroyed,  is  the  main  cause  of 
the  large  navies  of  the  world.    There  is 
nothing  in  my  judgment  which  more  in- 
duces all  nations  to  submit  to  the  gre&t 
burden   of  naval   armaments  than  that 
fact,  and  I  cannot  too  strongly  express  the 
great  regret  that  I  have  always  felt  that 
the  late  Hague  Conferemce  produced  no 
reform    in    international    law    in     this 
respect.     That  was  due  no  doubt  largely 
to  the  opposition  and  resistance  made  to 
the  proposed  reform  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  of  which  I  was  myself  a 
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Member.  I  am  not  challenging  the 
groands  on  which  that  resistance  was 
ofiend,  bat  I  want  to  state  the  naval 
eonseqnences,  apart  from  your  standards 
tad  definition  of  your  standards  once 
joQ  have  got  the  standards.  The  exbt- 
enoe  and  continuance  of  this  rule  in 
I»nctice  renders  it  necessary  for  this 
coan^  to  possess  a  Navy,  which  I  will 
not  call  a  two  or  three-Power  standard 
NavT,  but  a  Navy  which  is  a  huge  one. 
It  makes  it  absolutely  necessary,  in  my 
opinion,  that  our  Navy  should  be  enor- 
Bkoos  and  invincible.  The  Hague  Con- 
ference is  not  a  popular  subject  to  dilate 
apon  and  I  am  not  going  to  do  it,  but  I 
voold  remind  your  Lordships  of  this, 
that  the  first  Hague  Conference  was 
called  together  for  the  main  purpose, 
Mented  to  by  all  nations,  of  reducing 
international  armaments.  What  has 
been  the  result  ?  I  have  not  the  figures 
exactly  in  my  mind,  but  I  think  I  am 
rigkt  when  I  say  that  between  the  first 
Hagne  Conference  and  the  second,  naval 
itmaments  went  up  50  per  cent,  all  the 
wDrid  over,  Oreat  Britaia  included,  and 
I  look  forward  with  some  foreboding  to 
tke  developments  in  store  for  us  in  the 
fev  years  which  must  elapse  between  the 
wcond  Hague  Conference  and  the  third. 
I  hare  to  thank  your  Lordships  for  the 
gnat  indulgence  which  you  have  extended 
to  me. 

•Loip  LEITH  OP  FYVIE  :  My  Lords, 
«ne  time  ago  I  formed  an  opinion,  which 
I  expressed,  with  regard  to  the  repairs 
of  oar  Fleets.  At  the  time  I  expressed 
^  opinion  I  could  not  possibly  have 
spoken  from  the  experience  that  the 
^<)«itiy  has  since  had,  but  experience 
"Bce  has  shown  that  what  I  outlined 
tfidwhat  I  was  8uspecte^  was  justi- 
fied, and  that  our  repairs  have  not  been 
piwriy  carried  out ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
^  had  valuable  machinery  that  we  were 
■pending  a  large  amount  of  capital 
^fofij  but  we  were  not  keeping  that 
machinery  up,  and  that  has  been  proved 
^7  the  experience  of  the  last  three  years, 
*nd  mjK  especially  in  the  last  year. 

Tov  Lordships  all  know  that  a  dis- 
rawA  took  place  in  the  other  House 
^  the  question  of  the  repairs  of  the 
<^Wad  Fleet  and  also  of  the  Medi- 
^^Rvmean  Fleet  and  of  the  inefficiency 


of  those  Fleets  at  the  time  when  they 
are  required.  They  had  to  go  into 
dock  to  b3  repaired  ;  the  estimate 
was  that  only  two  line  of  battleships 
should  be  absent  from  the  Fleet 
at  a  time  in  *  order  that  the 
Fleet  should  be  kept  in  being. 
We  have  had  an  example  which  has 
shown  us  that  although  we  have  this 
enormous  Navy  we  cannot  keep  the 
Channel  Fleet  or  the  Mediterranean 
Fleet  in  being,  and  our  Home  Fleet 
is  acknowledged  to  be  only  one-half 
manned  by  nucleus  crews.  The 
nconsistency  of  this  enormous 
expenditure  in  machinery  without 
the  proper  ratio  of  expenditure 
in  repairs  is  the  most  dan- 
gerous thing  of  to-day.  What  is 
the  good  of  our  large  Fleets  unless 
they  are  ready  for  action  ?  We  are  told 
in  both  Houses  that  they  are  ready  for 
action,  but  when  they  are  tested  in  any 
sense  by  manoeuvres  or  otherwise 
it  is  proved  that  they  are  not 
and  that  there  is  a  large  amount 
of  repairs  due  on  each  ship  which  it  is 
recognised  must  be  done  before  they 
can  go  into  action.  Not  only  that,  but 
our  Fleets  are  not  ready  for  action 
even  to  be  able  to  steam  full  speed 
from  the  Channel  ports  to  Gibraltar. 
When  the  Home  Fleet  two  years  ago 
was  organised,  and  then  exhibited  with 
spectacular  effect  to  the  Members  of 
both  Houses,  they  had  a  manoeuvre 
soon  after.  What  was  the  effect  ?  Thd 
Admiralty  ordered  that  the  maximum 
speed  was  not  to  exceed  12  knots  because 
there  were  so  many  ships  that  were  out 
of  repair — that  had  such  a  large  amount 
of  repair  due  to  them  that  they  could 
not  go  more  than  12  knots.  That 
means  that  all  this  enormous  expenditure 
on  the  Navy  represents  capitalisation 
without  the  proper  amount  of  repairs 
being  kept  up.  We  have  had  to-day 
a  statement  from  the  representative 
of  the  Admiralty  in  regard  to  the 
stores  and  ordnance.  Why  is  it  that 
the  gun  carriages  and  the  ordnance 
cannot  bo  got  when  you  require  them  ? 
I  will  tell  you  why.  It  is  because 
fo:  igners  have  taken  up  the  output  that 
the  works  of  this  country  can  supply,, 
simply  because  the  Government  does  not 
lay  out  its  contracts  at  a  time  when  the 
works  are  able  to  put  the  work  in  hand 
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and  to  produce  what  is  wanted  and  have 
it  ready  for  the  Government  when 
it  is  required.  The  same  thing 
applies  to  stores.  We  are  told  by  His 
Majesty's  Government  that  stores  are 
being  supplied  in  full  quantities.  I 
would  ask  you  to  go  and  inquire  from 
any  captain  of  a  ship  or  any  admiral  of  a 
fleet   what   his   experience   is.  His 

expeiience  is  that  he  is  not  getting 
enough ;  the  stores  are  being  most 
niggaralily  served  out ;  they  are  being 
supplied  on  the  basis  not  of  what  is 
required,  but  what  the  Admiralty  have 
decided  they  can  supply.  These  esti- 
mates are  all  wrong  for  supplies  and 
ordnance.  You  .can  get  both,  and  you 
have  no  business  to  be  niggardly  with 
thenu  Why  you  should  not  be  nig- 
gardly is  because  of  the  common-sense 
view  that  you  own  a  large  and  valuable 
plant  and  machinery,  and  owning  that 
plant  and  machinery  you  ought  to  keep 
it  up  to  the  very  best  advantage.  If 
you  do  not  keep  it  up,  when  you  require 
it  it  will  fail  you.  That  is  the  position 
that  all  men  who  are  practically  in- 
terested in  machinery,  who  have  to  do 
with  building  ships  and  building  guuF^, 
take  up — that  repairs  are  not  properly 
kept  up.  They  are  demanded  by  ad- 
juirak,  captains,  and  engineers,  and  put 
on  a  list,  but  they  are  not  carried  out. 
The  small  repairs  are  carried  out 
exceedingly  well  by  the  repair 
ships  of  the  Fleet,  but  when  it 
comes  to  capital  repair,  to  the  repair  of 
battleships  so  that  they  may  \>e  ready 
for  any  contingency,  they  are  not  carried 
out.  Several  questions  have  been  asked 
and  answered,  but  have  the  answers  been 
practical  ?  Two  years  ago,  on  the 
Estimates  of  1906,  the  late  Premier  said 
the  Estimates  were  reduced  on  Che 
distinct  recommendation^  of  the 
Sea  Lords.  That  was  rather  a  change 
irom  what  had  been  the  custom  of  the 
Admiralty  before.  The  Sea  Lords  had 
never  been  brought  so  prominently 
before  Parliament  as  they  were  on  that 
occasion,  but  since  then  I  have  nevei 
heard  the  Sea  Lords  quoted  in  the  way 
of  stating  what  they  wanted  or  what  they 
recommended.  Undoubtedly  at  that 
time,  as  the  noble  Earl  who  brought  up 
the  question  has  explained  to  you,  there 
were  many  questions  of  expediency  that 
could  not  be  met  in  a  moment,  but  to- 
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day  we  have  the  Sea  Lords  pedectly 
silent  on  a  most  important  question-— one 
is  the  question  brought  up  to-day,  the 
homogeneousness  of  our  Fleet,  that 
battleships  require  cruisers,  tky  abo 
require  destroyers,  and  these  destioyezi 
require  torpedo  boats,  and  beyond  all 
the  necessity  of  a  dock  and  the  planting 
of  bases  upon  which  all  this  valuable  mach- 
inery can  fall  back  in  time  of  war.  Tou 
have  been  told  that  there  is  a  dock  at 
Sheemess.  I  would  like  you  to  ask  any 
admiral  to  take  his  fleet  up  to  Sheemess  in 
war  time  and  take  it  into  dock  without 
buoys,  which  would  have  been  removed. 
The  answer  is  that  there  is  a  dock  there, 
that  there  is  water  at  the  mouth  of  it, 
but  the  entrance  is  impracticable.  The 
same  thing  can  be  said  about  Chatham — 
that  it  cannot  be  got  at  easUy  by  these 
enormous  battleships  which  are  on  the 
increase  in  size,  and  which  you  must  all  re* 
cognise  are  not  less  than  a  £2,000,000 
investment.  The  whole  consbtency  of 
our  policy  must  be  considered  from  the 
battleships  down  to  the  dock.  We  have 
gone  on  building  battleships  for  the  last 
three  years  and  we  are  proposing  to 
increase  the  number  of  them,  but  what 
are  we  going  to  do  about  docks !  We 
are  going  to  build  Rosyth  in  ten  years. 

Ths  Eabl  of  GRANARD  :  Seven  yearal 

•Lord  LEITH  of  FTVIE  :  Take  even 
seven  years — we  want  the  dock   built 
within  two  years.    Where  shall  we  be 
in  seven  years  ?    We  shall  have  for^ 
more   line-of-battleships    in   the    NortA 
Sea  and  no  more  docks.    Let  us   see 
if  it  is  not  possible  to  get  docks  from 
the  commercial  side  on  our  coasts.    Why 
cannot   we   subsidise   those   who    build 
docks  t    Why   cannot    we    subsidise     a 
dock  as  well  as  subsidise  a  mail  steamer  1 
If  we  were  to  do  that  we  should  then 
have  the  benefit  of  a  dock  that   ^raa 
constantly     in     use     and     constantly 
paying  for  itself.     I  asked  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth  when   this  discussion   came    up 
two  years  ago  whether  it  was  poeaible 
to  suggest  that  as  a  practicable  question, 
and  I  understood  that  the  matter  bmd 
been  considered  by  the  Admiralty    but 
had  not  got  far  enough.    Since  then   I 
understand    that    one    dock    has    beeu 
opened  at  Sunderland  on  the  East  Coast* 
and  it  is  the  only  practicable  one    oix 
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tbt  coast  tlial  will  take  in  a  ship 
like  the  '' Dieadnought."  It  is  only 
npetting  over  and  over  again  what  has 
Wea  said  before  when  I  say  that  we  are 
B0(  cArrjing  out  a  consistent  policy. 
We  aie  investing  on  top  and  not  protect- 
iag  tbe  foundation.  The  foundation 
is  from  dock,  destroyer,  cruiser,  up  to 
hftttleship,  and  then  when  we  have  got 
tk  Fleets  in  being  what  we  wimt  is 
to  know  that  they  are  practically  em- 
ployed. Are  they  practically  employed  ? 
Has  the  Cliannel  Fleet,  or  the  Home 
Fleet  been  practically  engaged  in  this 
krt  year  ?  I  say  No,  they  have  not.  We 
eo^  to  have  had  them  properly  em- 
picked  so  that  as  a  combined  Fleet  they 
wen  defending  the  coast  as  it  was  the 
year  before  imder  Admiral  Wilson. 
Ike  experience  of  those  Fleets  in  being 
uder  manoeuvres  and  under  night 
miA'TUvres  and  war  tactics  cannot  be 
is  sity  way  estimated  except  by  those 
who  take  part  in  them.  In  the  past 
de  Cozmnanders-in-Chief  down  to  the 
midahipmen  have  all  had  that  ezperience, 
^  this  year  th^  have  not. 

•Low)  EVER8LEY :  After  the  speech 

«i  my  noUe  friend.  Lord  Lochee,  I  will 

lot  detain  the  House  at  any  length, 

tttstae  I  agree  with  him  in  almost  every- 

^  that  he  said.    But  I  should  like 

to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  question 

d  the  two-Power   standard.    I    agree 

»ith  my  noble    friend.   Lord   Lochee, 

thtt  the  two-Power  standard   has   no 

^ial  basis ;   that  it    is    a    point  on 

*hich  yon  cannot  lay  down  a  slanc^ard 

M  a  matter  of    principle  for  all  time 

to  e«me.      The     noble     Earl,    in   his 

opcaing  statement,     said     that  in  the 

pvt  the  two-Power  standard  had  been 

*^*ohrte  and   without   qualification.    I 

^  well  recollect  the  inception  of  the 

**»-Power  standard.    I  think  that  Lord 

^leoige  Hamikott    was    the    first    who 

*>Rooted  it  as  an  alternative  to  the 

poiey  which  had  previously  been  adopted. 

"or  a  great   many   years   previous   to 

1887  or  1888  the  standard  of  strwigth 

adopted  for  the  British  Navy  was  that 

oj  thiee  to  two,  as  compared  with  the 

'wch   Navy.    That,    I    believe,    had 

**«  the  standard  adopted  from  the  end 

rf  the  great  French  War  until  the  time 

I  ipeak  of,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  when 

ftther  Power  increased  its  Navy  some- 


what above  that  proportion  the  other  was 
certain  to  follow  suit,  and  that  standard 
was  considered  sufficient  by  naval 
authorities  and  by  successive  Gfovern- 
ments  for  many  years  until  1887  or  1888. 
About  that  time,  however,  the  increase 
of  the  Russian  Navy  and  the  close  alliance 
between  Russia  and  France  made  it 
expedient  and  necessary  to  adopt  another 
standard,  and  Lord  George  Hamilton 
was,  I  believe,  the  first  to  suggest  the 
two-Power  standard.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  it  had  be^i  absolute  and  un« 
qualified. 

Earl  CAWDOR :  I  do  not  wish  to 
interrupt.  When  I  said  the  statement 
had  been  absolute  and  unqualified,  I 
referred  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  ICnister  two  or  three  days  ago.   , 

♦Lord  EVERSLEY  :  I  am  going  to 
show  that  it  was  not  without  qualifica- 
tion when  it  was  first  suggested  by  Lord 
George  Hamilton.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  find  the  first  speech  in  which 
Lord  George  Hamilton  suggested  the 
standard,  but  I  find  a  leference  to  it  in 
a  later  speech  of  his  in  the  year  1893. 
Li  1893  Lord  George  Hamilton  made  an 
important  speech  on  the  naval  expendi- 
ture, very  much  like  the  speech  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  made  to-night,  namely^ 
he  called  upon  the  Government  quite 
late  .in  the  session,  I  think  in  December, 
to  lay  their  programme  for  the  next 
year  before  the  House,  and  in  that  speech 
he  dealt  with  a  two-Power  standard. 
He  said  that  it  was  admitted  to  be  a 
cardinal  part  of  the  policy  of  this  country 
that  the  minimum  standard  of  security 
which  the  country  demanded  and  ex- 
pected was  that  our  Fleet  should  be  equal 
to  the  combination  of  the  two  next 
strongest  ravies  in  Europe,  namely, 
France  and  Russia,  and  in  the  same 
speech  he  went  on  to  say — 

'*  When  the  late  GoTemment  introdiiced  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889  they  undertook  that 
if  a  certain  sum  of  money  was  placed  at  their 
disposal,  in  the  year  1894  the  British  Fleet 
would  be  equal  to  the  combined  force  of  any 
two  navies  in  Europe." 

That  restriction  to  Europe  is  a  very 
important  qualification,  and  for  my 
part  I  think  it  is  a  very  wise  one. 
Personally  I  should  look  with  some  dread 
at  the  inclusion  of  the  United  States  in 
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any  race  of  armaments  with  this  country. 
I  believe  it  is  wise  to  exclude  the  United 
States  Navy  from  any  consideration  of 
the  two-Power  standard.  The  point  is 
not  a  very  material  one  at  the  present 
moment,  because,  as  the  figures  of  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Lochee  show,  the 
present  strength  of  the  British  Navy  as 
compared  with  either  France,  Germany 
or  the  United  States,  is  very  great,  but 
in  respect  to  the  United  States  the 
question  might  become  a  material  and 
important  one  in  the  near  future,  and 
I  would  put  this  point  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  :  whether  if  the  United  States 
Government  should  consider  it  desirable 
to  increase  largely  their  fleet  with  a 
view  of  having  a  large  fleet  in  the 
Pacific,  it  would  be  wise  for  this  country 
immediately  to  increase  its  own  Fleet 
in  the  same  proportion. 

I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  a  pro- 
position about  which  I  feel  considerable 
doubt,  and  whenever  the  time  comes 
when  it  may  be  the  subject  of  discussion, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  a  wise  thing  on  the  part  of  this 
country  to  lay  down  as  a  proposition  for 
all  time  to  come  that  the  United  States 
should  be  included  in  the  two-Power 
standard.  My  noble  friend  Lord  Lochee 
has  given  figures  to  show  the  great 
strength  of  the  British  Fleet  at  the  present 
moment.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  in  his 
speech  has  hardly  done  credit  to  himself 
or  to  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
a  member.  He,  to  my  mind,  has  failed 
to  recognise  the  enormous  strength  of 
the  British  Fleet  as  compared  with 
the  fleets  of  other  Powers  at  the 
present  moment. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  The  noble  Lord 
must  pardon  me  for  interrupting  him 
again.  I  was  perfectly  definite  on  that 
point.  I  said  that  so  far  as  the  present 
supremacy  of  our  Fleet  was  concerned  I 
believed  it  to  be  absolute.  I  a<?!cepted 
it  as  being  absolute  at  the  present  time, 
and  therefore  I  did  not  pass  it  by. 

♦Lord  EVERSLEY  :  Certainly  the 
impression  on  my  mind  was  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  dwelt  sufficientlv  on  the 
present  existing  strength  of  the  Navy, 
and  I  think  it  is  right  to  mention  that 
not  onlv  is  that  due  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  to  the  great  exertions  of  the  late 

Lord  Enr^ey, 


Government  during  the  ten  years  that 
they  held  office^  but  also  the  fact  that  our 
relative  strength  to  other    Powers  has 
been  enormously  increased  by  their  policy 
in  regard  to  agreements  with  France  and 
Japan  which  have  enabled  the  concentra- 
tion of  our  battleships  in  home  waters. 
The  figures  of  my    noble    friend   Lord 
Lochee    showed  that  in  respect  to  the 
other  three  great  Powers,  the  two-Power 
standard  is  enormously  exceeded  in  all 
three  cases,  and  as  regards  Germany  the 
figures  show  that  the  strength  of  the 
British  Fleet  at  the  present  moment,  at 
least  in  battleships  and  armoured  cruisera, 
is  three  times  and  possibly  four  times 
greater  than   that   of   Germany.    That 
has,  as  I  have  said,  an  important  bearing  on 
the  present  question.    If  it  were  not  for 
one  important  fact  I  believe  it  would  be 
possible  to  make  a  considerable  reduction 
in  naval  expenditure  at  the  present  time. 
That  one  fact  I  need  hardlv  sav  is  the 
prospective  great  increase  of  the  German 
Navy.     But  we  must  recollect  that  that 
prospective  great  increase  in  the  Germmn 
Navy  has  to  be  spread  over  a  considerable 
number  of  years.    It  is  not  to  be  com- 
pleted until  the  year  1820.    By  that  time 
no   doubt   Germany  will  have   a    very 
formidable  fleet  of  these  bigger  vessels. 
During  the  same  time  France  also  has  a 
considerable  programme  of  shipbuilding, 
although  not  more    than    one    half    of 
that    of    Germany.      It  is  part  of  the 
German  programme  to  build  the  greater 
number  of  these  vessels  in  the  earlier  years 
and  the  lesser  number  in  the  later  years. 
If  it  were   possible  for  this  country  to 
adopt  the  plan  of  the  German  Govern- 
ment   and    to    have    a    definite    statu- 
tory   programme    spreading    over     the 
next  twelve  years,  to  be  completed  by  the 
year  1920,  and  to  equalise  the  Votes  daring 
that  period  and  spend  rather  a   larger 
amount  during  the  earlier  years  and  less 
in  the  later  years,  to  build  a  larger  amount 
of   tonnage    in    the    earlier  years,    %nd 
a   somewhat    lets   amount   of    tonna^ 
in  thi   later  ycar^,    it     would    be,      I 
think,  an  easy  matter  to  provide  for  the 
two-Power  standard  at  the  end  of  that 
period  sufliciently  to  meet  the  progranunee 
both  of  France  and  of  Germany  without 
any  large  addition  to  our  shipbuilding 
Vote.     But  the  difficulty  arises  from  the 
fact  that  I  have  mentioned,  that  the  addi^ 
tions  to  be  made  to  the  German   Fleet. 
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during  the  next  foui  or  five  years  will  be 
much   larger   than   in   the    subsequent 
years.      It     may     well     be,  therefore, 
that    during    the  next    three  or    four 
years   it    may   be    necessary   to   make 
some     addition     to     the     shipbuilding 
Vote.        I    doubt    whether    it  will  be 
necessary  to  do  so  to  the  extent  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  but  that  is  a 
matter  that  will  have  to  be  considered 
carefully  by  those  responsible  for  the 
naval  programme  in  the  next  year.    I 
would  venture  to  suggest  this  to  the 
Government,  whether  if  it  bs  necessary 
to  make  a  considerable  addition  to  the 
shipbuilding  Vote  in  the  next  three  or 
four  years  it  may  not  be  possible  to  effect 
some   reduction  in  other  parts  of  the 
naval  expenditure.    I  believe  it  is  com- 
monly considered  that  the  ^eat  increase 
of  expenditure  upon  the  Navy   during 
the  last  ten  years  has  been  wholly  due 
to  the  shipbuilding  Vote.    That  is  very 
far    from    being    the    case.    The    total 
increase  of  expenditure  upon  the  Navy 
during  the  last  ten  years  amounts  to  no 
less    than    £10,500,000.     Of    that    sum 
only  £1,000,000  is  due  to  the  increase  of 
the  shipbuilding  Vote.   The  shipbuilding 
Vote    ten    years    ago    was    £7,000,000. 
It      is      now     £8,000,000.        Of       the 
£10,500,000,     £1,500,000     is     due     to 
the    irterest    on    Siaking    Fund   upon 
money  borrowed  for  new  works  of  all 
kindsh — for  docks  and  harbours  and  the 
dredging  of  harbours,  and  so  forth — all 
over  the  world,  and  that  perhaps  ought 
not  to  be  included  in  any  comparison 
at  the  present  moment  with  the  expendi- 
ture of  ten  years  ago.    But  of  the  remain- 
ing £8,000,000,  £3,500,000  is  due  to  the 
increase  of  wages  and  victualling  of  the 
men;       something    like     £1,250,000     is 
due  to  the  increased  cost  of  repairs,  and 
something  like  £1,000,000  is  due  to  the 
increased  cost  of  coal,  and  in  that  way  we 
mount   up  to  no  less  than  £8,000,000 
increase     due  to  the   j)er8onnel  of  the 
Fleet.     During  that  time  the  fersonnd 
of    the    Fleet    has    been    increased    by 
28,000  men  ;     it  has  been  raised  from 
100,000  to  128,000  men.    At  the  present 
moment  the  number  of  men  in  the  Ger- 
man Navy  is  50,000,  and  the  number  of 
men  in  the  French  Navy  is  56,000.     It 
will   be    seen,  therefore,   that  the  two- 
Power  standard  is  enormously  exceeded 
in  respect  of  the  'personnel  of  the  British 


Fleet.  It  has  been  often  contended  by 
men  of  very  high  authority  in  the  Navy 
that  it  would  be  wise  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  British  Admiralty  to  adopt  more 
freely  the  short-service  system  and  to 
pass  a  larger  number  of  men  more 
rapidly  through  the  Service  into 
the  Reserve,  and  if  this  policy 
were  adopted  it  would  be  possible 
without  any  real  reduction  in  the 
efficiency  of  the  Fleet  to  make  a  very 
considerable  reduction  in  the  wages  Vote 
and  other  Votes  for  the  Navy.  It  would 
also  be  possible,  if  that  policy  were 
adopted,  considerably  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  vessels  in  commission,  and  conse- 
quently the  cost  of  their  repairs  and  coals. 
I  venture  to  suggest  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Government  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
and  tlie  programme  for  next  year, 
whether,  if  it  should  be  necessary  largely 
to  increase  the  shipbuilding  Vote,  it  might 
not  be  at  the  same  time  accompanied 
by  some  reduction  of  other  Votes.  I 
would  venture  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  of  the  total  expenditure  of  this 
country  a  very  much  smaller  amount  is 
spent  upon  the  building  of  new  ships 
than  is  the  case  with  either  Germany  or 
France.  Of  the  total  expenditure  of 
Grermany  upon  the  Navy,  namely,  of 
£16,000,000  during  the  present  year,  no 
less  than  £8,000,000  is  spent  upon  new 
ships,  in  other  words,  one-half,  and  the 
other  £8,000,000  is  spent  upon  their 
personnel.  In  the  case  of  England  out 
of  a  total  expenditure  of  £32,500,000, 
only  £8,000,000  is  spent  upon  new  ships, 
the  residue  being  spent  upon  the  personnel 
and  the  other  matters  to  which  I  have 
adverted.  Therefore,  while  in  (Jermany 
one-half  of  the  total  expenditure  is 
spent  upon  new  ships,  in  England  only 
one-fourth  is  so  spent,  and  that  seems 
to  me  also  to  point  to  the  possibility  of 
effecting  a  reduction  in  other  parts  of  the 
taval  service  if  we  are  called  upon  to 
spend  a  much  larger  amount  upon  the 
materiel.  However,  those  are  matters 
which  as  I  have  said  must  be  considered 
by  the  Government  in  determiiiiag  the 
programme  for  next  year.  I  join  with 
all  that  has  been  said  by  my  noble 
friends,  Lord  Granard  and  Lord  Loche**, 
as  to  the  iiexpediency  of  forcing 
the  hands  of  the  (}ovemm?nt  to  declare 
their  programme  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber for  next  year.    When  we  consider 
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that  by  the  beginning  of  March  it  will 
be  the  duty  of  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Naval  Estimates  to  state  to  the  country 
what  the  programme  of  the  Government 
for  the  coming  year  is,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  wise  course  is  to  leave  it  there, 
and  not  prematurely  to  force  their  hands. 

I  may  remind  the  House  that  the  last 
attempt  made  in  this  direction  was  in 
the  year  1893.  Lord  George  Hamilton 
then  brought  forward  a  Motion  in  the 
other  House  calling  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  declare  its  programme  for  the 
coming  year.  The  Motion  was  very 
strongly  opposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  a 
very  notable  speech,  and  he  made  these 
remarks  which  I  think  are  equally  appli- 
cable to  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
said — 

"  We  rest  on  the  principle  of  annual  account, 
annual  proposition,  and  annual  approval  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  we  say  is  the  only 
way  of  maintaining  regularity,  and  that 
regularity  is  the  only  talisinan  which  will  secure 
Parliamentary  control.  If  you  resort  to 
irreeular  periods,  irregular  proposals  in  moments 
of  chance  excitement  without  real  danger,  you 
destroy  all  powers  which  the  House  of  Commons, 
pressed  as  it  is  by  business  from  day  to  day, 
can  possibly  possess,  of  exercising  efficient 
control  oTer  the  executiye  GoTemment.*' 

Those  observations  seem  to  me  to 
apply  equally  to  the  present  time,  and 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord*  opposite, 
and  for  my  part,  although  I  think  I  have 
made  some  observations  containing  sug- 
gestions to  the  Government  as  to  what 
they  should  entertain  with  a  view  to 
their  programme  of  next  year,  I  have 
done  so  with  no  desire  to  force  their 
hands  or  to  compel  or  induce  them  at 
the  present  time  to  state  their  pro- 
gramme. I  have  done  so  with  a  desire 
that  these  matters  should  be  carefully 
considered  before  the  programme  for 
next  yiear  is  finally  resorted  to.  For 
my  part  I  think,  looking  back  at  the 
enormous  increase  of  expenditure  on 
the  Navy  during  the  last  three  years — 
it  has  increased  by  no  less  than 
£20,000,000  within  the  last  twenty 
years,  £10,000,000  of  that  increase  being 
in  the  last  ten  years,  and  I  cannot  look 
but  with  dismay  to  the  further  increase 
which  seems  to  be  indicated  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite.  I  believe  that 
sound  finance  and  light  taxation  and 
the  power  of  borrowing  money  largely 

Lord  Evenley 


whenever  emergency  occurs  is  at  least  as 
important  to  the  safety  and  to  the 
strength  of  the  country  as  the  multiply- 
ing of  military  and  naval  armaments  and 
the  multiplication  of  ships  which  prob- 
ably will  become  obsolete  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years. 

♦Lord  BRASSET:  My  Lords,  as 
the  important  subject  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  who  lately  presided  at 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  so  fittingly 
brought  before  us  has  already  been 
exhaustively  discussed  by  previous 
speakers  I  have  but  very  few  words  to 
offer  to  your  Lordships. 

As  to  the  superior  position  of  the 
Navy  at  the  present  time  no  doubt 
exists.  When  we  compare  the  amounts 
voted  for  construction  for  the  Navy  of 
Great  Britain  and  for  the  Navies  of  other 
countries,  more  especially  Germany,  it 
is  clear  that  we  are  falling  behhid. 
I  find  myself  in  accord  with  the 
noble  Lord,  Lord  Cawdor,  when  he 
insists  upon  the  necessity  of  laying 
down  six  capital  ships  if  we  are  to  main- 
tain the  two-Power  standard  in  relation 
to  construction — four  ships  to  be  laid 
down  with  as  little  delay  as  possible 
and  pushed  forward  vigorously,  and 
two  ships  to  be  laid  down  later  on. 

The    requirements    for    the    Britiak 
Navy  are  not  limited  to  "  Dreadnoughts" 
and  their  auxiliaries,  and  to  the  torpedo 
flotilla  of  which  Lord  Cawdor  has  spoken* 
The    '*  Dreadnoughts "    and   the    **  In- 
vincibles "  are  ships  specially  adapted 
for  service  on  the  high  seas.    The   ex- 
cellence of  the  designs  of  those   ships 
for  the  service  for  which  they  are  bcMit 
adapted  has  recently  been  commended 
by  all  the  foreign  authorities  who  have 
discussed  this    subject.     The    value    of 
the  type  is  establidied  by  its  univeraal 
adoption  by  all  the    maritime    Po^vera 
for  service  on  the  high  seas.    1 1  oaxotal 
waters  big  ships  are  exposed  to  gimve 
risks.    For  the  inshore  squadron  a  type 
of  ship  quite  different  from  the  "  Dread- 
nought" and  the    "bivincible"  ia    re* 
quired.    It  would  not  be  true  to    rav 
that  the  Admiralty  has    neglected    %he 
in-shore  squadron.    That  branch  of  nmvml 
construction    should    be    pushed    ^witla 
more  vigour.    The  naval  experience  ^    d 
the  professional  skill  which  have  given 
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us  the  "  Dieadnouglit "  and  the  "  In- 
▼ineiHe  "  should  now  be  directed  to  the 
in-dioie  squadron.  If  a  new  tjrpe  can 
be  devised,  possibly  an  annonred  de- 
strojer,  the  effect  maj  be  to  cause  some 
besitstion  among  all  naval  Powers  as  to 
&  desirahilrty  of  building  ships  of  ever- 
growing dimensions  for  all  purposes. 

Looking  ti  the  general  position  of 
tLe  country,  there  is  evidently  nothing 
to  justify  a  scare.  The  noble  Lord, 
Lord  Cawdor,  has  expressed  his  satis- 
iMtion  with  our  present  strength  in 
skips.  As  my  noble  friend,  Lord 
Eversley,  has  said,  in  manning  We  are 
fw  above  the  two-Power  standard. 
Tben,  again,  we  have  the  great  advantage 
of  possessing  a  chain  of  foreign  stations 
extending  round  the  globe.  Upon  that 
pomt  I  would  venture  to  observe  that 
we  are  not  destitute  of  places  in  which 
oor  Fleets  may  anchor  on  the  East 
Coast  We  have  the  splendid  natural 
birboar  of  Cromarty,  which  is  now 
tbe  headquarters  of  our  Fleets  when 
It  exercise  in  that  part  of  the  German 
Ocean. 

It  is  regrettable  that  in  times  of 
peace  it  should  be  necessary  to  impose 
Itrge  additional  burdens  on  the  taxpayers. 
It  isdedrable  on  political  grounds  that  the 
knng-down  progranmie  in  the  next  Navy 
Estimates  should  be  of  an  ample  nature, 
n  tbe  laying-down  programme  is  inade- 
<]Qite  those  discussions  as  to  the  strength 
i  the  Navy,  which  we  all  regret,  will 
ttm  again  and  again.  They  do  not 
Bttb  for  friendly  relations  between 
^■QiMhres  and   foreign   countries. 

Tbcount  MIDLETON  :  I  propose 
to  occupy  your  Lordships  only  for  a 
moment,  but  as  by  the  rules  of  your 
Lordihips*  House  my  noble  friend  is 
<&aUe  to  rise  again,  I  should  lik)  to 
MT  that  should  the  debate  terminate  with 
tbe  statements  which  have  been  made 
Bp  to  now  from  the  Government  Bench, 
I  iear  there  will  be  very  considerable 
appointment  and  dissatisfaction  among 
^bote  who  are  interested  in  naval  affairs. 
W  ni^t  we  had  a  discussion  in  which 
tbe  Government  were  pressed  to  make 
I  definite  declaration  on  a  matter  of  the 
■ost  argent  national  importance,  and 
^  apparent  irresolution  on  that 
9*tstkiB  will,  I  think,  cause  comment. 


and  has  caused  comment,  as  mayba  seen 
by  those  who  have  read  to-day's  papers, 
and  in  some  degree  we  are  in  the  same 
position  to-night. 

I  need  hardly  say  that  I  take  no  ex* 
ception  to  the  manner  or  to  the  method 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  speaks  for  the 
Admiralty  in  this  House,  and  who  always 
speaks,  if  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  with 
full  command  of  every  subject  which 
he  undertakes.  But  the  noble  Earl 
cannot  go  beyond  the  information  which 
is  supplied  to  him  from  the  Admiralty, 
and  in  this  case  I  think  I  should  be 
inclined  to  say  of  him,  as  was  said  by 
the  Yankee  publican  who  saw  Niagara 
for  the  first  time,  that  it  would  have  been 
splendid  but  for  the  poverty  of  the 
material. 

We  are  really  hardly  answered  on 
the  main  points  on  which  Lord  Cawdor 
has  pressed  the  Government  to-night. 
Speaker  after  speaker  has  given  explana- 
tions which  do  not  bear  on  the  subject 
which  was  immediately  uppermost  in 
the  mind  of  the  noble  Earl  behind  me. 
The  noble  Lord  who  6fpoke  for  the  first 
time,  I  think,  in  this  House,  and  whom 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  listening  to  very 
often  in  another  place,  spoke  strongly 
as  to  our  present  relative  superiority  to 
foreign  naval  Powers,  but  that  was  not 
the  point  on  which  Lord  Cawdor  pressed 
for  an  explanation  from  the  Government* 
It  is  admitted  at  this  moment  that  the 
Navy  has  been  fully  maintained,  but 
his  apprehension  was  that  in  1911  under 
the  programmes  of  which  we  are  aware 
by  other  Powers,  we  shall  fall  short 
in  battleships  and  in  the  accompanying 
expenditure  on  battleships,  unless  more 
ships  are  laid  down  at  a  very  early 
date  than  we  have  yet  had  a  pledge 
from  the  Grovemment  to  lay  down. 

The  noble  Lord  also  pressed  on  the 
House  our  position  with  regard  to  a  base 
in  the  North  Sea.  I  am  not  experienced 
enough  to  say  whether  it  is  possible  for 
the  Government  to  make  a  more  satis- 
factory reply  than  they  have  made  on 
that  subject,  but  to  tell  us  that  the  best 
we  can  hope — and  even  that  is  only  a 
hope — ^is  that  we  may  have  some  docks 
in  seven  years  time  is  certainly  no 
encouraging  at  a  moment  coming  closely 
after  such  a  debate  as  that  of  last  night. 
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Then  again  I  am  sure  that  the  Hou3e 
and  the  country  would  have  welcomed 
a  more  defixiite  statement  as  to  guns 
and  mountings.  My  noble  friend  behind 
me,  Lord  Leith,  told  the  House  that 
our  difficulty  in  getting  gims  and  mount* 
ings  delivered  up  to  time  was  that  the 
plant  of  many  of  the  largest  contractors 
was  taken  up  by  foreign  orders  placed 
at  the  right  time — ^when  ours  were  not. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  that  that 
is  the  case,  but  I  think  that  thet  demands 
an  answer  and  a  refutation,  if  refutation 
can  be  given,  from  the  Government 
Bench. 

The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  a  few 
moments  ago.  Lord  Eversley,  told  the 
House  of  the  apprehension  with  which 
he  views  the  enormous  growth  of  naval 
expenditure.  He  said  that  there  had  b se  n 
£10,000,000  in  ten  years  added  to  the  Es- 
timates, or  £20,000,000  in  twenty  years, 
and  that  that  was  an  enormous  addition. 
I  entirely  concur  with  him,  but  some 
of  us  have  thought,  if  we  were  to  go  into 
the  regions  of  finance,  that  a  Government 
which  has  before  it  expenditure  vouched 
for  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  his  under- 
taking to  keep  up  the  standard  of  two 
Powers,  was  unwise,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
in  discarding  £3,000,000  of  revenue 
this  year  from  the  sugar  duties,  and  so 
placing  himself  in  a  position  of  great 
inconvenience,  and  possibly  even  of  danger, 
next  year,  and  my  noble  friend  pressed 
strongly  on  the  Government  that  they  are 
by  not  laying  down  battleships  at  this 
moment  transferring  to  the  subsequent 
years  a  financial  burden  which  it  may 
then  be  extremely  inconvenient  to 
bear.  We  all  know  that  in  naval 
matters  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  if 
possible,  to  distribute  the  financial  burden, 
80  that  there  shall  not  be  an  undue 
pressure  on  the  Admiralty  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  any  year  to 
reduce  Estimates,  especially  at  a  time 
when  we  have  a  falling  revenue. 

I  believe  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  is  about  to  rise,  and  I 
venture  to  urge  him,  as  he  always  speaks 
with  the  utmost  clearness,  to  give  us  as 
definite  an  imdertaking  in  this  matter 
as  he  possibly  can.  It  is  not  for  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  estimate  exactly 
the  effect  of  the  Government  plan 
of  meeting  serious  Motions,  pressed  with 

Viscount  Midleton, 


all  due  courtesy,  as  we  hope,  with  abso- 
lutely inconclusive  replies.  We  are  not 
in  a  position  in  this  House^  as  the  Houae 
of  Commons  is,  to  stop  supplies,  or 
to  take  any  strong  measure  of  th^t 
kind,  but  if  we  are  to  judge  by  what  we 
see  in  the  public  Press,  if  we  are  to  judge 
by  the  effect  of  these  debates  on  tie  pub- 
lic mind  throughout  the  country,  they 
certainly  have  a  most  damaging  effect 
in  the  direction  of  destroying  confidence 
in  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 

We  believe  and  fully  credit  the  desire 
and  determination  of  the  Gbvemment 
to  adhere  to  the  two-Power  standard, 
but  we  would  urge  that  with  regard  to 
points  such  as  those  Lord  Cawdor  has 
made,  in  which  you  cannot  overtake  a 
mistake  or  an  omission  to  lay  down 
battleships,  which  he,  with  his  great 
experience,  now  declares  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  lay  down,  we  may  be 
given  the  best  assurances  that  can  be 
given  to  allay  the  feeling  which  has 
arisen  on  this  matter. 

The  Earl  op  GRANARD  :  My  Lords , 
may  I,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
be  allowed  to  make  one  renaark  in  answer 
to  my  noble  friend  Lord  Midleton.  He 
said  that  I  had  made  no  statement  with 
regard  to  what  the  position  of  the  country 
would  be  after  the  year  1911.  I  men- 
tioned that  at  the  end  of  1911  the 
Germans  would  have  thirteen  *' Dread- 
noughts "  and  "  Invincibles,"  and  that 
we  should  have  twelve.  I  then  went  on 
further  to  state  that  all  the  ships  which 
we  proposed  building  under  next  year's 
programme  would  be  completed  by  the 
end  of  1911.  The  noble  Lord  misquoted 
me  there  ;  he  said  that  I  made  no  mention 
in  regard  to  that. 

Then  with  reference  to  gun-mountings 
the  same  observation  applies.  I  stated 
that  the  Admiralty  would  see  that  all 
fittings  and  gun-mountings  and  guns,  etc. , 
were  delivered  in  time  for  the  ships  of  this 
year's  programme  being  completed  by 
i911. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  an3rthing  else 
to  reply  to  except  perhaps  with  regaixl 
to  the  question  Lord  Leith  raised  about 
repairs,  and  also  with  regard  to  the 
exercise  of  the  Home  Fleet  Division.  I 
may  say  with  regard  to  the  Home  Fleet 
Division  that  they  were  exercised   this 
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year  and  the  result  was  extremely  satis- 
factory in  every  way,  in  fact  they  com- 
pared very  favourably  with  any  of  the 
other  Fleets  which  are  in  regular  com- 
mission. As  your  Lordships  are  aware 
the  Home  Fleet  is  a  nucleus  Fleet  and 
have  only  three-fifths  of  the  complement 
on  board,  the  other  two-fifths  making 
up  the  full  complement  being  in  shore 
establishments. 

As  to  the  other  question  that  was 
raised  with  regard  to  subsidising  private 
docks,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  the 
Government  have  had  no  ofier  from  any 
private  firm  in  the  direction  of  subsi- 
dising any  dock,  and  of  course  a  dock 
such  as  would  take  a  "Dreadnought," 
would  not  be  of  much  use  on  the  East 
Coast,  unless  there  were  adequate  forti- 
fications surrounding  it. 

I  think  there  is  nothing  else  to  add, 
except  to  say  as  regards  the  two-Power 
standard  that  we  have  nothing  to  add  to 
what  the  Prime  Minister  said  on  that 
subject. 


THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  DOCKS. 

♦Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  rose,  "  To 
ask  the  Government  if  they  do  not  deem  it 
advisable  to  make  a  statement  of  their 
intentions  in  connection  with  the  building 
of  men-of-war,  and  to  produce  Supple- 
mentary   Estimates    for    that    purpose 
before  Christmas  instead  of  waiting  until 
next  Easter ;  and  also  to  ask  them  if  they 
do  not  think  that  it  would  be  expedient 
to  construct  large  docks  at  Chatham  and 
other  eastern  ports  by  means  of  a  loan 
which  should  be  paid  ofi  in  about  twenty 
years  time,  as  such  docks,  if  constructed, 
would  be  of  considerable  value  at  the 
end  of  that  period,  as  is  the  case  with 
many  of  our  existing  docks  of  far  greater 
antiquity."    The  noble  Lord  said  :    My 
Lords,    I    shall    confine    mv    remarks 
to  the  desirability  of  constructing  large 
docks  on  the  East  Coast  bv  means  of 
loans.    I   admit   it   would   be   difficult 
for   any  Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer 
to    raise   next   year    by   taxation    the 
money  that  we  shall  require  for  ships  as 
well  as  docks.    I  therefore  consider  it 
justifiable  finance  to  borrow  the  money 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  building 
docks  and  to  arrange  for  a  sinking  fund 
so  as  to  pay  off  that  loan  in  twenty  years 
time.    When  the  twenty  years  are  out, 
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we  should  still  have  valuable  docks  fully 
suitable  for  what  will  be  the  second-class 
ships  of  1928,  even  if  they  are  not  suitable 
for  the  first-class  ships  of  that  date, 
whereas  if  there  is  a  loan  for  shipbuilding, 
the  ships  themselves  would  be  of  little 
value  after  twenty  years.  For  instance, 
if  you  look  at  our  present  dockyards,  a 
large  part  of  the  masonry  forming  the 
older  parts  of  the  dockyard  built  previous 
to  1850  when  sailing  went  out  and  steam 
came  in,  is  all  there  in  use  at  the  present 
day,  and  is  probably  still  worth  6s.  in  the 
£  of  what  was  spent  on  it,  and  it  remains 
to  us  as  a  valuable  legacy  from  our 
ancestors. 

With  regard  to  Chatham,  my  remarks 
on  that  head  are  rather  dependent  upon 
the  Port  of  London  Bill  deepening  tha 
access  to  that  yard  sufficient  to  allow  a 
wounded  "Dreadnought"  3  feet  down 
by  the  bow,  and  with  a  heel  of  several  de- 
grees being  able  to  get  up  to  Chatham.  If 
that  cannot  be  arranged  for,  there  are  other 
docks  on  the  East  Coast  which  should 
be  deepened  in  order  to  be  able  to  receive 
a  water-logged  vessel  with  a  heavy  list. 

There  are  two  docks  at  Chatham  that 
were  already  in  existence  at  the  time  when 
Mr.  Secretary  Pepys  was  writing  his 
Diaries  at  the  Admiralty,  Docks  No.  2 
and  No.  4.  Dock  No.  2  was  built  in 
the  time  of  James  I.  Its  length  at  that 
time  was  about  200  feet  and  its  depth 
14  feet  6  inches.  Fifty  years  ago  the 
wood  in  that  dock  was  replaced  by 
granite,  and  its  length  was  incrrasel 
to  345  feet  6  inches,  and  its  depth  to 
23  feet  7  inches.  In  1860  and  ii 
1866  I  see  that  its  length  was  again 
increased,  so  that  it  is  now  404 
feet  long.  The  work  done  in  exca- 
vating in  the  time  of  Jamas  I.  is  still 
of  use,  and  posterity  is  still  benefiting 
by  it 

To  take  Dock  No.  4,  that  dock  was 
built  before  the  year  1688,  and  was 
then  apparently  about  the  same  size 
as  No.  2.  It  has  been  repeatedly 
lengthened  and  improved,  work  is 
going  on  upon  it  now,  and  it  is  to  be  331 
feet  long.  So  that  much  of  the  work 
done  in  the  reigns  of  Charles  II.,  Oeorire 
III.,  William  IV.  and  in  the  first  half 
of  Queen  Victoria's  reign  is  still  of  use 
and  of  value  to  the  ^omptaj. 
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Between  1871  aiid  1873  Docks  Nos.  5, 
6^  7  and  8  were  built  at  Chatham,  all 
of  which,  though  at  least  thirty -fiVe 
years  old,  are  still  of  use.  About  five 
years  ago  there  was  a  schetne  before 
the  Admiralty  for  building  a  basin  with 
additional  large  docks  at  St.  Mary's 
Island,  Chatham,  which  was  at  one  time, 
I  understand,  said  to  be  approved  of 
by  the  Admiralty,  but  it  has  not  yet 
been  carried  out.  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  that  particular  scheme  should 
be  reconsidered.  Under  the  Port 
of  London  Bill,  the  Thames  is  to  be 
deepened.  And,  you  do  deepen  the 
Thames,  Chatham  becomes  easy  of 
access,  and  one  of  the  chief  objections  to 
large  docks  at  Chatham  will  have  d's- 
appeared.  Furthermore,  it  is  a  very 
difficult  place  for  an  enemy  to  get  up  to, 
which  is  an  avadntage  that  some  of  the 
other  docks  we  are  thinking  of  building 
do  not  possess. 

I  do  not  wish  to  weary  the  House  by 
giving  you  the  history  of  Plymouth  or 
Portsmouth  Dockyards.  I  think  that  I 
have  said  enough  to  show  the  desira- 
bility of  building  fresh  docks  on  the 
East  Coast  where  our  largest  ships  can 
be  docked  and  promptly  repaired,  and 
I  think  I  have  proved  that  if  the  country 
were  to  borrow  the  money  and  docks 
were  constructed  by  means  of  a  loan 
with  twenty  years  to  run,  the  country 
would  still  have  good  value  left  in  those 
docks  at  the  end  of  the  twenty  years. 

After  the  victory  of  Camperdown  the 
relative  importance  of  our  eastern  dock- 
yards declined,  and  our  expenditure  on 
docks  was  concentrated  on  those  in  our 
Channel  ports.  But  of  late  years  our 
supremacy  on  the  North  Sea  has  been 
threatened  by  another  Power  infinitely 
greater  than  that  of  Holland,  inasmuch 
as  she  disposes  of  large  armies  as  well 
as  an  increasing  Fleet,  so  that  our  eastern 
yards  have  resumed  their  importance, 
and  they  should  be  improved  and  put 
on  a  war  footing  without  delay  and  made 
capable  of  docking  large  ships.  I  gather 
that  the  Admiralty  are  expediting  work 
at  Rosyth.  If  so,  I  am  glad  of  it,  and 
I  hope  they  will  continue  to  do  so,  and 
if  possible  that  they  will  reduce  the  seven 
years  to  five  years.  But  a  dock  at 
Chatham  large  enough  to  take  a  damaged 

Lord  ElUnborough, 


"  St.  Vincent "  ought  also  to  be  com- 
menced at  once. 

The  Globe  of  August  24th  says  that — 

*'  Kiel  has  two,  docks,  and  Wilhelmshaven 
has  one  dock  capable  of  taking  in  the  latest 
battleships,  while  the  Kaiser  Dock  of  the 
North  German  Lloyd  at  Bremen,  and  the 
floating  dock  of  Blohm  and  Voss  at  Hamburg 
can  receive  the  new  battle-ships  in  case  of  need. 
Two  huge  dry  docks  are  now  nearing  com- 
pletion in  the  shipbuilding  yard  of  Wiihelms' 
haven.  Near  Bnmsbuttel,  the  North  Sea 
opening  of  the  Kiel  Canal,  two  more  large  dry 
docks  are  to  be  built,  while  Blohm  and  Vo8« 
and  the  Vulcan  Shipbuilding  Yard  are  building 
on  the  EUbe  two  floating  docks,  each  of  30,00l> 
tons  capacity.  As  there  are  rumours  of  a 
large  floating  dock  to  be  built  at  Kiel,  the 
German  Navy  will  have  sufficient  dook  accom- 
modation for  its  biggest  vessels  in  the  neav 
future." 

The  country  that  has  the  command  of 
the  seas,  must  have  docks  as  well  as 
battleships,  and  the  fewer  days  a  ship 
is  away  from  her  station  for  repairs. 
the  better.  Further,  she  runs  the  risk 
of  being  attacked  while  she  is  in  a  crippled 
state,  and  the  nearer  she  is  to  some 
safe  place,  some  rabbit-hole  as  it  were, 
into  which  she  can  run,  the  better. 
We  require  a  double  dock  standard  as 
well  as  a  double  ship  standard  in  the 
North  Sea. 

I  now  put  the  Question  that  stands 
in  my  name. 

The  Earl  of  GRAN ARD  :  My  Lonls . 
the  question  raised  by  my  noble  friend 
JUord  EUenborough,  with  regard  to  dock?, 
has  been  very  carefully  considered   by 
the    Government    on    many    occasions, 
and  I  may  say  that  the  special  dock 
to   which   he   drew    our   attention   and 
the  suggestion  he  made  that  Chathan\ 
should  be  deepened  and   made  into    a 
suitable  dock  has  been  before  the  Admir- 
alty quite  recently,  and  it  i?,  in   fact, 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Admir- 
alty at  the  present  moment.     I  under- 
stand,   however,    that    there   are    8om<* 
very  great  difficulties — I  believe  nearly 
insuperable   difficulties — in   the   case    of 
Chatham  with    regard  to  the  channel, 
and   it   is   verv   doubtful    whether    tho 
Admiralty  will  be  able  to  see  their  way 
to    recommend    the    deepening    of    the 
channel,   and   the   expense   that    wouhi 
involve  in  order  to  make  it  a  dock  that 
would  take  a  "  Dreadnought." 
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Tkc  noble  Lord  also  mentioned  that 
tkere  were  very  few  docks  on  the  south 
coirt 

♦IiORD  ELLENBOROUGH  :  No,  on 
tke  eait  coast.  We  have  quite  enough 
do?k5  on  the  south  coast.  We  are  well 
provided  there,  except  that  you  ought 
to  finish  the  new  dock  at  Portsmouth 
w  which  the  work  is  going  forward 
now,  I  believe. 

The  Barl  of  GRANARD  :  Yes, 
the  noble  Lord  is  perfectly  correct. 
Work  b  going  on  at  the  dock  at  Ports- 
mmth  and  that  dock  will  shortly  be 
completed.  Then  the  noble  Lord  sug- 
grted  that  money  should  be  borrowed 
01  the  system  that  was  in  vogue  some 
vi&rs  ago  under  the  Naval  Loans  Act, 
by  which  these  docks  could  be  paid 
for,  and  he  very  justly  stated  that 
money  borrowed  in  this  way  would  be 
liAble  in  the  case  of  docks  where  the 
mit^rial  and  the  docks  remained  for 
» great  length  of  time  to  be  of  value  to 
tk?  country  still  in  twenty  years  time, 
whereas  the  life  of  a  battleship  is  only 
twenty  years,  and  it  is  not  of  very  great 
valac  at  the  end  of  that  time.  I  will 
place  the  points  which  have  been  raised 
by  mv  noble  friend  before  the  Admiralty, 
Aii  I  am  sure  they  will  give  them  due 
fOMideration. 
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THE  MERCANTILE  MARINE. 

LoBD  MUSKERRY :  My  Lords,  I 
f»e  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
4«e  Islands  mainly  depend  for  their 
food  simply  upon  the  ships  of  the  mer- 
cantile marine,  and  to  point  out  the 
wrioos  danger  involved  m  having  any 
^i  our  merchant  ships  commanded  or 
oiBcered  by  foreigners ;  and  to  move 
to  resolve  :  "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  House  that,  for  the  better  defence 
of  this  country,  the  Government  should 
Mid  the  granting  of  Board  of  Trade 
ccitiftcates  for  competency  as  masters 
«  mates  to  any  who  are  not  British 
•objects." 

Yesterday  there  was  a  most  interesting 
Wttte  in  your  Lordships*  House  on  the 
Modou  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Field- 
Itnhal  Lord  Roberts.  As  far  as  I 
c*>nW  gather^  everj'body  in  this  House 
•fanitted    the    necessity    of    having    a 


defending  Army,  though  there  was  a 
variance  of  opinion  as  to  what  the 
strength  of  that  Army  should  be  and  as 
to  how  it  should  be  formed.  To-day 
we  have  had  the  subject  of  the  Navy 
brought  up,  and  I  think  that  every  one 
in  this  House  is  also  in  agreement  that 
we  should  have  a  powerful  and  efficient 
Navy.  Has  it  ever  struck  any  of  your 
Lordships  that  our  Royal  Navy  and  our 
Army  are  perfectly  useless  without  the 
merchant  navy?  This  may  seem  very 
startling,  but  it  is  the 'absolute  truth, 
and  in  very  few  words  I  think  I  can  show 
your  Lordships  that  it  is  so.  w  ] 

England  depends  entirely  on  the  three 
services — the  Royal  Navy,  the  Merchant 
Navy,  and  the  Army ;    and  if  you  take 
any  one  of  these  away,  the  other  two 
alone  will  not  be  of  much  service.     Of 
the  three   services,  the  merchant   navy 
is  the  oldest,  and  it  is  the  one  that  has 
laid  the  foundations  of  the  British  Empire. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Earl  stated  yester- 
day that  the  defending  Army  should  be 
at  least  a  million  of  men.     Well,   my 
Lords,  even  if  you  had  that  million  of 
men,  if  you  had  ten  millions  of  men,  if 
every  able-bodied   man  in  the   United 
Kingdom  was  a  highly  trained  soldier, 
they  would  be  useless  for  defence  without 
your   merchant   navy.     It    is   perfectly 
true  that  they  could  repel  all  invasion 
from  Continental  Powers,  but  there  is 
one  enemy  that  they  could  not  repel 
without    the    ships    of    the    merchant 
service,  and  that    is  starvation.     Take 
away  the  ships  of  the  merchant  service 
and  in  a  very  short  time  your  defending 
Army  would  be  starved  into  submission. 
The  ships  of  the  Royal  Navy  would  be 
no  use  under  such  conditions,  for  they 
have   not  the   stowage  room   to   carry 
sufficient   food   supplies,   and   many   of 
the    naval     ships    would    be    rendered 
inefficient  for  want  of  the  merchant  ships 
to  carry  them  coal  and  other  supplies,    j 

My  Lords,  in  this  House  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  in  the  public  Press,  the 
claims  and  requirements  of  both  our 
Army  and  Navy  are  constantly  being 
put  forward,  and  rightly ;  but  where 
do  we  ever  see  the  claims  of  the  merchant 
service  put  forward  ?  From  the  tirre 
when  the  Navigation  Laws  were  repealed 
— which  laws,  my  Lords,  will  have  to 
be  ro-cna'^ted  sooner  or  later  if  England 
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is  to  maintain  her  position  as  a  great 
Power — from  that  time  until  now,  what 
encouragement  has  been  given  to  the 
men  of  the  merchant  service,  to  the 
officers  of  the  merchant  service,  or  to 
the  shipowners  ?  It  is  true  there  is 
one  instance  where  the  Government 
advanced  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
at  a  very  low  rate  of  interest  to  the 
Cunard  Company  and  gave  them  a  large 
yearly  subsidy,  but  this  was  simply  for 
fhe  building  of  the  two  large  turbine 
liners. 

The  subject  of  the  Motion  now  before 
your  Lordships  is  no  new  one.  I  in- 
troduced it  as  a  Bill  in  1905,  and  on 
several  previous  occasions  I  have  brought 
it  before  this  House.  As  your  Lordslups 
know,  we  depend  very  largely  for  the 
food  supplies  of  these  Islands  on  the 
products  of  other  countries.  Grain,  meat, 
aiid  other  food  supplies  come  to  us  from 
practically  all  over  the  world — from 
Canada,  from  California,  from  Russia, 
from  Australia,  the  Argentine  Republic, 
and  other  places ;  and  any  stoppage 
of  these  supplies  for  any  length  of  time 
would  mean  starvation,  or  very  nearly 
starvation,  amongst  the  inhabitants  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

In  the  mercantile  marine  there  are, 
approximately,  1,900  officers  and  25,000 
men  who  belong  to  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve.  Most  of  these  officers  and 
men  are  sailing  in  our  liners.  In  the 
event  of  a  war  with  a  great  naval  Power, 
all  these  officers  and  men  would  be  re- 
quired to  serve  in  the  Royal  Navy. 
Their  places  in  the  liners  would  have 
to  be  filled  by  British  captains  and 
officers  taken  from  what  are  miscalled 
the  tramps  of  our  merchant  service, 
which  I  would  remind  your  Lordships 
are  the  vessels  that  carry  our  food  sup- 
plies. A  liner  takes  iAt  more  officers 
than  a  tramp  of  the  same  size.  The 
men  also,  the  British  seamen,  would  be 
taken  to  supply  the  deficiencies  amongst 
the  crcw8  of  the  liners.  The  result 
would  be  that  we  would  have  to  depend 
on  ships  carrying  our  food  supplies 
commanded,  officered,  and  manned  by 
foreigners,  and  this  cannot  but  be  re- 
garded as  a  serious  danger  to  this  country. 
The  percentage  of  aliens  in  our  tramps 
is"  over  50  per  cent. ;  there  are  472  alien 
captains   and   officers,    and   there   are. 
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aceording  to  the  latest  Returns,  3,297 
aKen  petty  officers,  numbers  of  wlu>m, 
I  dare  say,  are  aspiring  to  hold  hig^r 
grades.  Not  only  that,  but  there  is  a 
most  pernicious  practice,  or  was  up  to 
very  lately,  of  carrying  foreign  boya  as 
apprentices  in  British  ships,  and  after 
four  years  service  they  will,  of  course, 
wish  to  obtain  British  certificates  in  order 
to  get  higher  pay.  It  is  only  this  very 
year  that  we  discussed  the  subject  of  a 
new  training  ship  started  by  the  White 
Star  Line  for  officers,  and  it  does  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  most  unfair  and  unjust  thing 
to  induce  young  English  boys  to  enter 
the  British  merchant  service  and  then, 
after  they  have  obtained  their  certificates, 
for  them  to  find  that  the  posts  they  might 
reasonably  expect  to  occupy  are  taken 
by  aliens. 

The  Admiralty  have  alwajns  recognised 
the   principle   of   this   Motion,   because 
whenever  they  charter  any  of  our  mer- 
chant ships  they  not  only  insist  on  their 
being    commanded    and    officered    by 
British  subjects  and  containing  a  large 
proportion  of  British  seamen  in  the  crew, 
but  they  also,  in  many  cases,  require  all 
the  crew  to  be  British  subjects.    Ore 
example  of  this  was  the  case  of  the  S.S. 
"  Powderham."    When   she    was   lying 
in   a   Continental   port  she  shipped   a 
number  of  alien  seamen  and  firemen. 
She  then  came  over  to  this  country,  and 
was  chartered  by  the  Admiralty  to  carry 
Government  stores  to  South  Africa.    On 
reaching  London  the  captain  was  com- 
pelled by  the  Admiralty  to  discharge  the 
alien  crew,  and  he  had  to  give  them  one 
month's  pay  in  lieu  of  notice.    Even 
supposing    a    ship    were    manned    and 
officered  by  British  subjects  and  had  only 
an  alien  captain,  this  would  be  still  a 
most  serious  danger.    We  may  assume 
that  the  captain  would  certainly  be  the 
first,  and  possibly  the  only  one,  on  board 
to  hear  that  war  had  broken  out,   and 
if  he  were  a  subject  of  the  Power  with 
which  we  might  be  at  war,  what  would 
be  more  easy  than  for  him  to  take  the 
ship  into  a  port  belonging  to  the  enemy, 
where  the  first  thing  the  British  officers 
and  crew  would  know  of  war  having 
broken  out  would  be  finding  themselves 
prisoners  and  the  ship's  cargo  in   the 
hands    of    the    enemy?    The    capt&in 
could  easily  inform  his  officers  that  he 
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had  received  orders  from  his  owners 
to  deliver  the  ougo  at  Hob  particular 
port.  If  such  a  atate  of  tiungs  existed 
as  the  noble  and  gallant  Field  Marshal 
in  his  Motion  yest^day  desired  to  meet 
by  having  an  efficient  defending  Army, 
then  the  loss  of  even  one  ship  conveying 
food  supplies  would  be  a  very  serious 
matter  to  tiiis  country. 

On  former  occasions  I  have  been  told 
that  there  was  no  need  to  do  anything 
to  prevent  foreigners  commanding  and 
officering  British  ships,  as  they  were  not 
increasing  in  numbers.  With  all  due 
respect,  there  is  no  sense  in  such  a  reply. 
The  existence  of  even  one  alien  com- 
mander'is  a  menace;  but  where  you 
have  472  alien  commanders  and  officers 
this  is  a  stiU  more  serious  danger.  Now, 
for  one  moment  I  will  just  deal  with  this 
argument.  It  is  said  there  is  no  need 
to  put  a  stop  to  foreigners  obtaining 
certificates  because  they  are  not  in- 
creasing in  numbers.  If  that  be  so, 
why  is  there  any  objection  to  forbid 
any  further  certificates  being  granted  to 
aliens  ?  Or  is  there  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  a  Government  Department  that 
more  aliens  should  come  into  the  mer- 
chant service  ?  If  that  is  the  case,  I 
could  understand  the  unpatriotic  refusal 
to  forbid  foreigners  talang  out  certifi- 
cates ;  but,  if  it  is  not  so,  there  is  neither 
rhyme  nor  reason  in  refusing  to  take 
what  is  a  very  obvious  precaution,  and 
one  which  most,  if  not  all,  of  the  leading 
maritime  Powers  have  already  taken 
to  safeguard  their  mercantile  marine. 

My  Lords,  it  is  no  good  providing  a 
large  defensive  Army  for  this  country 
if  you  do  not  at  the  same  time  make  sure 
that  it  will  be  properly  fed.  I  venture  to 
read  once  agam  the  statement  made  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  February, 
1900,  by  the  then  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade— 

**  Take,  for  instance,  the  question  of  a  war — 
the  question  of  a  war  where  the  Xaval  Reserve 
were  called  oat — that  would  be  to  deplete 
British  ships  of  British  seamen,  and  instead  of 
being  partially  manned  by  foreigners  they 
would,  under  existing  circumstances,  be 
altogether    manned    by    foreigners.     That,    I 

think,  is  matter  for  very  great  regret,  and  if 
'^y  suggestion  can  be  made  to  remedy  that 
state  of  things  or  to  endeavour  to  remedy  that 
state  of  things,  which  the  whole  House  regrets, 
then  the  House  would  do  wrong  not  to  consider 
any  suggestion  that  might  be  made." 


This  Motion  is  a  suggestion  to  remedy 
the  state  of  things  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  other  alter- 
native is  to  bttild  huge  State  granaries 
and  large  stores  for  frozen  meat,  and 
keep  immense  supplies  of  corned  and 
tinned  provisions  on  hand.  This,  I 
need  haidly  say,  would  cost  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  and  lock  up  a  large  amount 
of  capital.  According  to  the  ks^  avail- 
able figures — ^that  is,  for  the  year  1906 — 
— ^the  over-sea  imports  during  the  year 
on  a  c.i.f.  valuation  were :  grain, 
flour,  and  meat,  £119,907,042.  Other 
foods  came  to  £68,823,115.  Then  there 
were  certain  dutiable  foods  and  drinks, 
which  csme  to  £44,709,172,  making  a 
total  value  of  over-sea  imports  of 
£233,439,329.  This,  my  Lords,  will  give 
some  idea  of  how  dependent  this 
country  is   on   over-sea   food   supplies. 

As  I  have  already  told  your  Lordships, 
there  are,  approximately,  25,000  British 
seamen  in  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve. 
From  the  latest  Returns  I  find  that  in  the 
merchant  service  there  are  only  28,106 
British  seamen,  and  5,946  British  petty 
officers,  making  a  total  of  34,052  British- 
ers. If  you  take  away  the  25,000  men 
of  the  Naval  Reserve,  that  will  only  leave 
us  9,052  British  seamen  to  man  our 
huge  merchant  fleet.  There  are,  of 
course,  44,367  lascars,  who  are  mostly^ 
British  subjects,  but  they  will  only  be 
employed  in  Eastern  waters.  This  is  a 
very,  very  serious  state  of  affairs,  and  it 
shows  how  vitally  necessary  it  is  that  we 
should  insist  on  all  our  ships  being  com- 
manded and  officered  by  British  subjects. 
It  would  be  impossible,  of  course,  as 
things  stand  at  present,  to  ensure  that 
all  the  crews,  or  even  a  large  proportion  of 
them,  should  be  British,  but  it  is  a  very 
easy  matter  to  ensure  that  they  carry 
British  captains  and  officers.  My  Lords, 
it  is  nearly  eight  years  since  the  speech 
from  which  I  quoted  was  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  up  to  now  not 
one  thing  has  been  done  to  remedy 
what  was  admitted  to  be  a  grave  and 
serious  evil.  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  accept  my  Motion.  It  is  a  terrible 
thing  to  think  that  England,  who  has 
been  called  "  the  Mistress  of  the  Seas," 
should  have  to  depend  in  war  time  on 
foreigners  for  the  sailing  of  her  mer- 
cantile ships. 
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Moved  to  resolve,  "  That  it  is  the 
opinion  of  this  House  that,  for  the  better 
defence  of  this  country,  the  Government 
should  forbid  the  granting  of  Board  of 
Trade  certificates  for  competency  as 
masters  or  mates  to  any  who  are  not 
British  subjects." — (Lord  Muelcerry.) 

*LoRD  BLLENBOROUGH  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  that  in  future  no  certificate  of 
competency  to  act  as  master  or  mate 
should   be   granted   to   any     foreigner. 
But  I  would  allow  a  foreigner  to  be 
shipped  at  some   foreign  ports,   or  at 
some  of  the  smaller  colonial  harbonrs, 
to  fin  up  vacancies  caused  by  sickness 
or  death,  so  as  to  enable  a  ship  to  be 
safely  navigated.    It  would  be  hard  on 
owners  and  etill  harder  on  the  crew,  if 
they  were  kept  in  unhealthy  harbours, 
such  as  exist  on  the  African  coast,  for 
want  of  a  navigator.    This,   however, 
should  be  only  a  temporary  mitigation  of 
the  law,  and  the  foreign  navigator  should 
be  discharged  whenever  the  ship  reached 
a  port  where  there  were  facilities  for 
obtaining  British-born  men  with  certifi- 
cates of  competency.    I  myself  drew  up 
clauses    which,    if    added   to   the  Bill 
brought  in  by  tiie  noble  Lord  on  a  former 
occasion,  would  have  met  this  jdifficulty. 
If  you  warn  British  ships  against  possible 
Y^apture   when   war   is   imminent,   you 
put  it  in  the  power  of  an  alien  to  betray 
you.    You  also  place  the  crew  in  a  most 
unfair  position.    If  the  alien  captain  is 
a  belligerent,  you  make  mutiny  a  duty 
that  the  crew  owe  to  their  country. 
If  the  alien  is  a  neutral,  you  cannot  hang 
liim   for   high   treason.    Aliens   should 
never   be   put   in   a    gi4aai-magifiteriAl 
position  with  a  British  crew.    Then  there 
is  the  argument  that  you  would  be  driving 
ships  to  take  refuge  under  a  foreign  flag 
if  they  could  not  be  commanded  by  an 
alien.    If  they  do  hoist  another  flag, 
why,  so   much   the    better   for    Britidi 
commerce.    I   think  that,   on   inquiry, 
it  will  be  found  that  most  of  the  ships 
commanded   by  aliens   are  also  really 
owned  by  aliens ;  that  they  have  nothing 
British   about   them   except   the     flag, 
and  put  no  money  into  British  pockets. 
They  only  fly  our  flag  because  we  have 
a  powerfiJ  Navy  and  efficient  Consulates. 

♦Lord   HAMILTON    op   DALZELL  : 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Lord  who  has  placed 


this  Motion  on  the  Paper  aikdd  where  the 
claims  of  the  officers  and  men  oi  die 
merohant  service  were  ever  put  forwaid. 
I  think  he  supplies  his  own  answer,  be- 
cause  the  able  and  frequ^it  manner  in 
which  he  calls  attention  to  tbe  interests 
pf  those  men  is  well  known  to  your  Lord- 
ships. Of  all  the  questions  connected 
with  the  merchant  service  which  he  is 
in  the  habit  of  raising,  this  one  must  be 
his  favourite,  for  I  find,  on  looking  through 
the  Journals  of  the  House,  that  he  has 
introduced  Bills  dealing  with  this  question 
on  no  fewer  than  five  occasions  within  the 
last  ten  years.  I  do  not  find,  however, 
that  he  has  so  far  induced  your  Lordships 
to  read  any  one  of  those  Bills  a  second 
time.  Knowing  the  noble  Lord  as  we 
do,  I  do  not  thick  that  any  of  us  are 
surprised  to  find  him  returning  again  to 
the  charge. 

Prom  the  point  of  view  of  the  officens 
of  the  merchiftnt  service,  with  whom  the 
noble  Lord  is  in  such  close  touch,  there 
must,  of  course,  be  a  g^^eat  deal  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  the  exclusion  of  foreignen 
from  their  ranks.    Indeed,  I  think  that, 
speaking  as  a  general  proposition,  we 
should  all  be  very  glad  if  it  were  possible 
to  arrive  at  a  state  of  affairs  of  thftt  kind  ; 
but  I  will  show,  in  a  moment,  a  few 
reasons  which  preveat  us  from  arriving 
at  that  point.    But  that  is  not  the  ground 
on  which  the  noble  Lord  brings  forward 
his  Motion.    He  calls  attention  to  the  fiaot 
that  these  islands  depend  upon  oatside 
sources  for  their  food  supply,  and  to  the 
danger  of  having  any  of  our  merchant 
ships  officered  by  fcweigners  on  axxsonnt 
of  that  fact.    I  found  it  a  little  difficult 
to  understand  exactly  the  natwe  of  the 
danger  which  the  noble  Lord  anticipated* 
but  he  has  made  that  clear  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.    What  I  imderstand  h-?  ia 
afraid  of  is  that  in  time  of  war  a  skip 
bringing  food  supplies  to  this  country 
may  be  commanded  by  a  foreigner,  and 
that  instead  of  doing  his  best  to  bring 
the  ship  safely  to  port  in  this  country* 
he  will  hand  her  over  to  the  enemy.     If 
there  was  any  fear  of  that  being  done  on 
at  all  a  large  scale,  the  prospect  would  be 
a  very  alarming  one. 

But,  after  all,  what  are  the  facts  f 
The  proportion  of  foreigners  hokting 
Board  of  Trade  certificates  of  competency 
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as  maoters  and  mates  does  ivpt  amount 
to  quite  2  per  cent,  of  the  whole  number, 
and  the  danger  which  arises  from  that 
small  proportion  would  be  further 
reduced  by  the  fact  that  those  men 
may  belong  to  any  one  of  many 
foreign  nations.  Therefore,  the  number 
who  might  be  presumed  to  owe  allegiance 
to  the  country  with  which  we  were 
at  war,  would  be  very  much  smaller 
than  that.  We  must  also  remember 
that  we  have  tho  owners  on  our  side 
as  far  as  British  ships  are  concerned, 
and  that,  apart  from  motives  of 
patriotism,  there  are  also  motives  of 
self-interest.  It  is  inconceivable  to 
me  that  any  owner  of  a  ship  would  be 
so  foolish  as  to  put  in  command  of  it 
a  man  who  would  be  in  the  least  likely 
to  hand  it  over  to  the  enemy  as  a  prize 
of  war.  For  these  reasons  I  confess  I 
am  not  very  much  alarmed  by  the  pros- 
pect which  seems  to  concern  the  noble 
Lord  so  much. 

Before  sitting  down,  I  ought,  I  think, 
to  give  two  or  three  of  the  reasons  which 
make  it  desirable  that  the  present  state 
of  affairs  should  be  continued,  much 
as  we  must  all  deplore  the  presence  of 
foreign  officers  on  British  ships.  In 
the  first  place,  in  a  trade  like  the  timber 
trade,  which  is  carried  on  with  Norway 
and  Sweden,  there  are  many  Norwegian 
and  Swedish  sailors  employed,  and  it 
would  foe  very  hard  on  those  men  and 
would  tend  to  drive  that  particular 
trade  from  our  flag  if  we  were  to  deny 
to  them  the  opportunity  of  promotion  in 
our  own  service.  Then  there  is  the  trade 
carried  on  with  Levantine  ports,  where 
it  is  extremely  important,  in  the  interests 
of  the  owners,  that  one  officer  at  least  of 
the  ship  should  foe  able  to  speak  the 
different  dialects.  We  are,  as  a  nation, 
very  proud  of  ourselves  as  sailors,  but 
I  do  not  think  we  can  claim  that  pride 
{or  our  capacity  as  linguists ;  and  that 
supplies  a  powerful  reason  for  there 
being  a  small  psrcentage  of  foreigners 
on  vessels  of  that  kind.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  large  number  of  British  subjects 
are  employed  as  officers  on  foreign  ships^ 
and  one  cannot  but  suppose  that  the 
first  effect  of  an  ordinance  such  as 
the  noble  Lord  desires  would  be  retaliation 
on  the  part  of  those  countries,  which 
might  at  once  drive  those  men  out   of 


emplo3anent.    For  these  reasons  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  agree  to  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  MBATH  :  My  Lords, 
I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  Government 
are  not  able  to  give  a  more  satisfactory 
reply  to  the  noble  Lord  who  has  moved 
this  Motion.  I  cannot  help  saying  that 
I  think  his  proposition  an  eminently 
reasonable  one.  I  have  listened  with 
^eat  interest  to  the  objection  raised  by 
His  Majesty's  Grovemment,  but  I  cannot 
see  that  there  is  any  force  in  it.  Now, 
what  is  it  that  the  noble  Lord  desires  ? 
He  desires  that  British  ships  should  not 
be  commanded  by  foreigners.  And  why 
does  he  wish  that  1  Not,  as  he  has 
shown,  from  any  selfish  or  from  any 
trade-union  principle.  He  desires  it 
because  he  believes — and  I  agree  with 
him — ^that  there  is  a  certain  element  of 
danger  in  time  of  war  in  permitting 
British  ships  to  be  officered  by  foreigners. 
That  is  conceded  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  on  behalf  of  the  Grovemment ;  but 
he^aid  that,  as  the  danger  was  not  great, 
it  might  be  ignored.  But  why  should 
we  ignore  it  ?  If  there  is  the  slightest 
danger  in  the  command  of  British  ships 
by  foreigners  why  should  we  ignore  it  ? 
It  will  be  difficult  enough  in  time  of  war 
to  convoy  the  supplies  of  food.  It  was 
found  in  the  great  Napoleonic  wars  a  very 
difficult  thing  to  do  with  the  enormous 
preponderance .  possessed  in  those  days. 
Much  more  so  will  it  be  the  case  now. 
AYhy,  therefore,  deliberately  add  an 
extra  difficulty  which  it  is  not  necessary 
should  exist  ?  We  have  never  had  any 
experience  since  the  Napoleonic  wars  of 
naval  warfare  on  a  large  scale,  and  we 
must  remember  that  in  those  days, 
although  there  were  large  numbers  of 
men  enlisted  in  foreign  armies  and  navies, 
there  was  no  universal  compulsory 
military  service  such  as  now  exists  on 
the  Continent.  The  result  is  that  at  the 
present  moment  almost  every  foreigner 
has  passed  terms  of  service  in  the  Army 
or  Navy,  and  until  a  very  advanced  time 
of  middle  age  he  is  under  the  power  and 
influence  of  his  Grovernment.  Therefore 
the  position  is  different  from  what 
it  was  in  former  days.  Each  of  the  472 
alien  captains  and  officers  in  the  British 
mercantile  marine  has  passed  through 
the  ranks  of  his  navy  or  army.  These 
men  could  be  influenced,  and  would  be 
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influenced,  by  their  respectire  Govern- 
ments. As  the  noble  Lord  has  pointed 
out,  we  are  dependent  upon  the  merchant 
servwe  for  our  food  supply,  without 
which  we  Aould  starve  and  be  com- 
pelled to  give  in.  I  hope  His  Majesty's 
Grovemment  will  take  this  matter  into 
consideration.  The  objections  raised  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  appear  to  me  to  be 
futile.  First,  we  were  told  that  there 
was  the  timber  trade  and  that  there 
were  Norwegians  who  would  be  turned 
out  of  employment.  I  should  be  very 
wrry  for  them,  but  it  b  not  our  business 
to  consider  Norwegians.  We  have  to 
onsider  the  interests  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  and  of  this  country.  The  next 
point  was  the  Levantine  trade.  I  have 
never  heard  a  more  futile  objection  than 
that  our  seamen  cannot  speak  languages. 
Supposing  we  could  not  find  a  British 
ceaman  who  could  speak  the  particular 
language,  would  there  be  no  Levantines 
who  could  act  as  interpreters  ?  The 
third  reason  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
was  that  there  were  British  subjects  in 
foreign  merchant  services,  and  that 
th>se  countries  would  retaliate  and 
drive  the  Britishers  back  to  these  shores. 
I  should  be  only  too  thankful  if  they  did, 
beoause  they  would  then  have  to  enlist 
in  the  British  Navy  or  in  the  British 
merchant  service.  We  want  them  there, 
not  in  foreign  services.  I  hope  His 
Majesty's  Government  will  reconsider 
their  decision  in  this  matter. 

Lord  MUSKERRY:  My  Lords,  I 
am  afraid  there  are  not  sufficient  noble 
Lords  remaining  in  the  House  to  enable 
a  division  to  be  taken,  even  if  I  wished 
to  press  my  Motion.  I  shall,  therefore, 
by  leave  of  the  House,  withdraw  it. 
But  I  should  like  to  say,  with  regard 
to  the  noble  Lord's  fear  of  retalia- 
tion on  the  part  of  foreign  countries, 
that  your  Lordships  may  rest  perfectly 
assured  that  the  services  of  British 
officers  in  foreign  ships  will  be  dispensed 
with  as  soon  as  they  can  be  replaced. 
1  have  seen  that  done  over  and  over 
again ;  and  if  there  are  any  English- 
men serving  in  foreign  ships  it  is  only 
because  there  are  no  subjects  of  that 
country  qualified  to  take  their  place. 
The  noble  Lord  said  I  had  introduced 
five  Bills  in  ten  years  to  give  effect  to 

The  Earl  of  Meath. 


my  views.  I  am  afraid  I  shall  hare  to 
bring  in  a  sixth.  I  do  not,  however, 
press  my  Motion  on  the  present  occasion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  iT- 

Houae  adjourned  at  baU-fMwi 
Seven  o^clock,  till  To>moizov 
a  quarter  past  Four  o^clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  2ith  November,  1908. 


The  House  met  at   a  quarter  beforo 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Bishop's  Sutton,  against  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ENFRANCHISEMENT  OF  WOMEN. 
Petition  from  Horr  sey,  for  legislation  , 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

.      '  LICENSING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Deptford,  ir.  favour  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


^      RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1887. 
Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  lCn\.te, 
dated  20th  November.  1908,  granting  a 
Retired  Allowance  to  Mr.  William  Stead, 
First  Class  Officer  of  Excise,  Aberdeen 
Collection,  under  the  Act  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  aa  to 
Expenditure  by  Local  Education  Authori- 
ties on  the  Maintenance  (as  distinct  from 
administration  and  loan  charges)  of 
Public  Elementary  Schoob  for  the  year 
ended  31st  March  1907  [by  Command}; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

UGANDA 

Copy  presented,  of  Correspondenee 
relating  to  Famine  in  the  Busoga  District 
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of  Uguida  [by  Oommand] ;    to  lie  upon 
t^  Table. 

DESTBUCnVE  INSECTS  AND  PESTS 
ACTS,  1877  AND  1907. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  dated  12th 
KovMttbar,  1908,  entitled  the  ''  American 
Gooseberry  Mildew  (Prohibition  of  Im- 
portation of  Bushes)  Amendment  Order 
ci  IMS'*  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

NAVY  (PRISONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Rules  and  Regula- 
tsoQs,  dated  29th  October,  1908,  amend- 
ing Regalstions  for  Naval  Prisons  made 
by  the  Admiralty  under  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  tho 
TaUe. 

BIVEBS  POLLUTION  PREVENTION 
ACT.  1876. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Becrc^tuy  for  Scotland  by  Eis  Majesty's 
In^>ector  for  Scotland  under  the  Act 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


INSBBUTES  ACTS  (SCOTLAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  for  Scotland 
nnder  the  Inebriates  Acts  for  the  year 
1907  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

:;    DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Return  ordered,  '*  showing  the  amount 
of  annual  expenditure  incurred  for  the 
wpkbep  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Polite,  also  the  sum  contributed  by  the 
taxp^yen  and  by  the  Treasury,  respec- 
tivdy»  and  giving  particulars  of  the 
Bomber  of  barracks  and  men,  and  cost 
of  salaries  and  pav,  during  the  past  five 
years.''— {iff.   Fidd.) 


QUB8TI0NS    AND    ANSWERS 
CIBCULATBD  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


in  Destitute  Condition  in 
PaUioPlaoes. 

TALBOT  (Oxford  University): 
To  aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attenton 
been  called  to  the  report  of  an  in- 
keld  last  week  in  Wesuninster  on 
ikt  deatK  of  a  man  found  in  a  dying 


condition  on  the  Victoria  Embankmenv^ 
as  the  result  t»f  wUch  the  jury  returned 
a  vordict  of  death  from  starvation; 
whether  anything  is  known  of  the  moTe* 
ments  of  the  man  before  he  was  found 
by  th^  police ;  and  whether  the  police 
can  be  instructed  to  take  all  possible 
pains  to  remove  persons  found  in  a. 
destitute  condition  in  public  places 
to  the  workhouse  infirmaries  or  the 
hospitals  so  as  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  such  an  occurrence. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  have  seen  a  new^aper  report  of  the 
inquest,  held  at  Westminster  on  13th 
November,  on  a  man  named  Trew, 
which  is,  I  believe,  the  one  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  The 
police  had  no  knowledge  of  this  man  or 
his  movements  until  he  was  found  on 
the  Embankment.  They  already  have 
full  instructions  to  deal  with  all  such 
cases  in  a  prompt  and  humane  manner. 
Acting  under  these  instructions,  the 
constable  who  noticed  the  man  on  a 
seat  on  the  Embankment,  apparently 
ill,  sent  at  once  for  an  ambulance,  and 
removed  him  to  hospital,  where  he  died 
shortly  afterward?.  The  same  action 
would  be  taken  by  the  police  in  any  other 
similar  cases.  I  should  add  thiat  the 
man  was  not  absolutely  destitute,  a& 
he  had'  ^s.  2d.  in  his  purse. 

Indian  Regiments  Changing  Stations  b7 

Boad. 

Captain  FABER  (Hampshire,  An- 
dover) :  To  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  will  state  what 
period  has  elapsed  since  British  and 
Native  regiments  habitually  marched 
by  road  &om  one  station  to  another 
when  changing  stations ;  and  if  it  is 
contemplated  to  revive  the  practice 
during  peace  time. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Btichanan.)  Although 
the  practice  of  marching  British  and 
Native  regiments  by  road  from  station^ 
to  station  in  peace  time  has  become 
less  common  with  the  increase  of  railway 
communications,  it  is  by  no  means 
infrequent  at  the  present  time.  The 
occasions  on  which  route  marching  is 
adopted  are  entirely  in  the  discretioa 
of  the  military  authorities.       
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Dittreta  Oommittee  for  Stoke-on-Trent 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD  (Stoke-on-Trent) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  (Jovern- 
ment  Board  whether  he  has  received 
any  request  from  the  town  council  of 
Stoke-on-Trent  to  reconsider  the  recent 
refusal  of  his  Department  to  sanction 
the  establishment  of  a  distress  com- 
mittee under  the  Unemployed  Work- 
men Act,  1905 ;  and  what  action,  if 
any,  he  proposes  to  take  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  The 
Board  informed  the  town  counoil  of 
Stoke-on-Trent  on  28th  October  that, 
on  the  information  then  before  them, 
they  doubted  whether  they  would  be 
justified  in  establishing  a  distress  com- 
mittee for  the  borough.  No  further 
reply  or  information  has  been  received 
from  the  town  council ;  but  I  have 
instructed  one  of  my  inspectors  to  make 
some  investigation. 

Sanction  for  Loan  fSor  Eleotrio  Haini  at 
Stokeon-Trent. 

Mr.  JOHN  WARD:  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  the  town  council  for 
Stoke-on-Trent  have  made  formal  ap- 
plication to  his  Department  for  sanction 
to  borrow  £7,555  to  extend  electrical 
mains  to  the  district  of  Fenton  for  the 
supply  of  power  to  manufacturers  and 
others  ;  whether  the  Local  Government 
have  considered  the  same  and  the 
damage  to  the  trade  of  the  district  which 
will  result  from  unnecessary  delay  in 
providing  energy ;  and  what  action ,  if 
any,  it  is  proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums,)  The 
town  council  have  made  such  an  appli- 
cation. A  local  inquiry  has  been  held, 
and  the  town  council  have  been  infoimed 
that  any  question  of  supply  to  Fenton 
should  be  deferred  pending  a  settlement 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  the  federa- 
tion of  the  potteries  towns.  The  in- 
spector reported  that  no  evidence  was 
brought  forward  at  the  inquiry  to  show 
the  immediate  necessity  for  a  supply 
of  electrical  energy  in  Fenton,  and  I 
am  advised  that  it  ia  doubtful  whether 
the  capital  expenditure  contemplated 
with  that  object  would  prove  remunera- 
tive. 


Burwell  Parm,  Ombridgeahiro. 
Mr.  JOHN  WARD  :  To  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  the  Crown  farm 
at  Burwell,  Cambridgeshire,  has  been 
let  to  a  tenant  since  1905  ;  whether  the 
tenant  has  farmed  it  or  sub-let  it  to 
other  tenants ;  if  so,  how  many  sub- 
tenants are  there,  and  what  is  the  sise 
and  rent  of  each  small  holding ;  and 
what  is  the  financial  result  of  this  new 
arrangement  to  the  tenants  and  the 
Crown. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strackey,) 
The  Crown  farm  at  Burwell  was  let  to 
my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  EsM 
Cambridgeshire  as  from  Michaelmas, 
1906,  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  smell 
holdings  and  allotments.  Full  particulars 
of  the  letting  and  sub-letting  are  given 
in  the  First  Report  (1907)  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  on  the  Agricultural  Crown 
Lands,  a  copy  of  which  I  will  be  pleaaed 
to  send  my  hon.  friend.  As  mentioned 
in  that  Report  there  was  an  actual  loas 
of  £690  17s.  3d.,  without  allowing  for 
rent  or  Crown  Receivers'  fees  for  super- 
intendence, during  the  two  years  to 
Michaelmas  1906  while  the  farm  wcjs  in 
hand,  whereas  by  the  letting  a  rentr.l 
of  £700  per  annum  was  secured.  The 
President  has  no  oflScir-1  knowledge  of 
the  result  of  the  arrangement  to  the 
sub-tenants,  but  mv  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cambridgeshire  has 
been  good  enough  to  supply  the  following 
interesting  particulars.  The  roit  hiis 
been  paid  in  full  and  to  time.  No  small- 
holder has  given  up  his  holding.  The 
amount  of  stock  now  on  the  holdings  is 
two  and-a-half  times  as  much  as  it  wta 
in  1906.  The  small-holders  have  sp^nt 
£750  on  feeding  stuffs  and  £600  on  new 
implements  during  the  past  year,  while 
the  amount  of  outside  labour  paid  tor 
amounts  to  something  over  248.  an  acre. 

Mr.  NICHOLLS  (NorthaBi{yt«nskiie« 
N.) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somereet,  as  representing  the  Presidtut 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  if  he  can 
say  whether  a  tenant  held  the  Crown 
farm  at  Burwell,  Camhridgeshiro,  ditrin^ 
1904  and  1905;  what  amount  of  rent 
was  paid  by  such  tenant ;    if  tihem  was 
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BO  tenant  in  possession,  what  arrange- 
meaiM  were  made  lor  conducting  the 
ium;  and  what  was  the  profit  or  loss 
dmiiig  that  period. 

{AMMpered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey,) 
Fof  tlu  two  years  from  Michaelmas, 
190i  to  Michaelmas,  1906,  the  Crown 
fum  was  in  hand  for  want  of  a  tenant. 
Tlkc  furm  was  stocked  by  the  Commis- 
»k)a«r  of  Woods,  and  was  cultivated  and 
mftosged  by  a  resident  bailifE,  under  the 
siperintendence  of  the  Crown  Receivers, 
rpon  the  farm  being  relet  as  from 
MidkAebnas,  1906,  the  stock  and  crops 
▼ere  realised,  and  the  total  loss  for 
the  two  years,  without  charging  rent  or 
Crown  Receivers*  fees  for  superintendence 
amounted  to  £690  ITs.  3d. 

(Hd  Age  Peniion  Begulations— 

Opportunity  for  Discussion. 
Mr.  BARNES  (Gla^ow,  Blackfriars) : 
To  A8k  the  Prime   Minister   when   an 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  of  discussing 


the   Departmel^tal    Regulations    re    the 
Old- Age  Pensions  Act. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Asquitk,)  I  am 
afraid  that,  unless  some  special  reason 
for  doing  so  is  brought  to  my  notice, 
it  will  be  difficult  to  find  another  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  thede  Re- 
gulations. 

Publio  Elementary  Sohools- 
Mr.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire,  Rush- 
cliff  e) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  what  were  the 
figures  of  school  places  in  the  council, 
Church  of  England,  Roman  Catholic, 
and  other  public  elementary  schools, 
respectively,  of  England  and  Wales 
during  the  school  years  1901-2  and 
1906-7 ;  and  what  we^e  the  figures  of 
chilcben  in  average  attendance  in  each 
of  these  classes  of  schools  during  the 
same  years. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Runciman.) —         ; 


Public  Elementary  Schools. 

(a)  Recognised  Accommodation, 

1901-2. 

Council 3,003,247 

Church  of  Eneland 2,813,978 

Soman  CathoBc 403,064 

Other  schools 506,560 

(b)  Average  Attendance. 

CouBca 2,869,980 

Church  of  England 1,927,663 

Boman  Catholic 269,191 

Other  schoote 348,583 


1906-7. 

3,650,508 

2,681,442 

406,137 

306,125 


2,873,801 

1,899,966 

286,188 

231,330 


Hueatioa  Bill— Reflations  under 
Clause!. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
'^•>Mkthe  President  of  the  Board  of 
fiiacttion  when  will  the  Regulations 
i^^jw^  to  be  made  under  Clause  2, 
^Iwerticm  (5).  of  the  Education  Bill 
^  «Bbmitted  to  the  House  ;  and  will 
ti«  Mme  eondition  apply  under  the 
^ttl*tions  to  the  desire  of  parents 
»*  their  children  to  receive  undeuomin- 

**x»»l  as  will  apply  to  denominational 

t'tcking. 

U^nterti  by  Mr.  Runciman.)  The 
*«»l«tiurs  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 


before  the  House  enters  upon  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill.  Subsection  (5) 
of  Clause  2  applies  only  to  requests  on 
the  part  of  parents  for  facilities  for 
religious  instruction  of  a  character 
difEerent  from  that  which  it  is  open  to 
the  local  education  authority  to  give 
in  accordance  with  Section  14  (2)  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870. 

Vnemployed  Distress  at  Southwickon- 

Wear. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  if  he  is  aware  that  there  is 
great  distress  in  the  urban  district  of 
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S^uthwick-on-Wear,  Sunderland,  owing 
to  unemployment ;  and,  if  sOj  can  he 
Btate  why  the  Government,  in  view  of 
the  increased  sum  of  money  set  apart 
for  work  for  the  unemployed,  refuse  to 
make  a  grant  to  such  areas  if  the  authori- 
ties of  such  areas  are  prepared  to  put  ir. 
operation  schemes  of  work  for  the  relief 
of  the  unemployed. 

(Answered  btf  Mr.  John  Bums.)  I  am 
aware  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  un- 
employment at  Southwick-on-Wear.  The 
grant  at  my  disposal  was  voted  for 
contributions  in  aid  of  expenses  under 
the  Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  and 
hence  I  cannot  allot  payments  from  it 
to  local  authorities  other  than  the 
authorities  under  that  Act. 

Board  of  Trade  Ezamination  Feei. 
Sir  G.  KEKEWICH  (Exeter) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  is  the  practice  for  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  charge  a  fee  of  £1  to  candi- 
dates presenting  themselves  for  examir.a- 
tion  for  first  and  second  mates  in  the 
merchant  service  ;  whether,  in  the  event 
of  their  failing,  a  further  fee  of  £1  is 
charged  for  every  subsequent  examina- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  make  the  first  fee  of  £1  cover 
all  subsequent  examinations  of  the  same 
candidate  for  the  same  grade. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  ChurchiU,)  The 
practice  is  as  stated  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Question,  except  that  the  fee  for 
examination  or  re-examination  for  a 
certificate  as  first  mate  is  only  lOs.  when, 
as  is  usually  the  case,  the  candidate  has 
already  obtained  a  certificate  as  second 
mate.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  fees 
at  present  charged  do  not  cover  the 
examination  expenses  I  do  not  see  my 
way  to  meet  the  suggestion  made  by  my 
hon.  friend,  which  would  have  the  efEect 
of  encouraging  candidates  to  present 
themselves  insufficiently  prepared. 

Appointment  to  Aetistant  Surveyonhipi 

of  Taxes. 

Mb.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  at  the  ex- 
amination held  in  September  for  assistant 
surveyorships  of  taxes  the  unpreceden- 
tedly  small  number  of  only  six  places 


was  available  for  competition  ;  was  this 
caused  by  filling  up  nineteen  plac^  in 
the  taxes  department  from  candidates 
at  the  junior  assistants  examination  held 
in  July ;  was  any  notice  given  to  intended 
candidates  for  the  September  exuB- 
ination  that  almost  four-fifths  of  the 
vacancies  for  which  they  might  taMy 
suppose  they  were  competing  were  to  be 
filled  by  the  results  of  an  examination 
for  a  quite  difierent  department ;  and 
would  he  recommend  for  taxes  appoint* 
ment,  say,  the  first  ten  of  the  rejected 
in  September. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-Qeorge.)  The 
total  number  of  six  assistant  surveyor- 
ships  of  taxes  offered  for  competition  at 
the  examination  held  in  September  was 
below  the  average  of  previous  years, 
owing  to  the  number  of  retirements 
under  the  age  limit  having  this  year  been 
unprecedentedly  small.  The  number 
of  vacancies  was  in  no  way  due  to  the 
subsequent  appointment  of  nineteen 
candidates  from  the  junior  assistants 
examination  held  in  July,  who  wore 
added  to  the  establishment  in  view  of  an 
increase  which  was  authorised  by  the 
Treasury  as  from  Ist  October,  1908,  but 
which  had  not  been  sanctioned  at  the 
time  when  the  September  examination 
was  announced,  llie  candidates  for  the 
September  examination  were  informed 
by  advertisement  and  notice  from  the 
Civil  Service  Conmiissioners  that  not 
less  than  six  vacancies  would  be  open  to 
competition,  and  this  number  was  accord- 
ingly filled  from  the  list.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  make  any  such  recom- 
mendation as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  last  sentence  of  the 
Question. 

Evicted  Tenanta— Case  of  Krs.  KHJmbov 

of  Boss. 


Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (tt 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  what  steps  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  taken  to  reinstate  Mrs. 
M'Cabe,  of  Ross,  the  evicted  tenant  on 
the  Edward  OToimor  estate,  County 
Cavan ;  and  when  may  she  and  her 
family  expect  to  get  the  benefit  of  The 
Evicted  Tenants  Act,  1907. 

« 

{Anstoered     by     Mr.     BtrreU.)       The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
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DO  Application  for  reinstatement  appears 
to  have  been  lodged  by  Mra.  M'Cabe  in 
respect  of  a  holding  on  the  O'Connor 
eiUte. 

A^pdmtaent  of  KiM  0.  Knox  to  Ardeii 
National  School. 

Mb.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  :  To 
uk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
LJeatenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Miss  Georgina  Knox  was 
in  October,  1907,  apjpointed  assistant 
teacher  at  Ardess  national  school  (Roll 
Xo.  11,717,  District  3a) ;  had  Hiss  Knox 
pMNd  the  qualifying  examination  with 
Kingfs  scholarship;  did  the  inspector 
of  the  national  board  several  times 
iitfpeet  the  school  and  report  favourably 
<m  her  educational  work  after  her  ap- 
poiiitBient;  did  she  continue  to  discharge 
tW  dnty  till  July,  1908 ;  and  on  what 
gronkd  was  her  appointment  then  de- 
clared invalid  by  the  Board,  and  is  she 
to  receive  any  remuneration  for  her  nine 
moidis*  woriL 

(Amwred  hy  Mr.  BirreH.)  The 
CommiKionerB  of  National  Education 
i&iocm  me  that  Miss  Georgina  Knox  was 
appointed  by  the  manager  as  assistant 
teacher  in  the  Ardess  national  school 
m  Oetober,  1907.  The  Commissioners, 
<«  noeiving  a  notification  of  the  appoint- 
QcBt  in  January,  1908,  informed  the 
Bi&afBr  that  Miss  Knox  was  ineligible, 
M  she  did  not  possess  any  of  the  quali- 
fratiooB  prescribed  by  Rule  76  (a)  and 
(&)  of  ^  Commissioners'  Code.  The 
^t  that  she  had  passed  the  qualifying 
«xiaiaation  for  adinission  to  a  training 
<^^De^  did  not  give  her  any  claim  to 
nto^kion  as  an  assistant  teacher.  No 
•petial  references  were  made  by  the 
capector  to  Miss  Knox's  work.  Not- 
viwanding  the  intimation  that  the 
appointment  of  Miss  Knox  could  not  be 
"ttctkmed,  the  manager  retained  her 
•Trices  np  to  the  30th  June  last.  The 
CoouBissioners  do  not  propose  to  make 
wy  payment  to  Miss  Knox  for  the 
pmd  during  which  she  acted  as  teacher 
^  ttis  school. 

MKftd  Tenanti— Case  of  Patrick  Drum. 
Mi.'yiNCENT  KENNEDY :  To  ask 
thi  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
^caant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  say  whether 
At  Estates  Commissioners  have  received 


an  application  on  behalf  of  Patrick  Drum, 
the  son  of  the  evicted  tenant  whose 
holding  in  Aughrim  was  evicted  by  John 
J.  Benison  in  December,  1881 ;  and  is 
the  landlord  still  in  possession  of  this 
farm. 

{Ansioered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The 
Estates  Conunissioners  inform  me  that 
Patrick  Drum's  application  was  not 
lodged  within  the  time  specified  in  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Act,  and  cannot  there- 
fore be  dealt  with  under  that  Act.  The 
Commissioners  have  not  inquired  into 
the  case,  and  cannot  say  who  is  in  pos- 
session of  the  farm  in  question. 
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Vaval  Shipbuilding—Cost  of  Increased 

Speed. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Report  of 
the  Admiralty  Committee  on  Mercantile 
Cruisers  in  1902  calculated  that  a  vessel 
of  23  knots  ocean  speed  would  cost 
£575,000  and  that  a  vessel  of  only  2 
knots  greater  speed,  or  25  knots,  would 
cost  £1,000,000;  and  whether  he  can 
state,  from  any  calculations  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Admiralty,  what  would  have 
been  the  cost  of  three  "  Invincibles," 
designed  for  the  same  armament  but  of 
23  knots  speed,  as  compared  with 
the  three  existing  25-knot  "  Invincibles  " 
costing  £4,931,000. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouthshire, 
N.) :  There  are  no  such  calculations  at 
present  available. 

Hew  Torpedo  Destroyers. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  he  is  yet  in  a  position  to  state  if  the 
orders  for  torpedo  destroyers  have  yet 
been  placed,  and,  if  so,  where ;  and 
whether  the  lowest  tenders  were  accepted 
in  each  case. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  orders  have 
been  provisionally  placed  as  follows : 
three  to  Messrs.  Cammell,  Laird  and 
Company;    three  to  Messrs.  J.  Brown 
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and  Company;  three  to  the  Fairfield 
Shipbuilding  Company;  one  to  the 
Thames  Shipbuilding  Company;  two 
to  Messrs.  J.  S.  White  and  Company, 
Limited,  Cowes  ;  one  to  Messrs.  Thorny- 
croft  and  Company;  one  to  Messrs. 
Denny  Brothers;  one  to  Messrs.  Haw- 
thorn, Leslie  and  Company,  Limited, 
one  to  the  London  and  Glasgow  Ship- 
building Company,  Limited.  Tlie  accept- 
ance? are  provisional,  inasmuch  as  certain 
modifications  in  details  of  design  and 
certain  other  contract  conditions  have 
to  be  agreed  to.  In  allocating  the  orders, 
the  lowest  tenders  were  accepted  so  far 
as  possible,  consistent  with  such  questions 
as  suitability  of  design,  experience  of  the 
firms,  and  proper  distribution  of  orders. 

Mr.  CREAN  (Cork,  S.E.) :  Has  any 
of  the  work  been  allocated  to  Lrish  firms  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  do  not  think  any 
tendered,  or,  indeed,  are  capable  of  doing 
work  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Rutland):  When 
are  the  vessels  to  be  completed  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  think  the  con- 
tracts range  from  fifteen  to  eighteen 
months. 

Manning  of  the  Vavy. 

Mr.  hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  is  aware  that  both  the  officers 
and  men  of  the  Navy  are  so  often  moved 
from  one  warship  to  another  that  they 
s?ldom  remain  long  enough  on  one  ship 
to  get  accustomed  to  each  other  or  their 
ship ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  naval 
officers  consider  this  system  a  great 
disadvantage  both  to  men  and  officers; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  importance 
of  the  matter,  he  will  consider  the 
possibility  of  making  different  arrange- 
ments. 
►^ 

Mr.  McKENNA :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  representation  has  been  made 
by  naval  officers  that  the  officers  and  men 
are  moved  so  often  from  one  ship  to 
another  that  they  seldom  remain  long 
enough  in  one  ship  to  get  accustomed  to 
one  another  or  their  ship,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  the  circumstances  to 


be  such  as  are  suggested  in  the  hon. 
Member's  Question. 

Mr.  HUNT:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  of  the  officers  and 
men  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA :  I  have  no  oppor- 
tunity. I  get  my  information  from  the 
expert  advisers  of  the  Board  who  inform 
me  no  such  representations  have  been 
made. 

Mr.  HUNT:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  among  naval  officers  ? 

Mr.  McBlENNA :  If  opportunity 
serves  I  will  do  so,  but  I  cannot  under- 
take to  do  it. 

♦Mr.  BELLAIRS  inquired  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  tabu- 
lated lists  made  of  the  number  of  times 
that  ships  changed  their  captains  and 
their  crews,  and  whether  he  was  aware 
that  the  "  Barfleur  "  changed  her  captain 
six  times  and  her  crew  five  times  in  the 
course  of  twenty-four  months. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  My  hon.  friend  will 
not  expect  me,  without  express  informa- 
tion, necessarily  to  accept  the  figures 
which  he  has  given  me.  I  will  inquire 
into  the  matter  further. 

Territorial  Poroe— 7th  Batt  Sherwood 

Foretten. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  (Nottingham,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  permission  has  been  given 
to  the  7th  Battalion  Sherwood  Foresters 
late  Notts.  Robin  Hoods  V.R.C.,  to 
retain  their  old  Lincoln  green  uniforms, 
or  whether  the  uniform  of  the  battalion 
will  be  assimilated  to  that  of  the  lino 
regiment  to  which  it  is  attached ;  and 
whether  the  badges,  buttons,  etc.,  on 
the  service  dress  will  be  those  of  the 
Regular  battalion,  or  whether  a  special 
pattern  may  be  adopted. 

The  FINANCUL  SECRETARY  tx. 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Acland,  York- 
shire, Richmond) :  This  battalion  is 
permitted,  under  the  instructions  isane^l 
in  Circular  Memorandum  49  to  the 
County  Associations,  to  retain  as  walking* 
out  dress  the  distinctive  uniform  wlucfa 
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it  won  IB  A  Tolunteer  battalion.  Appli- 
cations to  introduce  changes  in  the 
watimig-oat  dreflB  would  be  submitted 
br  the  Ooonty  Association  concerned, 
•ad  in  this  case  no  such  submission 
kis  been  made.  The  service  dress  of 
tb  Territorial  Force  must  for  obvious 
militsry  reasons  correspond  to  that 
of  the  Regular  Army.  Applications  to 
idopt  special  badges  and  buttons  are 
6eah  with  on  their  merits. 

Mb.  RICHARDSON  :  Will  the  batU- 
IJOQ  be  allowed  to  retain  the  name  of 
tke  Eohin  Hoods  1 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  That  is  a  matter 
\sa  the  Association  to  make  application 

iboat 

■order  of  a  Dacca  Student. 
Stt  H.  COTTON  (Nottingham,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
Sute  for  India  whether  he  is  able  to  give 
i&T  ofioial 'information  regarding  the 
murder  of  a  Dacca  student  by  his  fellow 
Aodents  and  the  cause  of  this  occurrence. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of 
?TATE  POE  INDIA  (Mr.  Buchanan, 
Perthshire,  W.)  :  According  to  the 
iiiomttion  received  by  the  Secretary 
u{  State,  the  murdered  student  was 
tke  principal  witness  in  respect  of  a 
tht^  oi  kidnapping  brought  against 
tkc  head  of  a  political  association,  of 
litiek  he  was  an  ex-member.  It  is 
^hoight  that  his  connection  with  this 
'Wge   supplied    the    motive    for    the 

loyal  Indian  Marine. 
Mil  swift  MACNBILL  (Donegal, 
^ ) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
'^te  for  India  whether  the  Secretary  of 
^te  for  India  is  aware  of  the  dissatis- 
^^n  on  the  part  of  the  first,  second, 
ud  third-grade  clerks  of  the  Royal 
liidian  Hanne  with  their  conditions  of 
•Tvic*,  and  of  the  fact  that  during  the 
J*rt  ten  years  their  petitions  to  the 
f^^^^wmaem;  of  India  Marine  Department 
»»d  to  the  Viceroy  praying  for  the  pro- 
^wn  of  a  compassionate  family  pension 
•fi  the  event  of  loss  of  life  on  duty,  for  an 
■cfeaae  of  pay,  and  a  set  of  special  leave 
^  pounen  rules  have  been  refused ; 
*^t  the  request  of  the  clerks  for  the 


provision  of  a  compassionate  family 
pension  in  the  event  of  their  meeting  with 
death  in  the  execution  of  duty  was  sent 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  director 
of  the  Royal  Indian  Marine  in  November, 
1901,  to  the  Marine  Department  of  the 
Government  of  India,  which,  however, 
refused  to  entertain  it,  although  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Marine 
Act  of  1887  these  clerks  were  made 
subject  to  the  strict  discipline,  penalties, 
and  risk  of  combatant  service,  and  that 
while  the  pay  of  the  gunners  and  car- 
penters in  the  Royal  Indian  Marine  has 
recently  been  raised,  the  pay  of  the  clerks 
has  remained  unchanged,  while  though  in 
a  combatant  service  they  are  deprived  of 
the  privileges  of  the  Marine  regulations, 
being  governed  by  the  Civil  Service 
regulations  in  the  particulars  of  leave 
and  pension  ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  these  clerks  are  chiefly 
natives  and  Catholics  from  Qoa,  and  that 
the  branches  of  the  Indian  Marine  of 
similar  rank,  whose  members  are  in 
enjoyment  of  greater  privileges,  are  chiefly 
composed  of  Europeans  and  Protestante, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  the  appointment 
of  a  commission  to  inquire  into  the  griev- 
ance of  these  clerks 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  information  on  the  subject- 
but  he  will  make  inquiry. 

Reforms  in  India. 
Mr.  MACKARNESS  (Berkshire,  New- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  can  state  the  date 
upon  which  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
explain  the  reforms  contemplated  for 
India  ;  what  opportunity  this  House  will 
have  of  becoming  acquainted  with  them  ; 
and  when  they  will  actually  come  into 
force. 

Sir  H.  COTTON:  At  the  same 
time  may  I  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether,  when 
the  Secretary  of  State  makes  his 
statement  regarding  the  reforms  in  India 
foreshadowed  in  His  Majesty's  gracious 
proclamation,  a  simultaneous  statement 
will  be  made  in  this  House  ;  and  whether 
this  House  will  be  afiorded  an  opportunity 
for  discussing  the  statement  made. 
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Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  wiU  answer  this 
Question  and  that  of  the  hon.  Kembex  for 
Nottingham  on  the  same  subject  to- 
gether. I  am  unable  at  present  to  add 
anything  to  the  reply  which  I  gave  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  on  Thurs- 
day last. 

♦Mr.  MACKARNESS:  Does  that 
mean  that  this  House  will  be  dependent 
for  information  on  the  debate  in  another 
place  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  It  merely  means 
that  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer 
which  I  gave  last  Thursday. 

« 

Sm  H.  COTTON :  Will  this  House  be 
allowed  no  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  1 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  have  not  said 
that. 

♦Mr.  MACKARNESS  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  when  he  will  be  in  a 
position  to  state  whether  this  House  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
proposals  of  the  Secretary  of  State  1 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  Are  we 
to  understand  that  we  are  only  to  get 
our  information  about  India  from  the 
House  of  Lords  1 


Mr.  BUCHANAN :  No,  Sir,  you  are 
not  to  understand  that. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  I  am  afraid 
I  do  understand  it. 

1. 

British  Emigrants. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cester) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  can  state 
Ihe  names  of  those  Colonies  and  De- 
pendencies which  insist  upon  an  emigrant 
from  Great  Britain  having  in  his  posses- 
sion a  ceitain  minimum  sum  in  cash ; 
and  what  are  the  respective  minimum 
amounts  in  each  case. 

The  UNDER  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Colonel 
jSeely,  Liverpool,   Abercromby) :     Im- 


migrants into  Canada  knding  befefe 
1st  January,  1909«  are  roquifed  to  be 
in  possession  of  at  least  25  dollan; 
immigrants  landing  between  Ist  Janoaiy 
and  15th  February,  1909,  must  be  in 
possession  o£  at  least  5d  JMUrs, 
immigrants  landing  after  the  latter 
date  must  be  in  possessioa  of  25 
dollars.  Immigrants  into  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  must  be  in  possession  of 
£20.  Immigrants  into  the  Transvaal 
must  have  a  similar  sum  or  a  promise 
in  writing  from  some  employer  of  repute 
of  immediate  employment  on  arrival. 
In  the  case  of  the  East  African  Pro- 
tectorate an  immigrant  must  satisfy 
the  authorities  that  he  has  visible  means 
of  support,  or  he  may  be  required  to 
deposit  £50. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  Can  the  hon.  Gentleman 
say  whether  any  colony  other  than 
Canada  compulsorily  ezpropriatee  im- 
migrants who  have  been  in  the  Colony 
nearly  two  years  because  they  are  out 
of  employment  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  do  not  think  that 
arises  out  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire,  Govan) 
asked  whether  there  was  any  difEerence 
in  the  sum  required  in  the  case  of  a 
British  subject  and  an  immigrant  of 
any  other  nationality. 

Colonel  SEELY  asked  for  notic«  of 
the   Question. 

Mr.  ESSEX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if 
he  will  state  which  Colonies  or  Depend- 
encies, if  any,  forbid  the  entry  of  British 
emigrants  who  are  under  contracts  of 
service  to  employers  in  such  Colonic 
and  Dependencies. 

Colonel  SEELY:  The  entrance  of 
immigrants  under  a  contract  to  perform 
manual  labour  into  Autralia  is  forbidden 
unless  the  contract  has  been  approved 
by  the  Minister  for  External  Afiairs. 
The  circumstances  in  which  such  approval 
must  be  given,  and  the  penalty  impoaed 
on  an  immigrant  landing  before  approval 
has  been  given  are  laid  down  in  th<» 
Commonwealth  Act,  No.   19,  of   1905, 
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tbi  text  of  whidi  is  printed  on  pages 
52  ittd  63  of  the  ""  Emigration  Statute9 
tad  General  Handbook,"  issued  by  the 
Emignnts'  Information  Office. 

Oiliftnia  (Trinidad)  Water  Kate. 

Mi.  SmOCfiRBELL  (Sunderland): 
I  beg  to  ask  t^  Under-Secretary  of  State 
kft  the  Colonies  if  he  can  state  whether 
t  manorial  has  been  received  signed  by 
104  proprietors,  residing  at  California 
Tillige,  in  the  ward  of  Savonetta,  Couva, 
Trinidad,  protesting  against  the  action 
of  tiie  Coknial  Goyemment  in  imposing 
v&ter  rates  and  enforcing  the  payment 
of  tlie  same  upon  a  section  of  the  tax- 
pAjen  of  the  town  of  Couva  and  the 
viflige  of  California  without  giving 
tkm,  as  an  equivalent  for  such  payment, 
Mv  water ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  what 
Action  has  been  taken  in  the  matter. 

CoLONKL  SEELY:  No,  Sir;  the 
Memorial  has  not  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office. 

Trinidad  Indentured  Immigrants. 
Mb.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tie  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  is  aware  that  nearly  all 
f^  and  several  cocoa  estates  in 
Trinidad  keep  a  special  book  with  the 
object  of  evading  the  clause  of  the 
louugiation  Ordinance  which  refuses 
^^fitumal  inunigrants  when  70  per  cent. 
^  the  adult  males  indentured  have 
Ued  to  earn  3s.  6d.  a  week ;  whether 
thtte  special  books  show  indentured 
uunigrants  as  earning  considerably  more 
tW  they  really  do ;  whether  the 
^Acpector  of  imnugrants  and  his  assist- 
utB  are  aware  of  the  existence  of  these 
^oob;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  what 
■^tion,  if  any,  the  Government  intend 
to  take  to  see  that  the  conditions  laid 
^••1  by  the  Immigration  Ordinance 
*»  oomplied  with. 

CouwEL  SBELT:  The  section  of 
the  Trmidad  Ordinance  to  which  my 
^  iriaid  refers  (Section  70)  requires 
^  if  30  pec  cent,  of  the  adult  male 
'"'■igranta  have,  during  the  year,  earned 
&  leift  aBKnmt  of  wages  than  will  give 
*a  a^ecage  for  each  of  sixpence  for  every 
iiy  damg  the  twelve  months,  it  shall 
"^  be  lawful  for  the  protector  to  accept 
•tyappHcationfl  for  immigrants  in  respect 
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of  the  plantation  in  qU3stion  for  the 
year  next  ensuing,  subject  to  the  pow6r 
of  the  Governor  to  give  relief  for  due 
cause  shown.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  unaware  that  any  such  special  books 
are  kept  as  my  hon.  friend  indicates, 
but  he  will  make  inquiry  on  the  subject 
if  my  hon.  f.iend  so  desi.es. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  let  me  know  the  restdt  of 
the  investigation  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  If  my  hon.  triend 
desires,  I  will  inquire  and  communicate 
with  him. 

Alleged  Flogging  of  Zulus. 

Mr.  LEHMANN  (Leicestershire,  Mar- 
ket Harborough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  His  Majesty's  Government  have 
any  information  respecting  the  progress 
of  the  investigation  which,  on  18th 
September  last.  Sir  M.  Nathan  reported 
to  be  then  proceeding  into  the  allegations 
that  had  been  mcde  by  Miss  Colenso 
as  to  the  flogging  of  Zulus ;  and  has 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
been  called  to  the  letters  which  were 
addressed  by  her  to  the  Natal  officials 
on  this  subject,  dated  3rd  September, 
3rd,  5th,  and  20th  ultimo,  in  the  last 
of  which  she  represents  its  urgency  to 
the  Attomey-Greneral  of  Natal,  on  the 
ground  that  the  recent  thrashings  and 
threatenings  of  Zulus  xmder  martial 
law  have  a  vital  bearing  on  much  of 
the  alleged  evidence  against  Dinizulu. 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  regret  that  the 
reply  to  our  telegraphic  inquiry  has 
not  yet  been  received. 

Ilinizulu. 
Mr.  MACKARNESS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  can  now  state  upon 
what  charges  Dinizulu  has  been  indicted ; 
and  whether  any  of  the  charges  for 
which  he  was  arrested  and  upon  which 
he  was  committed  for  trial  have  not  been 
proceeded  with ;  and,  if  so,  which  they 
are. 

Colonel  SEELY :  A  copy  of  the 
indictment  has  now  been  received.  It 
contains   twenty-three   counts   charging 
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the  prisoner  with  various  tre">Bonable 
offences,  but  not  with  murder.  I  will 
lay  it  with  other  Papers  at  once. 

Mr.  MACKARNESS:  Are  there  no 
charges  beside  those  of  high  treason  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  :  The  hon.  Member 
had  better  wait  until  I  lay  the  document, 
as  a  lengthy  answer  is  involved. 

Mr.  MACKARNESS:  When  will  it 
be  laid  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  have  said  at 
once. 

Expedition  against  the  Higerian  Munshif. 
♦Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE(  Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  he  can  inform  the  House  whether  any 
sanction  has  been  given  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  a  suggested  military  expedition 
against  the  Munshis  in  Nigeria,  or  whether 
the  policy  previously  accepted  by  the 
Colonial  Office  on  the  advice  of  the  chief 
authorities  of  Southern  and  Northern 
Nigeria  is  to  continue. 

Colonel  SEELY :  No  military  ex- 
pedition against  the  Mimshis  has  been 
suggested  or  sanctioned.  In  accordance 
with  settled  poUcy  steps  are  being  taken 
to  extend  the  area  of  our  effective  control 
with  a  view  to  ensuring  the  peace  and 
good  government  of  the  country  ;  but 
there  has  been  no  change  in  policy  nor  is 
any  in  contemplation. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
asked  whether  the  expedition  would  re- 
ceive miUtary  support. 

Colonel  SEELY:  Certainly.  In 
accordance  with  what  has  been  done 
we  endeavoured  to  extend  our  effective 
control  to  prevent  internecine  warfare, 
but  there  is  no  fresh  policy.  Of  course, 
if  force  is  used  against  the  expedition, 
force  must  be  used  n  reply,  but  special 
instructions  have  been  given  to  avoid  the 
use  of  force  by  every  possible  means. 

Euftia   and  Persia— Oolonel  Liakhoff^f 

PositioiL 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex, 
Breatfard) :     I  beg  to  ask  the  Seore'ary 


of  State  for  Foreign  Afbirs  whether 
Colonel  Liakhoff,  who  led  the  Cosaacks 
in  the  destruction  of  the  Parliament 
buildings,  has  just  been  exhorting  his 
Cossacks  to  destcoy  the  constitution 
and  win  the  loot  of  Tabris ;  and  whether 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  honour  of 
Great  Britain  is  involved  by  reason  of 
the  Anglo-Russian  Conventicm,  he  pro- 
poses to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  poe 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edwakd  Grey, 
Northumberland,  Berwick) :  I  do  not 
follow  the  argument  of  the  last  part  of 
the  Question  ;  and  I  cannot  see  that  any 
obligation  rests  upon  us  in  consequence 
of  the  Convention  to  interfere  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  Persia.  But,  in  any 
case,  as  I  have  received  no  information 
which  leads  me  to  think  that  there  is  any 
probability  of  Colonel  Liakhoff's  having 
made  any  such  statement,  and  as  I  do 
not  credit  the  report  of  it,  it  does  not 
seem  necessary  for  any  one  to  take  any 
steps. 

Dr.  RUTilERFORD  asked  whether 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  Colonel  Liakhoff 
destroyed  the  Parliamentary  buildings 
his  retention  of  the  position  of  advis?r 
to  the  Shah  was  consbtent  with  the 
dignity  of  the  latter. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  For  whatever 
action  Colonel  Laikhoff  took  in  the 
summer  responsibility  resta  between  him 
and  the  Shah.  I  do  not  see  that  any 
responsibiUty  resto  upon  any  outside 
Power, 

Mr.  lynch  (Yorkshire,  W  Jt.,  Ripon; : 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Colonel  Liakhoff  i»  mn 
officer  in  the  active  service  of  Rossi 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  The  hon. 
Member  has  asked  that  Question  ver^' 
often  before. 

Bia  LYNCH:  No,  no. 

Snt   EDWARD    GREY:       Yes,    tli« 
hon.  Member  asked  it  in  the  somm^r. 
Colonel    Liakhoff    vs    under    the    order* 
of   the   Shah   and   not  of  the  RBSsian  • 
Government 
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■drtkOannan  Etsen  Sailway. 
Hb.  BELLAIBS:  I  beg  to  ask  ike 
Saereiuy  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs 
if  any  iaformatioii  has  now  been  obtained 
as  lo  whedier  the  main  line  from  Essen 
to  tke  North  and  West  Coasts  of  (Germany 
kid  for  some  time  past  been  reserved^ 
exdiubdy,  for  the  carnage  of  Govern- 
neat  goods,  chiefly  armaments,  so  tiiat 
ordinary  tnule  was  s^it  by  a  longer 
route;  and,  if  so,  is  this  rule  still  in 
bioe. 

Sm  EDWARD  GREY :  I  can  learn 
of  IM  fo  ndation  whatever  for  the 
niaoiir  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Ma.  BELLAIRS :  Is  my  right  hon. 
fne&d  aware  that  articles  have  appeared 
iQ  the  German  papers  and  complaints 
luiTi  been  made  by  German  manufac- 
tuven  on  aocount  of  this  monopoly  of 
tke  line! 

8nt  EDWARD  GREY :  I  have  not 
teen  those  articles.  I  understood  from 
the  Question  on  the  Paper  that  what 
mj  bon.  friend  wanted  was  that  I  should 
make  independent  inquiries  to  ascertain 
vhether  the  statement  was  true.  I 
bye  made  such  inquiries,  and  I  cannot 
obtain  any  information  to  show  that 
itis^ne. 

Majob  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St. 
Andrews,  Burghs) :  Will  the  right  hon. 
^SentiemaD  make  further  inquiries  ? 


[So  Answer  was  retumei.] 

Egyptian  Provincial  Councils. 
Di.  RUTHERFORD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tie  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
^Wther  the  draft  law  amending  the 
^^^nititution  of  provincial  councib  in 
Bg}pt  and  enlarging  their  powers  has 
7H  leached  the  final  shape  in  which 
^  ■  pn^Msed  that  it  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  Egyptian  Legislative  Council,  in 
•ecordance  with  hopes  held  out  by  the 
^ntish  Agent  in  Cairo  on  page  4  of 
Ws  Beport  for  1907  (Egypt,  No.  1, 1908) ; 
^  wbeUier  it  is  still  intended  that  this 
1^  shall  be  taken  in  the  oourse  of  the 
€>nent  year. 

8a  EDWARD  GREY :     The  .drAft 
oeoee  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 


was  duly  passed  by  the  Council  of 
Ministers,  and  has  already  been  subi 
mitted  to  the  Legislative  Council. 

The  Persian  Parliament 
Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.)| 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  convo- 
cation of  the  Persian  Parliament  or  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  assembly  which 
the  Shah  proposes  to  set  up. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Shah  has  issued  a  rescript 
declaring  that  he  does  not  intend  to 
convoke  a  Medjliss  at  all.  I  can  only 
repeat  that  this  is  entirely  contrary 
to  the  advice  which  has  been  given  by 
both  the  British  and  Russian  Govern* 
ments  in  the  interest  of  the  maintenance 
of  order  in  Persia.  It  is,  therefore, 
a  step  for  the  consequences  of  which 
the  responsibility  must  rest  entirely 
upon  the  Shah. 

Mr.  HART-DAVIES:  Have  any 
representations  been  made  to  the  Shah 
as  to  his  responsibility  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  stated  in 
reply  to  the  previous  Question  that 
advice  has  been  given. 

Russia  and  Persian  Territory. 
Mr.  LYNCJ:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Russian  Government  have 
recently  issued  a  declaration  to  the  effect 
that  Russia  will  in  no  circumstances 
occupy  the  slightest  portion  of  Persian 
territory,  and  that  no  Russian  troops 
will  cross  the  frontier  unless,  with 
Eagland's  approval,  it  may  be  found 
indispensable  to  send  a  small  detachment 
to  protect  the  lives  and  properties  of 
foreigners;  aijd  what  was  the  form  of 
this  declaration. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  such  declaration  has  been 
issued,  nor  do  I  thiak  it  could  be  expected 
in  the  form  put  in  the  Question. 

International  Kaval  Conference* 
Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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Foreign  A&ixs,  ui  vkvroftheappFoadiing 
deliberations  of  an  International  Naval 
Conference  on  the  laws  of  maritime 
warfare  between  representatives  of  .this 
counl^  and  those  of  tea  mainly  military 
powers,  whether  he  can  assure  the  House 
that  this  country  shall  not  be  committed 
t>  the  acceptance  of  any  alteration, 
modification^  or  new  interpretation  of 
any  part  of  those  laws  except  with  the 
consent  of  Parliament. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  I  cannot  give 
any  pledge  except  that  any  conclusions 
come  to  by  the  Conference  on  points  of 
International  Law  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament  before  it  is  asked  to  pass  the 
legislation  which  will  be  necessary,  as  I 
understand,  to  enable  His  Majesty's 
(Government  to  ratify  the  Prize  Court 
Convention. 

Mb.  BOWLES  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  the  House  to  understand 
that,in  certain  conceivable  circumstances, 
this  country  may  find  itself  committed 
to  a  reduction  of  its  maritime  power 
without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of 
Parliament) 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  Of  course  all 
responsibility  for  executive  action  which 
does  not  require  legislation  rests  with  the 
Government. 

Mr.  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  nine  Powers  which  have 
accepted  the  invitation  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  part  in  the  Inter- 
national Naval  Conference,  meeting  in 
London  on  Ist  December,  are  the  only 
Powers  to  which  such  an  invitation  has 
been  addressed  ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  say 
what  other  Powers  were  invited,  and  with 
what  results  in  each  case. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :•  The  A  iswer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

International  Trade— Professor 
Marshall's  Pamphlet 

Mr.  BONAR  law  (Camberwell,  Dul- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  the  Paper  on 
International  Trade,  by  Professor  Mar- 
shall, just  published  as  a  Parliamentary 


Paper,  was  written  at  the  request  of  the 
Treasury  in  19d3 ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  invite  an  economist  who  is  op^ 
posed  to  the  aystem  of  free  imports  t^ 
write  a  Memorandum  on  the  aam* 
subject,  so  that  thia  country  may  have 
the  opportunity,  witii  the  sanction  and 
at  the  expense  of  the  GovMrnment,  of 
studying  a  scientific  examination  of  the 
question  from  both  sides. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Lloyd-Georoe,  Car- 
narvon Boroughs) :  As  regards  the  first 
part  of  the  Question,  I  think  I  cannot 
do  better  than  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  the  letter  from  Mr.  Marshall  which 
appeared  in  The  Times  of  yesteniay» 
in  which  Mr.  Marshall  explained  the 
origin  of  the  Memorandum  and  the 
causes  which  led  to  its  publication. 
The  Memorandum  was  prepared  for 
the  late  G^ovemment  and  was  only 
issued  owing  to  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  think  it  would  be  es- 
tablishing an  undesirable  precedent  if, 
by  inviting  another  economist  to  furnish 
a  rejoinder,  I  were  to  initiate  a  r»ontrc» 
versy  at  the  public  expense. 

Mr.  BONAR  LAW  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  point  in 
regard  to  which  I  challenged  him  is 
not  even  referred  to  in  Professor  Max- 
shall's  Memorandum  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  I  do  not 
think  that  is  so.  I  only  referred  to  the 
document  to  quote  from  it,  and  I  waa 
bound  by  the  Rules  of  the  House,  if 
requested  to  do  so,  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
and  publish  it. 

Mr.  BONAR  LAW  :  Is  the  rijjht  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  I  made  no  demand 
for  the  document  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  a  statement  on  the 
subject. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  not  entitled  to  make  a  speech. 

Mr.  BONAR  LAW :  May  I  put  it  in 
this  way  ?  If  I  can  convince  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman [Cries  of  "  Order  !  ''J 

^R.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  commencing 
a  hypothetical  question. 
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Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN 
(Worcestenkire,  E.) :  Mi^y  I  ask  the 
ri^t  hon.  C^ntleman  with  reference  to 
tl^  psrt  of  his  Answer  which  says  that 
tlie  P^per  was  prepared  at  the  reqnest 
of  tke  kte  Government,  whether  he  is 
BOi  aware  that  it  was  prepared  for  an 
mdiTidnal  Member  of  the  late  ()ovem- 
meat,  ani  was  not  circolated  to  the  late 
GoTenini?nt,  and  was  not  left  on  record 
»t  the  Treasury  by  the  Minister  for 
wkom  it  was  prepared. 

Mil  LLOYD-GEORGE:  That  is 
ccitainly  not  my  information,  and  if 
tke  Members  of  the  banch  opposite 
wiQt  the  whole  of  the  rec  rd  of  the  ti.an- 
adion  I  can  easily  publish  it,  but  I  can 
•nly  do  that  on  their  responsibility. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHA3IBERLAIN  :  My 

ififonnation  is  that  it  is  not  a  record  of 
i\/t  late  Ministry,  and  was  not  circulated 
to  members  of  the  late  Government. 
U  was  not  left  on  record. 

Pension  Ofteers. 
Ma.  KETTLE  (lyrone,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
aakMr.CSiancellotof  the  Exchequer  what 
^  the  sections  of  the  Old- Age  Pensions 
Art  under  which  power  has  been  taken 
to  appomt  two  classes  of  pension  officers 
W  each  pension  district ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  throughout  the  entire  Act 
tbe  teference  is  to  the  pension  officer, 
whI  not  to  the  pension  officers,  for  each 
^istnct,  and  that  the  same  language  is 
^  repeated  in  the  definition  clause  of 
^  Treasury  Regulations ;  and  whether, 
ill  TJew  of  the  fact  that  this  duplication 
of  ofidals  must  involve  expense  and 
ilay  that  might  have  been  avoided,  he 
ril  take  counseVs  opinion  as  to  its 
fcgaUty. 

Vjl  LLOTD-GEORGE  :  Pension 
^Sna  arc  appointed  by  the  Treasury 
^nnkr  Section  8  (4),  which  provides  that 
^  Treasury  may  appoint  such  number 
of  tiieae  officers  as  they  think  fit  to  act 
fcr  Mch  areas  as  they  direct.  "  Pension 
^fittr**  is  defined  in  the  Regulations  to 
D»n  the  pension  officer  to  whom  any 
''ittm  or  question  is  referred.  I  see  no 
^'Mon  to  doubt  the  legality  of  these 
*n*ngements,  nor  does  it  seem  to  me 
*Wt  any  other  scheme  would  prove  more 
*iMiemicaL 


Pencion  Applicants'  Charaotera. 
Mr.  BARNES  (Glasgow,  Bkckfriars) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  he  is  aware  that  papers  are 
being  issued  to  tradesmen  in  the  South 
of  London  from  the  pension  officer  of 
the  Inland  Revenue  Office  asking  for 
information  concerning  the  characters 
of  applicants  for  old-age  pensions,  and  as 
to  whether  they  always  worked  accord- 
ing to  their  ability  to  support  those 
dependent  upon  them ;  is  there  anything 
in  the  instructions  to  justify  such  in- 
quiries; and  will  he  see  that  pension 
officers  are  prevented  in  future  from 
bringing  discredit  on  the  Old- Age  Pensions 
Act. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  It  is  the 
statutory  duty  of  the  pension  officer  to 
satisfy  himself  that  a  claimant  is  not 
subject  to  disqualification  under  Section 
3  (1)  (b)  of  the  Act,  and,  under  Nos.  5 
and  6  of  the  Instructions  to  pension 
officers  as  to  investigation  of  olainas, 
which  form  the  Second  Schedule  of  the 
Regulations,  he  is  authorised  to  reduce 
to  writing  any  question  which  he  desires 
to  put  to  any  person,  and  is  reqxdred 
to  take  all  reasonable  steps  to  obtain  the 
best  evidence  and  information  which  it 
is  reasonably  possible  to  obtain  and  to 
make  all  such  inquiries  as  appear  to  him 
necessary  having  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Mr.  BARNES  :  Does  this  instruction 
apply  to  women  applicants  for  pensions 
as  to  character  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  It  would 
certainly  apply  to  all  applicants  for 
pensions. 

Mr.  BARNES:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  is 
aware  that  pension  officers  are  inquiring 
as  to  the  character  of  applicants  for 
pensions,  notwithstanding  that  such 
applicants  have  been  members  of  friendly 
societies  for,  in  some  cases,  fifty  years ; 
and  will  he  take  steps  to  see  that  such 
officers  be  instructed  to  keep  within  the 
limits  of  the  provisions  of  the  Old-Age 
Pensions  Act. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  I  have 
received  no  complaints  as  to  the  way 
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in  wliicli  pension  officers  are  discharging 
their  duties  in  the  matter.  If  the  hon. 
Member  has  a  specific^case  in  mind,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  have  it  looked  into 
if  he  will  give  me  the  particulars. 

Pension  Begulations. 
Mr.  ELLIS  DAVIE8  (Carnar- 
vonshire, EiBon):  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  will  arrange  for  the  translation  of  the 
Regulations  with  regard  to  old-age  pen- 
sions into  the  Welsh  language. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Both  the 
Act  and  the  Regulations  have  been 
translated  into  Welsh  and  are  being 
printed  by  the  Stationery  Office.  They 
will  be  published  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  kettle  :  Will  the  same  course 
be  taken  with  regard  to  Irish  speaking 
districts  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  watt  :    And  in  Scotland  also  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  have  had 
no  application  from  either  Scotland  or 
Ireland.  It  has  not  been  represented 
to  me  as  an  Irish  grievance. 

!    IK 

Dinorwio  Quarries. 
Mr.  ELLIS  DAVIES :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  was  the  number  of 
men  employed  at  the  Dinorwic  quarries, 
i  X  the  county  of  Carnarvon,  for  the  year 
ending  Slst  December,  1907 ;  how  many 
were  employed  inside  and  outside  the 
quarry,  respectively;  and  what  was 
t*ae  number  of  accidents  reported  during 
t^ie  same  period,  distinguishing  those  to 
men  employed  inside  and  outside  the 
quarry. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.) :  The  figures 
asked  for  are  as  follows :  Employed 
inside,  1,114  ;  employed  outside,  1,711 ; 
t3tal  employed,  2,825.  Fatal  accidents 
'Tsported,  4,  all  of  which  occurred  to 
iiside  workers.  Non-iatal  accidents  re- 
ported,  38,  of  which  32  occurred  to  inside 
workers. 

Stray  Dogs  in  London. 
Mr.  SMEATON  (Stirlingshire) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the    Secretary  of  State    for  ^the 


Home  Department  whether  last  year  the 
Metropolitan  Police  handed  over  to  the 
veterinary  inspectors  12,018  dogs ;  what 
orders  these  veterinary  inspectors  have 
as  to  the  disposal  of  these  dogs,  and  by 
whose  authority  the  orders  are  issued; 
and  what  precautions  are  taken  to  pre- 
vent these  dogs  being  used  lor  purposes 
of  vivisection. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  number 
stated  is  correct.  Detailed  instruetioDS 
to  persons  taking  charge  of  dogs  under 
the  Act  of  1906  are  issued  under  the 
authority  of  the  Commissioner  of  Fdliee, 
and  are  in  strict  oomplianoe  mitii  tiie 
Act.  Every  veterinary  surgeon  whea 
appointed  b  required  to  give  a  formal 
undertaking  that  he  will  not  sell  or  hand 
over  any  dog  for  the  purpose  of  vivi* 
section. 

Mr.  SMEATON :  Is  there  any  statu- 
tory penalty  for  infringement  of  this 
regulation  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  sure. 

Explosioni  of  Inflammable  Liquiis. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ham, Barnard  Castle) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  he  can  give  the  number  of  deaths 
and  injuries  and  the  amount  of  damage 
done  to  property  during  the  past  three 
3rears  owing  to  the  bursting  or  exploding 
of  vessels  containing  inflammable  liquids ; 
whether  the  Government  is  aware  that 
there  are  mechanical  devices  compulsory 
by  law  in  several  countries  in  Europe 
which  secure  complete  immunity  from 
such  explosions ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  increase  in  the  use  of  petrol  or 
other  inflammable  liquids,  the  Govern- 
ment are  willing  to  amend  the  Petroleum 
Act  of  1903  to  make  the  use  of  safety 
devices  compulsory  in  this  country, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  no  official 
information  as  to  the  number  and  nature 
of  such  accidents,  though  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  the  number  of  deaths  at 
any  rate  is  extremely  small,  nor  have  1 
any  information  as  to  the  legal  require- 
ment of  safety  devices  in  foreign 
countries.  I  have  had  in  view  for  aome 
time  the  appointment  of  a  small  com- 
mittee to  consider  what  steps  can  be 
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Ukia  to  diaafirifth  tlM3  dangera  alftendant 
on  the  8t<»age  and  conve3^nce  of  petrol. 
Ibis  committee,  as  I  stated  yesterday, 
would  consider,  i$Uer  alioj  the  use  of 
iaproYed  mechanieal  devices. 

*Mb.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Lei- 
cester) :  Are  there  no  figures  as  to 
tocidfiQts  supplied  by  reliable  authorities  ? 

Xa.  GLADSTONE  :  I  will  inquire. 

Mb.  p.  barlow  (Bedford) :  Is  the 
ligkt  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in  the 
last  tliree  months  there  have  been  thirteer 
deiths  and  sixteen  cases  of  personal 
injuyt 

Mm.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
of  it. 

Bojal  Prooetsion  at  Oxford  Circus. 

Mm.  lynch  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Seere- 
Ucy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whetker  he  is  aware  that  on  the  occasion 
of  the  passage  down  Oxford  Street  of  the 
Boyal  procession  on  the  18th  instant,  the 
smngementa  made  by  the  police  at 
Oxfacd  Circua  for  crossing  that  thorough- 
fvewere  so  defective  that  persons  were 
oMiged,  with  the  consent  of  the  police 
ht  without  their  assistance,  to  push 
tkouehres  across  as  best  they  could  ; 
ttd  will  he  arrange  that  in  future  on  such 
ooosioiis  passages  shall  be  arranged  at 
ooaverient  intervals  for  persons  on  foot 
umI  ibsU  be  kept  open  by  the  police. 

lU.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  Sir.  I  have 
ne^ived  no  complaints  on  the  subject, 
^  the  Commissioner  of  Police  informs 
Be  Uutt  the  arrangements  made  were  as 
rfoctive  as  possible.  It  is  obvious  that 
00  nch  oecasions  some  inconvenience 
■Mt  be  caused  both  to  vehicular  traffic 
*Ad  pedestriana,  which,  no  police  arrange- 
»sTtd  ean  prevent. 

Irettmmt  of  TougJPersons. 
6at  GEORGE  EBEEWICH  (Exeter) : 
Ibegtoaak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Hotte  D^Mirtment  whetiier  he  will  take 
ato  eonoderation  the  establishment  in 
<«Bne(^Q  with  the  Home  Office  of  a 
cmoltative  o<Hnmittee,  similar  to  the 
wtwiltstive  committee  at  the  Board  of 
Jdncttion,  to  which  matters  relating  to 
*>Wien  and   young   persons   may   be 


referred  by  him ;  and  whether  such  a 
committee  can  be  established  without 
legislation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  considered 
my  hon.  friend's  suggestion,  but  I  do  not 
see  my  way  to  adopting  it.  I  am  always 
able,  without  the  formal  constitution  of  a 
Standing  Committee,  to  obtain  the 
friendly  advice  and  assistance  of  those 
best  qualified  to  advise  on  any  question 
relating  to  children  and  young  persons 
that  may  from  time  to  time  arise — and 
in  the  case  of  any  question  of  unusual 
difficulty  or  complexity,  it  is  alwajrs  open 
to  me  to  appoint,  ad  hoc,  a  committee  of 
specially  qualified  persons. 

Bradford  Goods  Guards,  Hours  of  Duty. 

Mr.  JOWETT  (Bradford,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  among 
the  goods  guards  employed  by  the 
Midland  Railway  Company  at  Bradford 
there  occurred,  from  10th  September 
last  to  8th  October  last,  sixty-four  cases 
of  men  working  periods  varying  from 
sixty  to  sixty-five  hours  per  week  to 
eighty-five  to  ninety  hours  per  week, 
and  that  on  15th  September  last  three 
local  goods  guards  were  dismissed ;  and 
will  he  say  what  action  he  has  taken,  or 
proposes  to  take,  under  the  Railways 
Regulation  Act,  1893,  to  deal  with  these 
cases. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee) :  In 
connection  with  the  dismissal  of  certain 
goods  guards  on  the  Midland  Railway 
my  attention  was  drawn  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Derby  to  the 
overtime  worked  by  other  goods  guards- 
at  various  places  on  the  railway  in 
September.  On  inquiry  I  ascertained 
that  the  whole  matter  was  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Conciliation  Boards, 
established  under  the  agreement  of  last 
November,  I  am  glad  to  learn  that  on 
the  6th  instant  the  Central  Conciliation 
Board  on  the  Midland  Railway  came  to  a 
settlement  upon  all  outstanding  questions 
relating  to  goods  guards,  and  in  view  of 
this  settlement  no  further  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  seem 
to  be  necessary. 

Mr.    CLYNES    (Manchester,    N.E.) : 
Cannot   the   right   hon.   Gentleman  get 
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further  information  regarding  the  exces- 
sive hours  of  duty  ? 

Hb.  CHURCHILL  said  the  matter  had 
been  discussed  fully,  and  a  satisfactory 
settlement  arrived  at,  and  he  had  not, 
therefore,  thought  it  necessary  to  go  into 
special  details. 

Imports  of  Slates. 

Mr.  TOMKINSON  (Cheshire,  Crewe) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  what  percentage  of  the  total 
amount  of  slates  used  in  this  country  has 
been  imported  from  abroad  in  each  of 
the  years  1902  to  1907,  inclusive. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  If  the  annual 
consumption  of  slates  in  the  United 
Kingdom  be  taken  as  equivalent  to  the 
production  of  each  year  with  the  im- 
PDrts  added  and  the  exports  deducted, 
i^.  appears  t)  at  the  proportion  of  im- 
ported slates  to  the  total  consumption 
so  ascertained,  was  about  13  per  cent, 
in  1S02,  19  per  cent,  in  1903,  14  per  cent. 
vA  K04,  12  per  cent,  in  1905,  and  8  per 
C3  •  t.  in  both  1906  and  1907.  In  making 
tiis  ca!culatio:\  account  has  been  taken 
of  the  impDrts  and  exports  of  roofing 
spates  only,  no  separate  information 
being  available  with  regard  to  any  im- 
ports or  exports  of  slate  in  other  forms. 

Mr.  TOMKINSON  asked  if  the  marked 
increase  in  imports  was  not  in  the  period 
of  the  Penrhyn  strike. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :    Lock-out. 

Mr.  CHLUCHILL:  That  probably 
i    the  case. 

Mr.  BONAR  law  :  Will  the  right 
h  n.  Grentleman  apply  the  principle  he 
h\8  adopted  in  the  case  of  slates  to 
o  her  classes  of  goods  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  That  is  rather  a 
omplicated  question,  which  I  should 
J  ike  to  study. 

Mr.  ELLIS  DAMES :  What  propor- 
tion of  the  sla  es  was  exported  to  British 
C  )lonie8 1 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  asked  for  notice. 


Hammen mith  Bridge  Babanksflnt 
MR.CLYNES:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether, 
in  reference  to  the  number  of  deatiis 
from  accidental  drowning  on  the  Surrey 
side  of  Hammersmith  Bridge,  he  is 
aware  that  the  Borough  of  Hammer- 
smith and  the  Urban  Council  of  Barnes 
have  each  offered  to  pay  one-third  of 
the  cost  of  erecting  a  protective  wall 
or  railing  to  make  the  embankment  safe ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  refusal  of 
the  Thames  Conservancy  to  spend  aay 
money  for  this  purpose,  he  can  take  any 
action  to  procure  the  consent  of  the 
Conservancy  and  the  early  undertaking 
of  necessary  protective  works. 

Hr.  CHURCHILL:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board  that 
they  have  received  and  carefully  con- 
sidered a  proposal  made  to  them  by 
the  Barnes  Urban  District  Council  that 
a  fence  should  be  erected  at  the  place 
referred  to,  the  cost  being  defrayed  in 
equal  shares  by  the  Council,  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Hammersmith,  and  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board.  This  proposal  tie 
Conservancy  Board  have  felt  them- 
selves imable  to  accede  to,  as  the  execu- 
tion of  protective  works  on  the  river 
banks  is  not,  in  their  opinion,  a  duty 
with  which  they  are  charged,  though 
they  are  ready,  as  I  informed  the  hon. 
Member  on  15th  July  last,  to  give  the 
local  authority  permission  to  construct 
protective  works  provided  these  do  not 
interfere  with  the  use  of  the  towpath 
or  navigation.  The  matter  does  not 
appear  to  be  one  in  regard  to  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  possess  any  powers. 

Eleotrio  Lighting  CompaniM  Aeoonsti. 
Mr.  G.  a.  hardy  (Suffolk,  Stov- 
market) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  having 
regard  to  his  promise  carefully  to  watch 
the  operation  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
arrangements  for  the  audit  of  the  accounts 
of  electric  lighting  companies,  he  has 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  is 
undesirable  in  the  public  interesta  that 
the  same  auditors  shall  continue  to  act 
in  the  dual  capacity  of  Board  of  Trade 
and  shareholders'  auditors ;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Board  of  Trade's  own  Return  showed 
that  this  practice   was  pursued  in   no 
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less  thaa  fanrtpftme  cases,  lie  will  con- 
sider tlie  desirability  of  ending  it'  in 
tl»  new  appointments  that  are  about 
to  be  made. 

Ml,  CHURCHILL:  Yes,  Sir.  I  do 
not  intend  to  appoint  any  of  the  share- 
hoUczs'  an<fitoi8  to  act  as  official  auditors 
of  the  accounts  of  the  same  electric 
Kghting  companies  for  the  present  year. 

Welsh  Trada  Statistios. 
Mr.  WALTER  ROCH  (Pembroke): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  can  in  future  in  the  Board 
of  Trade  statistics  publish  the  statistics 
for  Wales  separately. 

Mb.  CHURCHILL:  I  will  consider 
low  far  it  may  be  possible  to  meet  the 
viewB  of  my  hon.  friend,  and  will  com- 
mimicate  with  him  further  on  the  sub- 
ject 

Me.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Goran):  Will  goods  sent  from  Wales 
tato  England  be  treated  as  exports  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Old-Ace  Pmisioiu— Poor  Relief 
Diflqnalifloation. 
Mb.  SUMlfERBELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
tke  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  is  yet  in  a  position 
to  ny  whether  an  old-age  pension  may 
^  given  to  a  woman  who  is  fully  qualified 
^0  Rcwe  a  pension  but  whose  husband 
is  m  receipt  of  outdoor  Poor  Law  relief. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
WVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
^tisi,  Battersea) :  If  the  relief  were 
fiven  to  the  husband  solely  for  his  own 
wpport,  the  wife  would  not,  I  think, 
^  thereby  disqualified. 

Siftreaa  in  the  Cockermouth  TTnion. 

Stt  JOHN  HANDLES  (Cumberland, 
*Vknnouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
<J«'t  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
'^rtker  there  has  been  any  grant  for 
'^  relief  of  distress  at  Workmgton  or 
**iyport  following  applications  from 
^^  districts ;  is  there  any  possibility 
^  hia  taking  steps  to  prevent  persons 
^  kave  accepted  test  work  at  the 
noneyard  from  the  Cockermouth  Board 


of  Guardians  under  special,  temporary^ 
and  exceptional  circumstances  due  to 
unemployment  being  disfranchised ;  and 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  the  special  committee 
on  distress  due  to  unemployment  in 
18d5,  of  which  he  was  a  member,  re- 
commended that  persons  so  relieved 
should  not  be  disfranchised. 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  There  is  no  distress  com- 
mittee for  either  oi  the  places  mentioned, 
so  that  no  payment  could  be  made  to 
them  from  the  grant  at  the  present  time. 
I  have,  however,  given  consideration  to 
the  circumstances  of  both  places,  have 
made  inquiries  with  regard  to  them,  and 
I  am  now  in  commimication  with  the 
local  authorities  as  respects  the  distress 
in  them.  Legislation  would  be  neces- 
sary to  give  efiect  to  the  suggestion  in 
the  second  part  of  the  Question.  I  am 
aware  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  1895,  but  I  am  afraid  I  could  not  hold 
out  any  promise  of  legislation  on  the 
subject  at  the  present  time. 

Lancashire  Technioal  Sshool.— Work  for 
the  Unemployed. 

Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  (Manchester, 
N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Grovernment  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  technical  and  secondary 
schools  at  Earlston,  Ecc!es,  MiddletoD, 
Morecombe,  Lancaster,  Waterford, 
Waterloo-with-Seaforth,  and  Walkc'en 
have  been  approved  by  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  for  the  County  of  Lan- 
caster at  various  dates  between  October, 
1906,  and  May,  1908;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  cost  of  building  these 
schools  with  the  extensions  will  amount 
to  upwards  of  £167,000  but  that  progress 
cannot  be  made  until  the  sanction  of 
the  Local  Grovernment  Board  is  ob- 
tained ;  and  if,  in  view  of  the  prevailing 
unemployment  in  Lancashire  and  in  the 
interest  of  education,  he  can  expedite 
the  departmental  sanction. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  facts  in  this  matter.  The  limitation 
on  the  amount  which  the  town  or  urban 
district  councils  can  raise  for  purposes 
of  secondary  education  prevents  their 
being  able  to  bonow  the  sums  required 
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without  some  assistance  from  the  county 
council,  and  considerable  difficulties  have 
arisen  in  connection  with  the  arrange- 
ments to  be  made  for  this  purpose 
between  the  county  council  and  the 
other  councils.  I  have  long  been  in 
correspondence  with  the  county  council 
with  regard  to  the  matter.  I  am  about 
to  address  a  further  communication  to 
them  on  the  subject,  and  I  trust  that 
this  will  effect  a  settlement  of  the  diffi- 
culties to  which  I  have  referred.  I  will 
then  at  once  deal  with  the  applications 
for  sanction  to  the  borrowing  of  the 
sums  required. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Lord 
Balcafbes  (Lancashire,  Chorley), 

Mr.  JOHN  BXJRNS  said  they  were 
rapidly  approaching  a  settlement  of 
this  rather  tangled  question. 

Treatment  of  Kemand  Prisoners. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Grovemment  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  a  girl  who,  having  been  charged  at 
the  Marylebone  Police  Court  with  a 
petty  offence  was  sent  to  a  remand 
home,  where,  after  being  detained  for 
a  week,  and  on  the  day  preceding  her 
liberation  by  the  magistrate  mider  the 
Probation  of  Offenders  Act,  she  was 
taken  downstairs  by  a  woman  at  the 
Home,  who  cropped  off  the  girl's  hair- 
close  to  her  head ;  what  and  where  is 
this  Home ;  what  is  the  name  of  the 
woman  who  committed  the  assault ; 
and  what  does  he  propose  to  do  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  JOHN  BITRNS :  I  have  made 
inquiry  as  to  this  case.  It  occurred 
at  the  Pentonville  Road  Remand  Home, 
established  by  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
Board.  It  appears  that  the  girl's  hair 
was  cut  off  bv  the  house  mother  of  the 
girls  branch  of  the  Home  by  direction 
of  the  visiting  medical  officer  on  account 
of  its  verminous  condition.  The  medical 
officer  explains  that  he  gave  the  direction 
as  he  had  been  informed  that  the  girl 
was  to  go  to  an  Lidustrial  Home.  Had 
he  known  that  this  was  not  correct,  he 
would  not  have  given  the  order  for  the 
hair  to  be  removed.    In  the  circumstances 


it  does  not  seem  to  me  necessary  that 
I  should  take  any  further  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  representations 
to  the  authorities  of  the  Home,  and 
specially  to  the  medical  officer,  that  in 
future  no  girl's  hair  shall  be  cut  unless 
the  magistrate  has  actually  made  an 
order  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  will  bear  the 
suggestion  in  mind.  Everj-thing  that 
can  be  done  to  avoid  a  repetition  of  this 
Rape  of  the  Lock  will  be  done. 

Special  Committees  for  Unemployment 
Mb,  ALDEN  (Middlesex,  Tottenham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Unemployed  Workmen 
Act,  by  Section  2  (3),  peremptorily 
required  all  county  councils  and  comity 
borough  councils,  wherever  no  distress 
committee  was  established,  to  appoint 
special  committees  to  obtain  information 
as  to  the  conditions  of  employment,  and 
to  promote  or  establish  labour  exchanges, 
he  will  state  in  what  counties  and  county 
boroughs  such  special  committees  have 
been  established ;  wlx^ther  the  Local 
Government  Board  has  ever  called  the 
attention  of  county  and  county  borough 
councils  to  their  obligations  under  this 
subsection  ;  and  whether  he  will  present 
a  Return  giving  a  summary  of  the  statis- 
tical and  other  information  obtained 
by  the  special  committees  thus  con- 
stituted, and  by  any  labour  exchanges 
which  they  have  promoted. 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Shortlv  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  called  the  attention  of 
these  coimcils  to  the  requirements  of 
subsection  (3)  of  Section  2,  and  tkey 
subsequently  communicated  with  them 
with  special  reference  to  labour  exchanges 
and  employment  registers.  Returns  have 
rot  been  received  as  to  these  cases.  "I 
regret,  therefore,  that  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  my  hon.  fariend  the 
particulars  for  which  he  asks. 

Mb.  ALDEN  :     When  is  it  likely  w« 
shall  have  the  information  f 
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Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  If  I  can  bring 
any  pressure  to  bear  on  the  county 
councils  to  hurry  it  on  I  ^11  do  so. 

Ooitoms  and  tho  Ooastnard. 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  5  he  can 
state  whether,  when  the  coastguard 
service  is  transferred  to  the  Customs, 
men  in  the  former  service  will  be  pro- 
moted to  higher  positions  in  the  Customs 
waterguard  without  the  usual  examine* 
tion  in  force  for  snob  promotions ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  possibility 
of  recruiting  the  positions  in  the  upper 
and  lower  sections  of  preventive  officers 
from  the  existing  waterguard  staff,  with 
a  view  to  aomewhat  relieving  the  exist- 
ing stagnation  of  piomotion  among  both 
the  preventive  officers^  and  preventive 
men  grades. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hobhouse,  Bris- 
tol, E.) :  A  Bill  will  be  necessary  to  give 
effect  to  any  amalgamation,  and  under 
these  circumstsnces  I  would  prefer  not 
to  make  any  definite  statement  on  the 
subject* 

Stationery  for  Government  Of&ces. 

Mr.  HUNT :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  has  decided 
that  only  ink  made  in  Ireland  shall  be 
used  in  Irish  Government  Departments ; 
and  whether  he  could  arrange  that  the 
b'otting-parer  used  for  all  Government 
work  should  all  be  of  either  British  or 
Irish  manufaotuT'' 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  Will 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  arrange  that  goose 
quills  shall  be  substituted  for  steel  pens 
throughout  the  service  in  order  to 
encourage  small  holders  to  keep  geese  ? 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE:  1  am  informed 
tbat  only  ink  made  in  Ireland  is  used 
in  Irish  Government  Departments.  The 
blotting-paper  used  for  all  Government 
work  is  made  in  tho  United  Kingdom. 

Small  Holdings. 
Mr.  ROGE  as  (Wiltshire,  Devizes) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether, 
in  order  to  expedite  the  acquisition  of 


land  under  the  Sm^U  Holdings  Aot| 
the  Board  will  be  prepared  to  specify 
some  reasonable  period  of  time  at  the 
expiry  of  which  it  will  expect  the  require- 
ments of  all  suitable  applicants,  whose 
applications  were  made  immediately 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  to  have 
been  satisfied. 

The  treasurer  op  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
set, S.) :  The  suggestion  will  be  borne 
in  mind,  but  the  Board  do  not  think 
the  time  has  yet  come  to  carry  it  out. 

Mr.  BENNETT  (Oxfordshire,  Wood- 
stock) :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  at  a  recent  conference  of  the  county 
councils  Lord  Carrington  described  it 
as  a  most  admirable  suggestion  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  I  am 
not  aware  of  that. 

Mr.  MORRELL  (Oxfordshire,  Hen* 
ley) :  Is  the  hon.  Member  aware  that 
under  Section  3  of  the  Act  if  the  Com- 
missioners and  the  Board  oi  Agriculture 
were  fully  to  carry  out  their  duties  it 
would  be  impossible  for  a  county  council 
to  delay  carrying  out  a  scheme  for  mdre 
than  six  months  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  :  That 
does  not  arise  out  oi  the  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

Mr.  ROGERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  represent- 
ing the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, whether  he  is  aware  that  inquiries 
held  under  the  Small  Uoldinga  Act  have 
revealed  the  existence  of  a  large  demand 
for  land  in  places  where  such  demand 
cannot  be  satisfied  locally  owing  to  the 
prevalent  S3^tem  of  cultivation  being 
already  one  of  small  holdings,  more 
particularly  in  parts  of  Wales,  Lancashire  ^ 
and  Somerset ;  and  whether  the  Board 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  so  amend- 
ing the  Act  as  to  give  to  a  central  author- 
ity power  to  create  opportunities  of  land 
holding  for  persons  who  are  willing  to 
move  out  of  their  own  districts. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  are  aware  that  there  are  diffi- 
culties in  acquiring  land  in  those   parts 


119 


Qu  stions. 


{COjIMONS} 


QuedionB. 


lao 


of  the  count rj  where  a  large  number  of 
small  holdings  already  exist,  but  no 
«rmendment  of  the  Act  is  necessary  to  en- 
fible  county  councils  to  provide  holdings 
for  applicants  who  are  prepared  to  move 
outside  their  own  county. 

Organisation  of  Agricultural  Enterprise. 

Mr.  BENNETT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  represent- 
ing the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, whether  the  Board  would  urge 
upon  the  various  county  coimcila  the 
importance  of  appointing  in  each  county 
an  expert  lecturer  and  organiser  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  co-operation  and 
other  methods  of  agricultural  enterprise 
amongst  small  holders  ;  and  whether  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  could  see  its  way  to 
render  financial  assistance  towards  this 
object  from  the  funds  at  his  disposal. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  :  The 
Bo«rd  fully  recognise  the  importance  of 
this  matter  and  are  considering  the  whole 
question  as  to  the  best  means^  to  be 
adopted  to  encourage  co-operation  among 
small  holders  and  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

Counties  wifhont  Small  Holding  Sohemes. 
Mr.  ROBERT  HARCOURT  (Mont- 
rose, Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  what  counties  in  England 
and  Wales  have  neither  acquired  land 
WOT  submitted  schemes  under  the  Small 
Holdings  Act. 

Bir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  The 
counties  which  have  neither  acquired 
land  nor  submitted  schemes  are : — 
England  :  Cumberland,  Derby,  Hereford. 
Lancashire.  London,  Middlesex,  Mon- 
mouth. Suffolk  West,  Surrey,  Sussex  East. 
Sussex  West,  Warwick,  York  (North 
Riding).  Wales  :  Brecon,  Cardigan,  Car- 
narvon, Flint,  Glamorgan,  Merioneth, 
Pembroke.  I  should  add,  however,  that 
many  of  them  are  in  active  negotiation  for 
the  acquisition  of  land. 

Small  Holdings  Act— De&ulting  Counties. 
Mr.   ROBERT  HARCOURT  :    I  beg 

to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  represent ii.g  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agricultvre,  whether,  in 


the  opinion  of  the  Board,  any  comity 
councils  have  failed  to  make  adequate 
use  of  their  powers  tinder  the  Small 
Holdings  Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  take  st^ps  to  declare  them 
in  default. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  Every 
county  council  has  practically  completed 
its  preliminary  inquiries,  and  is  now  in 
active  negotiation  for  land.  Whenever 
desirable  the  Board  make  strong  repre- 
sentations in  favour  of  greater  expedition 
and  energy,  and  they  will  not  fail  to  take 
any  further  action  that  may  prove 
necessary. 

Mr.  MORRELL  :  Has  any  county 
council  yet  forwarded  a  Report  to  the 
Commissioners  to  the  effect  that  it  is 
desirable  to  proceed  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :    When- 

ever  the  Board  thinks  that  a  county 
council  is  not  taking  sufficiently  active 
steps  Commissioners  are  sent  down.      , 

Small  Holdings  in  Hampshire. 

Mr.  SMEATON  (Stirlingshi-.e) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
as  representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  how  many  applications  for 
small  holdings  have  been  made ;  how 
much  land  has  been  applied  for;  and 
how  many  small  holdings  have  been 
created  up  to  date  in  each  division  of 
Hampshire ;  whether  any  scheme  of 
small  holdings  in  Hampshire  has  yet  been 
reported  to  or  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Agriculture ;  will  he  state  the  names  of 
the  members  of  the  committee  or  com- 
mittees (if  any  such  have  been  con- 
stituted) charged  with  the  administration 
of  the  Act  in  each  division  of  the  countv  ; 
and  whether  any  of  the  Commissioners 
have  yet  visited  any  of  the  divisions  of 
Hampshire ;  and,  if  so,  what  Report 
have  they  made  to  the  Boartl  as  to  the 
way  in'  which  the  Act  is  being  adminis- 
tered. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  Five 
hundred  and  thirteen  applications  have 
been  made  for  7,579  acres,  but  no  small 
holdings  have  been  actually  provided  as 
yet.  The  Board  have  received  and 
approved  one  scheme.    Six  visits  to  the 
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ounty  h^ve  hw^  made  by  the  Com* 
misaopeTB  ai:d  inspectors,  and  they  are 
utkfied  that  the  county  council  are 
doing  their  best  to  administer  the  Act. 
I  thU  be  pleased  to  send  my  hou.  friend 
1  list  giving  the  names  of  the  small 
Holdings  Committee. 

Mi.  8MEAT0N :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
thAt  up  to  the  present  time  only  15  acres 
kave  beea  actually  distributed  ? 

Sot  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  That 
is  90,  but  I  hope  more  land  will  soon  be 
distributed* 

Me.  MORRELL  :  And  although  513 
pfTsons  have  been  waitng  for  eleven 
mouths,  has  no  Report  been  made  that  it 
is  desirable  to  prepare  a  scheme  1 

Sot  EDWARD  STRACHEY  :  We  are 
5:tiified  that  up  till  now  the  county 
council  has  done  its  utmost ;  otherwise 
ve  ihould  take  steps. 

Ml.  MORRELL  :  Is  it  not  the  duty 
o{  the  Commissioners  as  soon  as  they  are 
twaie  there  is  a  demand  for  land  to 
report  that  fact  ? 

P.*Mn.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
b;  arguing  the  matter  rather  than  seeking 
inionnation. 

IvRWtad  Increase  of  Litpectorate. 

'  Ma.  MORRELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
1ml  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
ftpteteuting  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
namber  of  applications  which  have 
W&  received  under  the  Small  Holdings 
Act  and  the  number  of  those  still  waiting 
t4>  be  dealt  with»  the  Board  will  now 
»{^MHiit  another  Commissioner  and  as 
naaj  more  inspectors  as  may  be  necessary 
ui  order  to  insure  a  more  rapid  and 
vi^Dtona  administration  of  the  Acti 

8ii;R|STRACHEY  :  he  Board  are 
&7V  considering  what  additional  stafi 
ts  necessary  to  cope  with  the  work  arising 
onder  the  Act. 


'  V- 


i^ 


Ml.  MORRELL :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
tiftt,  as  now  constituted,  the  Com- 
BiiaBioners  are   really  unable   to   carry 


out  the  work  imposed  on  them  by  the 
Act? 

Sir  E.  STRACHEY :  I  do  not  think 
so  at  the  present  moment.  My  hon* 
friend  may  rely  on  it  that  the  President 
of  the  Board,  if  he  thinks  more  staff 
is  required,  will  not  fail  to  make  the 
necessary  appointments. 

♦Mr.  MACKARNESS  :  How  many 
inspectors  are  there  now  ? 

Sir  E.  STRACHEY  :  Six. 

Small  Holdine|8  in  Oxfordshire  and 
Staffordshire. 

Mr.  MORRELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether  he  will  obtain 
from  the  Oxfordshire  County  Council 
full  particulars  of  all  approved  applica- 
tions under  the  Small  Holdings  Act 
according  to  the  parishes  in  which  the 
applicants  live,  showing  name,  address, 
and  occupation  of  applicant,  date  of 
application,  amount  of  land  applied  for^ 
date  at  which  the  application  was  ap- 
proved, and  subsequent  proceedings ; 
and  also  particulars  of  all  rejected  ap- 
plications with  the  reasons  for  the  re- 
jection in  each  case. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  At  the  same  time  may  I 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset^ 
as  representing  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  he  will 
obtain  from  the  Staffordshire  Coimty 
Council  particulars^  of  all  applications 
approved  by  them  according  to  the 
parishes  in  which  the  applicants  live, 
showing  name,  address,  and  occupation 
of  applicant,  date  of  application,  amount 
of  land  applied  for,  date  at  which  applica- 
tion was  approved,  and  subsequent 
proceedings ;  and  also  particulars  of 
all  rejected  applications,  with  the  reasons 
for  the  rejection  in  each  case. 

Sir  E.  STRACHEY :  The  Board  are 
not  prepared  to  ask  for  the  Returns 
suggested.  They  would  involve  a  great 
deal  of  labour  without  any  corresponding 
advantage.  Every  applicant  is  in- 
formed whether  he  is  .approved  or  not^ 


123 


Questions, 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


124 


and  the  Board  are  always  ready  to  in- 
quire into  any  specific  complaints.  Our 
experience  affords  no  justification  for 
the  suggestion  that  applicants  are,  as  a 
rule,  rejected  on  inadequate  grounds. 

Mr.  BENNETT  :  Can  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  how  it  is  that  some  of  the 
applicants  in  Oxfordshire  whose  applica- 
tions have  been  either  ignored  or  not 
approved  have  not  been  notified  of  the 
fact? 

♦Mr.  MACKARNESS:  And  is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in  Berkshire 
applications  are  refused  without  reasons 
being  given  to  the  applicants  ? 

Sir  E.  STRACHEY  :  If  that  is  so  the 
applicants  should  complain  to  the  county 
council. 

Mr.  MORRELL  :  Is  it  not  the  duty  of 
the  Commissioners  to  ascertain  the 
extent  of  the  demand  ?    Do  they  do  that  ? 

♦Sir  E.  STRACHEY:  They  do  it 
through  the  county  council,  and  the 
Board  do  not  interfere  so  long  as  they 
think  the  county  council  are  acting  in  a 
proper  manner. 

Small  Holdinfft— Suggested  Appointment 
of  Local  inspectors. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
as  repres  anting  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
number  of  applications  received  from 
certain  districts  and  the  delay  which 
has  already  occurred,  the  Board  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  appointing 
local  inspecto-s  in  all  such  districts  to 
assist  the  Commissioners  and  the  county 
councils  in  ascertaining  and  satisfying 
the  demand. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  are  now  considering  what  addi- 
tional staff  is  necessary  to  cope  with  the 
work  arising  under  the  Act. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  When  are 
the  Board  likely  to  come  to  a  definite 
conclusion  ? 

♦P.TI  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  After 
due  consid  ration. 


Small  Holdings. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
as  representing  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  any  case 
has  yet  occurred  in  which  the  Commis- 
sioners have  reported  to  the  Board  that 
it  is  desirable  that  a  scheme  should  be 
made  and  the  Board  have  forwarded 
that  report  to  the  county  council,  as 
provided  in  Section  3  of  the  Small 
Holdings  Act,  so  as  to  enable  the  Board, 
if  the  county  council  fail  to  take  action, 
to  direct  the  Commissioners  without 
further  delay  themselves  to  prepare  a 
scheme. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  No 
such  case  has  yet  arisen. 

Mr.  MORRELL:  Under  Section  2, 
subsection  (3),  is  it  not  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioners  as  soon  as  they  are  aware 
there  is  a  demand  for  land  to  at  once 
make  a  report  to  the  Board  ? 

An  HON.  AIEMBER :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  Commissioners  in- 
structions on  that  point  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Really  hon.  Members 
who  have  so  many  Questions  to  ask 
should  put  them  on  the  Paper.  They 
are  of  a  highly  technical  character,  and 
it  is  not  fair  to  a  Minister  who  is  answering 
for  a  Minister  in  the  other  House  not  to 
give  him  full  notice. 


Small  Holdings  in  Monmouthihire. 
Mr.  THOMAS  RICHARDS  (Mon- 
mouthshire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  in  the  county 
of  Monmouth  265  persons  have  applied 
for  small  holdings;  that  113  of  thecte 
have  been  approved  ;  that  is  is  estimated 
that  1,484  acres  will  be  required  to 
satisfy  them ;  that  none  of  the  appli- 
cants have  yet  been  pro^nded  for  and 
no  land  acquired ;  and  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  are  aware  of  the  position  in 
Monmouth.  One  of  their  inspectors 
recently  inspected  a  farm  for  which  the 
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oooatj  council  are  negotiating,  and  the 
Boird  a?e  satisfied  that  the  county 
council  intend  to  cany  out  the  Act  to 
tlie  best  of  their  ability. 

SeottifllL  Edueation  Bill. 

Kb.  PffilE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
uk  die  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland 
ii  1m  would  state  the  various  deputations 
faom  Scotland  that  have  waited  on  him 
b  connection  with  the  Education  (Scot- 
lind)  KU,  giving  the  total  number  of 
sodL 

Tn  8ECRETABY  pob  SCOTLAND 
(Xr.  SnrcLAiB,  Forfarshire) :  I  have  a 
record  of  sixteen  deputations  from  Scot- 
Und  which  have  waited  upon  me  in 
connection  with  the  Education  (Scotland) 
Bin  The  names  of  the  various  authorities 
lepiesented  by  these  deputations  cannot 
conveniently  be  narrated  in  a  verbal 
uuwer,  but  I  will  send  the  hon.  Member 
alistof  them. 

iIr.  PIRIE  :  How  many  of  the  depu- 
tations were  due  to  the  somewhat  un- 
paolled  action  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  changing  the  scheme  of  allocation 
originally  proposed  and  indeed  adopted 
on  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  ? 

Hr.  SINCLAIR:  My  hon.  friend 
knows  that  that  is  a  matter  of  argiunent, 
ud  we  do  not  take  the  same  views  on  it. 

Xr.  PIRIE  :  I  am  not  asking  as  to  a 
Bitter  of  argument,  but  as  to  numbers 
oi  the  deputation. 

Kr.  WATT :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gire  an  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the 
ttteptyoB  of  these  deputations  ? 

Ml  SINCLAIR  :  That  question  should 
l«  addressed  to  the  authorities  concerned. 

Mb.  PIRIE  :  In  view  of  the  number 
<*J  deputations,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Btta  still  consider  this  Bill  to  be  non- 
coDtentious  ? 

Ma.  SINCLAIR :  It  certainly  is  not 
a  UgUy  c<Hitroversial  Bill 

Ma.  PIRIE :  How  many  deputations 
w  required  to  make  a  Bill  contentious  ? 

[So  AiKwer  was  returned.} 


Scottish  PubUo  Meetings. 
Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  his  Department  have  issued 
lantern  slides  to  be  used  at  public  meetings 
in  Scotland;  and,  if  so,  under  what 
Vote  b  such  expenditure  accounted  for. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :  The  reply  is  in  the 
negative,  but  if  the  right  hon.  Member 
will  inform  me  specifically  to  what  he 
refers  I  shall  be  happy  to  make  inquiries. 

Mr  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  slides  have  been  used 
at  Liberal  meetings  in  the  South  of 
Scotland  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Irish  Intermediate  Education. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  8.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Socretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
obtain  from  the  Intermediate  Board  a 
precise  definition  of  the  meaniag  they 
attach  to  the  addition  to  Rule  49,  which 
states  that  the  exhibitions  assigned  to  the 
literary  course  will  be  allotted  equally 
between  Divisions  1  and  2  ;  does  this 
refer  to  a  minimum  number  of  exhibitions 
only  or  has  it  another  and,  if  so,  what 
signification. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRBLL,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
Commissioners  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion inform  me  that  the  statement  in 
Rule  49  refers  to  a  minimum  number  of 
exhibitions  only.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  Rule  to  prevent  the  Commissioners 
from  allotting  additional  exhibitions  to 
either  division  of  the  modern  literary 
course  if  the  number  of  students  and  the 
standards  attained  should  justify  the 
award  of  additional  exhibitions.. 

Mr.  Feth«rston*t  MiUtown  Ranch. 

Mr.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  now 
state  when  Mr.  Fetherston's  ranch  at  Mill- 
town,  near  Castle-pollard,  purchased  by 
the  Estates  CommissiouArs.  will  be  dig- 
I  tributed. 
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Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners are  not  at  present  in  a  position 
to  say  when  the  lands  referred  to  will 
be  distributed. 

Irish  Land  Purchase. 
Mr.  GINNELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can,  by  reference  to  the 
number  of  vendors  and  mortgagees  of 
estates  sold  and  arranged  to  be  sold 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1903  from  the  Ist 
November  of  that  year  to  1st  November, 
1906,  who  reside  out  of  Ireland,  estimate 
approximately  the  proportions  of  the 
aggregate  price  and  bonus  going  to  resi- 
dents out  of  Ireland  and  the  proportion 
going  to  residents  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Land  Commis- 
sion have  no  information  as  to  the  pro- 
portions of  the  aggregate  purchase  money 
and  bonus  which  have  gone  to  residents 
in  and  outside  Ireland,  respectively. 

Pakenham  Estate,  Westmeath. 
Mr.  GINNELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  interest  of 
local  peace  and  the  success  of  their 
scheme  for  distributing  the  untenanted 
land  on  the  Pakenham  estate  in  West- 
meath, the  Estates  Commissioners  will 
reconsider  the  purpose  ascribed  to  them 
of  planting  on  that  land  persons  objec- 
tionable to  the  community,  such  as 
bailifEs  from  other  estates  who  should  be 
provided  for  by  their  employers;  and 
whether,  in  a  matter  afEecting  the  pockets 
of  the  local  ratepayers,  a  draft  scheme  of 
distribution  will  be  submitted  to  the 
representatives  of  those  ratepayers,  and 
their  views  thereon  considered. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners will  carefully  consider  all  the 
circumstances  b  f  /re  deciding  on  the  mode 
in  which  the  untenanted  land  on  this  estate 
is  to  be  dealt  with,  and  will  have  due 
regard  to  any  representations  that  may 
be  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  people  of 
the  locality.  The  reply  to  the  concluding 
part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  MOORE  (Armagh,  N.) :  Are  we 
to  understand  the  Estates  Commissioners 
will  give  due  regard  to  representations 
from  the  people  of  a  locality  denouncing 


particular   men  as   bcinj    bailifis    and 
prevent  them  having  an  allotment  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Nothing  of  the  kind, 
Sir. 

County  Cavan  Dereliet  Lands. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he 
will  state  what  was  the  date  of  the 
lodgment  of  objections  by  J.  S.  Winter 
and  another  and  Samuel  Saunderson^ 
owners  of  untenanted  land  in  County 
Cavan,  to  the  compulsory  acquisition  of 
their  derelict  lands  under  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  1907  ;  and  will  he  have  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cavan  supplied 
with  a  copy  of  the  aforesaid  objections. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  objections 
under  Section  2  (1)  of  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Act  were  lodged  against  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  the  lands  of  J.  S.  Winter, 
and  another  on  25th  May  and  6th  June 
last.  Objections  to  the  acquisition  of 
the  lands  of  Samuel  Saunderson  were 
lodged  on  25th  and  28th  of  May  last. 
Copies  of  such  objections  can  be  ob- 
tained from  the  Keeper  of  the  Records 
of  the  Land  Commission  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Statutory  Rules. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  copies  of  the  ob- 
jections could  be  obtained  on  making  a 
preliminary  payment. 

■artyn  Estate,  County  Clare. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (CUre, 
E.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  tenants  on  the  Martvn 
estate,  County  Clare,  are  still  pa}ing  3| 
per  cent,  on  the  purchase  money,  although 
this  money  was  paid  over  to  the  vendor 
since  1906 ;  and  if  he  can  state  why  the 
tenants  are  asked  still  to  pay  more  than 
the  3^  per  cent,  arranged  for  under  the 
purchase  agreement. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  this  estate 
was  purchased  by  them  for  purposes  of 
resale,  and  they  hope  to  vest  the  holdinga 
in  the  purchasing  tenants  at  an  early 
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dftte.  The  poichase  money  was  ad- 
Tinced  to  the  vendor  in  1907.  Until 
the  holdings  are  vested  in  the  tenants, 
they  are  liable  for  interest  in  lieu  of  rent 
at  ^  per  cent.,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  their  purchase  agreements,  and 
tie  provtsions  of  Section  18  (1)  of  the 
Act 

Oimliein  Stfliools, 

Ms.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chiel  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
in  ^ite  of  frequent  representations  on 
the  sabject,  no  proper  facilities  have 
been  granted  by  the  National  Board 
of  Education  for  the  construction  of 
Mw  schoob  at  Curraheen,  Glenbeigh, 
tot4ke  the  place  of  the  existing  Keelna- 
bnck  School  which  has  been  condemned 
49  wufe  for  use  ;  and  can  he  say  what 
ste|M.  if  any,  wiU  be  taken  to  have  the 
nev  school  built. 

Mi.  BIRRELL  !    The  Commissioners 

of  National  Education  inform  me  that 

4  grtnt  of  two-thirds  of  the  estimated 

(^  of  providing  a  new  school  at  Curra- 

Wn  for  the  pupQs  of  the  Keelnabrack 

^hool  was   sanctioned   in   April   last, 

Wt  the  manager  declined  the  offer  upon 

the  groond  that,  owing  to  the  poverty 

('f  the  district,  he  was  unable  to  guarantee 

the  remaining  third.    The  Commissioners 

»ere  not  until  recently  in  a  position  to 

'^^ft&ider   an    application    for    a    larger 

put.  bat  they  are  now  making  investi- 

Kitions  in  connection  with  the  manager's 

'fpfwentations    as   to   the    poverty    of 

'    the  district,  in  order  to  determine  whether 

'    *  grant  m  excess  of  two-thirds  of  the 

y^  of  the  new  buildings  can  be  allowed 

^  this  case. 

Uud  and  the  Unemployed  Grant. 
Xft.  KBTTLE:    I  beg   to    ask    the 

^^  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
^  beUnd  in  how  many  cases  have 
Applications  been  made  to  the  Local 
'^^'▼eniment  Board  in  Ireland  for  grants 
^  the  Parliamentary  Vote  under  the 
J'nemployed  Workman  Act ;  what  grants 
•  MTc  been  made  ;  and  how  many  appli- 
f*tion»  have  been  refused  or  postponed. 

Mt.   BIRRELL :     Grants    from   the 
Puhamstary  Vote  in  aid  of  expenses 

TOL  CXCVn.    [Fourth  Skbies.] 


under  the  Unemployed  Workman  Act 
can  only  be  made  to  distress  committees 
duly  constituted  under  the  Act.  Appli- 
cations have  been  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  such  grants 
from  the  following  districts  in  which 
committees  have  been,  or  are  being, 
formed :  Dublin,  Belfast,  Londonderry, 
Limerick,  Drogheda,  Kingstown,  Ennis. 
The  applications  from  the  Dublin  and 
Belfast  Committees  have  been  already 
acceded  to.  The  Board  are  at  present 
in  correspondence  with  the  other  local 
authorities  mentioned,  with  a  view  to 
securing  sufficient  information  to  enable 
them  to  deal  with  the  applications. 
The  Board  have  also  received  applications 
from  districts  which  contain  less  than 
the  minimum  population  prescribed  for 
the  establishment  of  separate  distress 
committees  under  the  Act.  These  appli- 
cations cannot  be  entertained. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  Why 
has  not  the  application  from  Ennis 
been  granted  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  We  are  supplying 
Ennis  with  the  materials  which  will 
enable  them  to  make  out  a  case  which 
I  hope  will  receive  ready  acceptance. 

Mr.  KETTLE  :  Does  the  responsi- 
bility for  making  the  grant  rest  with 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  or 
the  Treasury  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :   With  the  Treasury. 


Parm>  North  Tipperary. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  was  the 
total  amount  of  purchase  money  ad- 
vanced to  Mr.  William  Carroll,  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act,  to  enable  him  to  pur- 
chase from  Mr.  William  Trench  the  lands 
known  as  the  Pike  farm,  in  Ballingarry, 
North  Tipperary, 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Land  Com- 
mission inform  me  that  on  8th  August, 
1890,  an  advance  of  £735  was  made  to 
Dalton  Carroll  for  the  purchase  of  a 
holding  of  147  acres  on  the  estate  of 
"William  Thomas  Trench,  at  Ballingarryi 
County  Tipperary.    _^  ^ 
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Land  Pnrdutse  in  North  Tipperary. 

Mr.  HOGAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  is  the  total  area  of  the 
land  that  Mr.  H.  Davis  Kenny,  of  Ballin- 
gany,  North  Tipperary,  has  purchased 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  what  is  the  total  amount 
of  purchase-money  that  has  been  ad- 
Ysmced  by  the  Land  Commissioners  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Davis  Kenny. 

Mr.  BIKRELL:  The  Land  Com- 
mission inform  me  that  the  total  area 
purchased  by  Mr.  Kenny  under  the 
Land  Purchase  Acts  is  211  acres,  and 
that  the  amount  advanced  to  him  was 
£3,000. 

Mr.  HOGAN :  Did  he  purchase  the 
interest  under  the  Ashbourne  Act  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  Really,  I  never 
heard  of  Mr.  Kenny  before. 

Mr.  MOORE:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  Mr.  Kenny 
has  been  boycotted  and  the  hunt  broken 
up  and  he  himself  assaulted  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
afford  him  adequate  protection  ? 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
And  have  not  the  people  the  right  to 
break  up  the  hunt  ? 

Mr.  MOORE :    No. 
i 
Mr.  REDDY  :  Yes;  the  farmers  have. 

Irish  Cottage  Industries. 

•  Mr.  MULDOON  (Wicklow,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland) 
whether  the  definition  given  to  the 
words  home  and  cottage  industries,  in 
Section  30  of  the  Act  creating  the  De- 
partment, by  the  Law  Officers  in  Ireland 
has  operated  to  prevent  the  Department 
assisting  some  cottage  industries  within 
the  spirit  but  outside  the  letter  of  the 
Law ;  and  whether  he  proposes  next 
session  to  secure  an  amending  Bill  to 
remedy  this  defect. 

.  Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affir- 


mative.   The    second    query   is  under 
consideration. 

Ireland  and  the  ITnemployed  Grant 
Mr.  kettle  :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
any  allocation  has  yet  been  made 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
of  the  Parliamentary  Vote  available 
under  the  Unemployed  W(M*kmen  Act; 
and,  if  so,  how  much  has  been  allocated 
to  the  separate  use  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  It  b  not 
possible  at  present  to  allocate  any 
definite  sum  to  Ireland,  as  the  informa- 
tioii  available  with  regard  to  the  neces- 
sities of  the  several  localities  affected 
in  the  United  Kingdom  is  not  sufficient 
for  the  purpose.  Every  applicatimi  for 
assistance  is  considered  on  its  merits. 

Mr.  KETTLE:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  under  the  plan 
of  allocation  in  1906  Ireland  got  £11,000 
while  in  1907  when  a  different  plan  was 
introduced,  she  only  got  £4,500. 

Mr.  LLOTD-GEORGE  :  It  looks  as 
if  Ireland  got  more  than  she  was  really 
entitled  to  in  the  first  year. 

English  Eistorioal  Monuments 
Commiiiion. 

Major   ANSTRUTHER-GRAT  :      I 

beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  is  aware  that  while  other  societies,  such 
as  the  Royal  Archsdological  Institute* 
the  Royal  Institute  of  British  Architects* 
and  the  British  Archsdological  Associa- 
tion, were  each  formally  invited  to 
submit  names  to  serve  on  the  English 
Historical  Monuments  Conmiission,  no 
such  invitation  has  been  sent  to  the 
Society  of  Antiquaries  of  London,  which 
has  thus  no  official  representation  on 
the  Commission ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  the  reason  why  the  Society  of 
Antiquaries  has  been  ignored. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  As- 
QUiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  As  I  was  unaware 
who  among  the  members  of  the  societies 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  best  suited  to  asaiat  on 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Ancient  Monu- 
ments, I  invited  these  societies  to  atibmit 
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ntnes  to  me.  The  prominent  position 
of  Uk0  Society  of  Antiquaries  made  it 
nnnfceamry  for  me  to  follow  the  same 
coune  in  their  case,  and  in  accordance 
witli  tlie  usual  practice,  I  used  my  own 
diflcretioQ  in  the  selection  of  members 
from  that  body  to  serve  on  the  Commis- 
sion. The  fact  that  out  of  the  eleven 
members  of  the  Commission  five  are 
Fellows  of  the  Society  of  Antiquaries — 
one  of  them  having  been  President  of 
the  Society  for  maay  years — should,  to 
my  mind,  be  sufficient  proof  that  neither 
in  intention  nor  in  practice  has  the 
Society  of  Antiquaries  been  ignored. 

Majob  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY :  Will 
tlie  light  hem.  Gentleman  let  me  have 
tke  names  of  the  five  members  ? 

Ml.  A8QUITH  !  Yes,  they  are  well- 
bown. 


BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE. 

Me.  A  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London)  : 
Cm  the  Prim^  Minister  tell  us  what  the 
bwineas  will  be  on  Friday  ? 

Me.  ASQCITH:  On  Friday  we 
propose  to  submit  to  the  House  a  Resolu- 
tion lor  the  allocation  of  time  for  the 
later  stages  of  the  Education  Bill.  When 
^t  is  disposed  of,  we  shall  take  up 
loae  of  the  smaller  Bills. 


APPELLATE  JURISDICTION  BILL 

[LOBDS]. 

Head  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
*<OQd  time  upon  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.    [Bill  379.] 


LUNACY  BILL  [Lobds]. 

Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
•ttond  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.    [Bill  380.] 


SKLBCnON  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Sir  WiLUAM  Bbampton  Gurdon  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
Tbt  they  had  discharged  the  following 
fcnbert  from  Standiag  Committee  A. 
<ui  rt^iect  of  the  Criminal  Appeal 
Uaeadment)  [Lords]  and  of  the  White 
Fioiphonis  Matches  Prohibition  Bills) ; 


Mr.  Attorney-General  adad  Mr.  Halpin  ; 
and  had  appointed  in  substitution  (in 
respect  of  the  said  Bills) ;  Mr.  Solicitor- 
General  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,     -j 
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NEW  BILLS. 


MEAT  MARKING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

"To  identify  all  imported  meat, 
whether  fresh  or  frozen,  and  to  provide 
that  it  shall  not  be  sold  as  native  produce,'- 
presented  by  Mr.  Field ;  supported  by 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Condon,  and  Mr. 
Farrell ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Tuesday,  next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
381.] 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  DISABILITIES. 

♦MR.WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.)> 
said  the  Bill  which  he  asked  leave  to 
introduce    was    practically    the    same 
measure  which  had  been  before  Parlia- 
ment for  a  good  many  years.    It  was 
introduced  on  several  occasions  by  Mem- 
bers representing  Irish  constituencies  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  Party,  but  he  regretted 
to  say  that,  owing  to  the  difficulty  whicL 
private  Members  found  in  making  pro- 
gress with  their  measure,  hitherto  th's 
Bill  had  never  got  beyond  the  introductio  i 
stage.    He  was  talang  a  perhaps  som^ 
what   unusual   course   in   asking   leave 
to  say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of 
the   Bill,   but   he   thought  that  course 
was  advisable  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it 
had  come  to  his  knowledge  that  there 
had  been  a  good  deal  of  misrepresenta- 
tion with  regard  to  the  scope  and  object 
of  the  measure.    Its  object  was  plain,, 
simple,  and  explicit.    It  was  to  place  the 
Catholic  population  on  terms  of  equality 
with    people    of    other    denominations* 
That  was  the  real  object  of  the  Bill.    The 
Catholics  claimed  for  themselves  and  their 
religion,   equality;    they  asked  for  no 
more,    and    they    certainly    would    be 
satisfied  with  no  less.    It  might  be  a 
surprise  to  many  Members  of  the  House 
— ^he  knew  it  was  a  surprise  to  a  number 
of  people  outside — to  know  that  people 
of  the  Catholic  religion  at  the  present 
time  did  not  as  a  matter  of  fact  enjoy 
equality  with  other  denominations.    The 
popular  belief,  he  was  sure,  was  that  the 
Catholic    Emancipation    Act    of    1829 
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removed  all  grievances  of  which  the 
Catholics  could  legitimately  complain, 
and  yet  the  real  fact  was  that  there  still 
remained  upon  the  Statute  Book  a  con- 
siderable number  of  enactments  which 
were  not  only  irritating  and  unjust,  but 
in  their  nature  grossly  insulting  to  the 
people  of  the  Catholic  faith,  in  this 
country.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
so-called  Catholic  Emancipation  Act  of 
1829  itself  contained  several  sections  of 
the  most  offensive  character  with  refer- 
ence to  the  people  of  the  Catholic  religion. 
He  had  no  time  to  deal  in  detail  with  the 
various  enactments  which  it  was  proposed 
to  repeal,  which  still  existed  in  reference 
to  Catholics,  but  by  way  of  illustration  he 
would  refer  the  House  to  one  or  two 
sections  of  the  Catholic  Emancipation 
Act  itself.  From  Sections  26  to  38  of 
the  Act  of  1829  called  the  Catholic  Relief 
Act  there  were  provisions  of  the  most 
offensive  character  towards  Catholics. 
For  instance,  there  were  provisions  which 
made  it  an  absolutely  penal  offence  for 
Catholic  clergymen  to  celebrate  any  of 
the  rites  or  ceremonies  of  their  religion, 
or  even  to  wear  the  habits  of  their  orders 
anywhere  outside  the  Catholic  places  of 
worship  or  private  houses ;  and  Section 
28  of  the  Act  of  1829  frankly  made  the 
following  declaration — 

**  Whereas  Jesuits  and  members  of  certain 
religious  orders,  convents,  and  societies  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  bound  by  monastic  or  other 
rules,  are  resident  within  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision  for  their 
gradual  suppression  and  final  prohibition  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  be  it  enacted.*' 

And  then  there  was  a  series  of  sections 
of  the  most  violent  and  insulting  char- 
acter aiming  at  the  suppression  of  all 
these  religious  orders  in  the  Catholic 
Church.  There  were  provisions  which 
made  it  obligatory  on  members  of  the 
Jesuit  and  other  orders  highly  respected 
in  this  country  to  rej^ster  themselves, 
to  give  notice  of  their  numbers  to  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  in  the  various  dis- 
tricts, and  to  send  notices  of  their  pre- 
sence in  England,  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  in  Ireland,  to  the  Chief  Secretary, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  registered, 
very  much  in  the  way  in  which  ticket - 
of-Ieave  men  were.  He  was  certain 
that  there  were  no  Members  in  the 
House  belonging  to  any  denomination 
at  all  who  would  refuse  to  admit  that 
some  of  the  best  educational  establish- 

Mr.  William  Redmond, 


ments  in  this  country  were  conduced 
by    members    of    these    very    religious 
orders  against  which  these  penal  enact- 
ments were  in  existence,   and  he  was 
certain  that  no  fair-minded  man  could 
feel  surprise  that  a  great  deal  of  irritation 
and  resentment  was  felt  at  this  time 
of  the  world's  history  at  the  presence 
upon    the  IStatute-book   of  England  of 
provisions  of  this  character.    The  answer 
might  be  made  to  him  that,  while  it 
was  true  that  these  obnoxious  and  old- 
time    provisions    still    remained,    they 
were       obsolete.       They      were       told 
that     they     were     dead     letters,     and 
were  never    put  in   force.    Surely  that 
was    a     greater    reason    for    their    re- 
moval  from   the  Statute-book,    because 
if   they   never   intended   to   put    these 
laws  into  force,  there  was  certainly  no 
reason  whatever  for  retaining  them,  in 
view  of  the  irritation  which  they  caused 
to   millions   of   people   of   a   particular 
denomination  throughout  the  whole  of 
the    Empire.     In    1902    an    application 
was  made  to  a  magistrate  in  London 
to  put  these  laws  into  operation  against 
certain  Jesuit  fathers  in  this  city,  and 
the  magistrate,  Mr.  Kennedy,  declared 
and  quoted  Sir  James  Stephen's  "  ffistory 
of  the  Criminal  Law  "  to  show  that  these 
provisions  had  been  treated  as  a  dead 
letter.    The  King's  Bench  was  appealed  to, 
and  the  decision  of  the  magistrate  upheld. 
Mr.   Justice  Darling,  in    his   judgment, 
said  that  whatever  might  have  been  the 
reasons  for  passing  these  statutes,  which 
persecuted  opinion  and  not  acts,   they 
were  against  the  spirit  and   the  genius 
of  the  age.    Lord  Mansfield  said   that, 
properly    speaking,     they    were     never 
designed  to  be  enforced  at  all ;  they  were 
made  merely  in  terrorem.    Was  it,  there- 
fore,   remarkable   that   the   millions    of 
Catholics     of     this      country      should 
object  to  have   laws  of  this  character 
held  in  terrorem  over  their  heads  ?     He 
passed  on  to  another  provision  in   the 
Bill,  in  which  he  also  proposed  to  include 
the  provisions  of  the  Catholic  Removal 
of  Disabilities  Bill,  introduced  bv   Mr. 
Gladstone  in  1891.     The  Bill  was  backed 
by  all  the  leading  members  of  the  Liberal 
Party;     it   was   supported  in   eloquent 
speeches  by  Mr.  Gladstone  himself,   Sir 
Henry    James,    Sir    Henry    Campbell- 
Bannerman,    and    the    present    Prime 
Minister.    The  object  of  that  Bill 


137 


mw 


{24  November  1908} 


Bias. 


138 


to  remove  the  disqualification  of  a 
Citholie  for  occupying  the  position  of 
Lord-Lieatenant  of  Ireland  or  Lord 
flunoellor  of  England.  In  1837  the 
prohibition  of  Catholic 3  filling  the  posi- 
tion of  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  was 
feaoved.  Speaking  of  this  disqualifica- 
tion the  {resent  Prime  Minister  said  in 
1891-- 


*'  fizty  yt^n  ago,  the  principles  of  religious 
^zchnoQ  were  entrenched  in  this  country 
tekisd  an  imposing  fortress  of  legal  safeguards 
•nd  seeuritiee.  One  after  another  of  the  strong 
pkeei  has  been  captured,  and  its  walls  battered 
dew,  trntil  all  that  remains  is  this  paltry 
HttJe  eorner,  a  solitary  and  belated  relic  of  the 
p««t,  which  can  never  be  rebuilt.  The  finger 
of  bte  is  upon  it,  and  although  by  your  votes 
yoQ  may  for  a  few  years  retard,  depend  upon  it, 
JOB  caoDot  evade,  its  downfall" 

He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
Art  np  to  the  spirit  of  that  very  broad- 
nun^  declaration.  He  also  proposed 
in  this  Bin  to  deal  with  the  very  offensive 
references  which  were  made  to  the 
Bullions  of  his  Catholic  subjects  by  the 
Eng  in  the  Accession  Declaration.  It 
«u  laid,  he  knew  not  with  what  truth, 
tbt  this  was  a  declaration  not  to  the 
fikmg  of  EDs  Majesty  himself,  but  be 
tbt  fts  it  might,  it  was  admitted  a  few 
7WM  igo  by  ail  parties  in  the  country 
»wl  in  the  House  of  Lords  that  the 
rderencee  made  to  Catholics  in  the 
Aweswon  Declaration  were  grossly  and 
*uw«e«8arily  offensive  in  every  way. 
rDfartnnately,  no  agreement  could  be 
^w»  to,  although  everyone  expressed 
&  (iesiie  to  come  to  an  agreement  as  to 
^  words  to  be  put  in  the  Declaration 
^  nbstitation  of  the  offensive  phrases, 
^  ke  proposed  in  this  Bill  to  endeavour 
^  find  words  in  reference  to  transub- 
**wtistion,  and   to  omit  the  following 

"  Tbat  the  inTOcation  or  adoration  of  the 
yjjpa  Maiy,  or  any  other  Saint,  and  the  cele- 
^^*^KQ  of  the  Mau,  as  they  are  now  used  in 

«  Church  of  Rome,  are  superstitious  and 

A4tRn»." 

He  wig  sure  there  was  not  a  Member 
a  that  House  who  woidd  refuse  to  agree 
***  reierenoes  of  that  kind  were  grossly 
*««▼«  and  palpably  untrue.  No 
^^  extended  adoration  to  the 
^^•ed  Virgin  or  any  other  saint.  In 
*e  OmJioBc  Qiurch  as  in  other  churches 
•*>»tion  was  reserved  for  God.  In 
•"^dihion,  he  appealed  to  Members  in 
^  ?i»rter8  of  the  House  not  to  regard 


this    in  any  sense  as  a  party  matter. 
He  himself  represented  one  of  the  most 
Catholic  constituencies  in  the  wide  world 
— ^the     constituency     which     returned 
O'Connell  to  this  House  and  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  emancipation  of 
Catholics,    both    in    this    country    and 
in    Ireland,      He     believed    he    could 
say  of  every  Catholic    in    this  Empire 
that  they  of   the  Catholic  Church  had 
no    greater    desire    or    ambition    than 
to   live   in  the   utmost   friendship  and 
goodwill    with    their    fellow-citizens    of 
every    denomination.    But    that    could 
not  be  the  case  so  long  as  laws  of»an 
unjust    and    insulting    character    were 
retained    upon    the    Statute-book.       It 
was  one   of   the  proudest  memories  of 
Ireland  to-day  that  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion  was  carried  forward  in   an   Irish 
Protestant  Parliament,  Grattan's  Parlia- 
ment,  long   before     the     question   was 
taken  up  in  this  country.    This  Bill  waa 
supported  by  both  Catholic  and  Protest-^ 
ant,  and  he  believed   that   throughout 
the  country  broad-minded  men,  Catholic, 
and   Protestant    alike,    would   welcome 
this  efiort  to  do  away  with  what  re- 
mained of  the  bad  old  times.    He  asked 
hon.  Members  to  pass  the  Bill  through 
the  House  to  promote  that  good  feeling, 
that  spirit  of  friendship  and  comradeship 
among  all  sections  of  the  community, 
which  could  never  thoroughly  exist  so 
long  as  the  members  of  one  communion 
were  signalled  out  for  imjust,  unnecessary^ 
and  insulting  legislation.  .^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  remove  certain  disabilities  affecting^ 
the  Roman  Catholic  population,  and  to 
make  certain  alterations  in  the  Accession 
Declaration." — {Mr,   William  Redmond,) 

*Mr.McARTHUR  (LiverpoolKirkdale) 
agreed  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  had  taken  a  very  unusual 
course,  as  he  had  truly  said  in  his  speech, 
in  introducing  a  controversial  Bill  of 
this  nature  under  the  ten  minutes  rule. 
That  peculiarity  was  enhanced  by  the 
fact  that  there  would  be  no  prospect 
during  this  session  of  taking  any  further 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore  the  House 
must  DOW  express  approval  or  disappro* 
val  of  its  principle.  The  Hon.  Member 
proposed  to  modify  the  Oath,  which 
guaranteed  the  Protestant  succession  to 
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the  Crown  ;    and  fnrthe  •,  in  advocating 
the  same  measure  for   Catholics  as  for 
Protestants,  the  hon.  Member  was  really 
asking  for  the  removal  of  those  disabilities 
which  now  attached  to  the  succession  to 
the  Crown.    The  next  object  of  the  Bill 
was    to   legalise    monastic    institutions. 
Why  were  they  illegal  at  present  ?     Was 
it  not  because  Parliament  in  1829  knew 
more  about  the  true  character  of  these 
institutions  than  we  did  to-day  ?   The 
spec  hes  made  at  that  time  showed  that 
these  orders  were  excluded  \  ecause  it  was 
believed  that  the  Jesuits  in  particular 
adfbcated   doctrines   which   were    dan- 
gerous to  the  State,  at  variance  with 
public   morality,   and  opposed   to  civil 
and    religious    liberty.     The    fact    that 
these    organisations    had    been    driven 
out  of  Prance  tended  to  show  that  they 
had  not  changed  theit  character  in  the 
intervening     years.     The     number     of 
these  institutions  in  Great  Britain  had 
increased  from  sixteen  in  1829  to   1,125 
at  present,  so  that  the  absence  of  a  legal 
status  involved  no   pract'cal  disability. 
While  he  was    quite    willing   that   the 
question  of  the  legalisation  of  monastic 
orders   should   be    considered     by    the 
Government  of  the  day,    he  held    that 
it  should  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  need  for  the  inspection  of  these 
institutions.     As    to   the    third    object 
of   the    Bill,   the   legalising   of   Roman 
Catholic  processions  in  the  streets,  he 
himself   would   rather  see   further  res- 
trictions  applied   not   only   to   Roman 
Catholics    but    to    all    religious    bodies. 
The  streets  were  not  the  place  for  reli- 

^ous   processions   and   demonstrations. 
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In  addition  to  that  he  would  remind 
his  hon.  friend  that  this,  after  all,  was  a 
Protestant  country,  and  th»t  while 
the  carrying  of  the  Ho  ,t  in  proce  sion 
might  be  des'red  by  Roman  Catholics  it 
would  be  a  very  offensive  proceeding  to 
Protestants.  There  was  one  further 
reason  for  which  he  would  ask  the  Houae  to 
reject  this  Bill ;  it  was  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Churob,  while  it  had  always 
been  willing  to  accept  toleration,  had 
never  been  willing  to  grant  it  to  others. 
["Oh."]  That  was  true  all  the  world 
over.  Wherever  ecclesiastioal  power  was 
supreme,  whether  in  Spain,  in  Malta,  or  in 
Ireland,  there  was  persecution.  He 
asserted  to-day  that  the  lot  of  Protestants 
in  Ireland  was  infinitelyworse  than  the  lot 
of  Catholics  in  Greats  Britain.  They 
frequently  read  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
persecution  of  Protestants  in  Ireland* 
For  instance,  only  the  other  day,  at 
Riversdale,  in  County  Sligo,  Protestants, 
because  they  refused  to  join  the  National 
League,  were  subjected  to  the  most 
severe  boycott  and  intimidation.  On 
its  merits  he  trusted  the  House  would 
condemn  this  Bill  as  one  which  was  not 
required  to  deal  with  any  immediate 
grievance,  and  as  one  which  would  con- 
done lawlessness  on  a  very  large  scale. 
He  asked  those  who  believed  in  our 
Protestant  Constitution  as  the  guarantee 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty,  for 
Protestant  and  Catholic  alike,  to  join 
him  in  voting  against  the  introdaction 
of  the  Bill. 

Question  put 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  235  ;  Noes, 
48.    (Division  List  No.  412.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Acland»  Francis  Dyke 

Agnew,  George  William 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Alden,  Percy 

Ambrose,  Robert 

AnsoQt  Sir  William  Reynell 

Asquith.Rt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 

Balcarrea,  Lord 

Baldwin,  Stanley 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Barker,  Sir  John 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  Q.  N. 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Barry,  Redmond  J.  (Tyron?,  N.) 

Beale.  W.  P. 

Bell,  Richard 

Bdllairs,  Carlyon 

Mr,  McArthur, 


AYES. 

Bello3,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 

Benn,W.(T*w*rHamlet8,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Boland,  John 

Brigs,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Bnmner,  J.  F.  L.(Lancs.,Leigh) 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Burke,  E..HaYiIand- 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Cair-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt  Hn.RichardKnight 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

ChamberIain,RtHn.J.A.(Worc, 

Chance.  Frederick  William 

(niurchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  8. 

Clynes,  J.  R. 


Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

CoUins,SirWm.J  (S.PancrM.W 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cox.  Harold 

Craik.  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

O^linan,  J. 

Dairymple,  Viscount 

Davies,  ElHs  William  (Eifion) 

Da  vies,  M.  Vaughan>(Card]gaii) 

Delany,  William 

Dewar,  Sir  J.  A.(InTenieM>ak.) 

Dickson-Poyndfif,  Sir  Jobn  P. 

Dillon,  John 

Duffy.  William  J. 

Duncan,  C.  ( Barrow^iii-] 
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Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Elibank,  Master  of 

Erakine,  David  C. 

£van8.  Sir  Samuel  T. 

^aber,  O.  H.  (Boston) 

FarrelU  James  Patrick 

Fenwick.  Charles 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ff  rench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Fiayin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fljnn,  James  Christopher 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 

Oi  Ihooly,  James 

Oinnell,  L. 

01adstone,RtHn.  Herbert  John 

Olen-Coats.Sir  T.(Renf  re  w,  W 

Ooddard.  Sir  Daniel  Ford 

<3oooh,  George  P^body  (Bath) 

Ooulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Ooinneas,  W.  E.  (Bury  S.  Edm.) 

Oulland,  John  W. 

Owynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,  Robert  V. (Montrose) 

Hardie,J,Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hartnsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Herbert,Col.Sir  lyor  (Mon.,S.) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan.  Michael 

Holt,  Richard  Durning 

Horniman.  Emslie  Jonn 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones, William  (Carnaryonshire 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kayanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kettle,  l^omas  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Liidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lament,  Norman 

Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 
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Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  Dayid 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Maodonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs) 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacNeill,  John  (Gordon  Swift 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
Mao Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 
MacVeighpCharles  (Donegal,E.) 
M*CalIum,  JohnM. 
M*Crae,  Sir  George 
M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M*Kean,  John 

M'Kenna,  Rt,  Hon.  Reginald 
M'KiUop,  W. 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Mallet,  Charles  E. 
Mamham,  F.  J. 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,  Francis  E.  (Leitrim,N. 
Meehan, Patrick  A.( Queen's  Co. 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Middlebrook,  William 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Montague,  Hon.  E.  S. 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
MorreU,  Philip 
Muldoon,  John 
Mumaghan,  Cieorgp 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Napier,  T.  B. 
Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 
Nut  tall,  Harry 

0'Brien,Kendal(lipperary  Mid 
O'Brien,  William  (Cork) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty,  PhiUp 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
0*Kelly,James  (Roecommon,N 
O'Malley,  William 
O'Shsughnessy,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 
PeasCyHerbert  Pike(Darlington 
Pea8e,RtHnJA(Sa£Eron  Walden 
Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
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Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 
Power,  Patrick,  Joseph 
Ptioe,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Ontral) 
Pullar,  Sir  Robert 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Reddy,!^ 

Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterf  ord) 
Redmond,  William  (dare) 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Ronton,  Leslie 

RMhards,!.  F.(WolTerh'mpt*n) 
Richardson,  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  0.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbigha.)  ' 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  Augustine  (Cork)  • 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Scott,A.H.(A8hton  under  Lyne 
Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hen.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Cliichester) 
Talbot,Rt  Hn.  J.G.(Oxf'd  Univ. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (RadcUffe) 
Tennant,Sir  £dward(Saliabury) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Waldron,  Laurence  Ambrose 
Wason,Rt  Hn.E.  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Catheart  (Orkney 
Watt,  Henry  A.  *  , 

White,  J.  Dundas(Dumbart'n8h 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorsan) 
Williams,  Osmond  (Stoioneth) 
Williamson,  A. 

Wilson,A.Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Wilson,  Hon,  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellebs  fob  the  Ayes — 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr« 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Agar-RobartcR,  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barrie,  H.  T,  (Londonderry,  N. 
Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 
Beck,  A.  Cecil 

C banning.  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Clark,  George  Smith 
Clough,  William 


NOES. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussex.E-Grinst'd 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Craig,CharlesCnrti8(  Antrim, S.) 
'  Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Craig,  Captain  Jame8(Down,E. ) 
I  Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 


Gordon,  J. 

Guinness,Hon.R.  (Haggerston) 
Hamilton,  Marquess  oT 
Harmswort  h,  R.  L.  (Caitbn*ss-8li 
Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson , 
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Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kennaway,Rt.Hcn.Sir  John  H. 
Kerry,  Earl  of 

Lockwocd,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
M'Calmont,  Colonel  James 
Kicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 


{COMMONS} 

Rose,  Charles  Dav 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sandys  Lieut.-CoL  Thos.  Myles 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
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White,  Sir  LdiPtYork,  £.R.) 
Wiles,  Thomas 

Williams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
WolfF,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tellers  tor  the  Noes — BCr. 
M* Arthur  and  Mr.  Moore. 


BQl  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 

fVilliam     Redmond,    Captain    Donelan, 

iord  Edmund  Talbot,  Mr.  Boland,  Mr. 

Patrick  O'Brien,  Mr.    Haviland  Burke, 

and  Mr.  Young. 

ROMAN    CATHOLIC    DIS.\BILITIE8 
(REMOVAL),  &c.,  BILL. 

'*  To  remove  certain  Disabilities  affect- 
ing the  Roman  Catholic  population,  and 
to  make  certain  alterations  in  the 
Accession  Declaration,''  presented  accord- 
inglv,  and  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  rcMMl 


a  second  time  upon  Monday,  7th  Decern* 
ber,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  382.] 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE   (PREVEN- 
TION  of  crime  BILL). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  Proceedings  on  the  Preventioa  of 
Crime  Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Elevea 
o'clock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted 
under  the  Standing  Order  (Sittings  of 
the  House)." — {Mk.  Asquith,) 

The  House  divided  :— Aye3,272  ;  Noes, 
73.     (Division  List  No.  413.) 


Acland,  Francis  Dyke 

Agar-Robartes,  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 

Agnew,  George  William 

Ainnworth,  John  Stirling 

Alden,  Percy 

Ambrose,  Robert 

Asquith,Rt  Hon  HerbertHenry 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,  £.) 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Baring,Oodfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  Sir  John 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Barry,Redmond  J.(Tyrone,N) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Bell,  Richard 

Belloc.Hilaire  Joseph  PeterR. 

Benn,W(TVrHamlet8,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Berridffe,  T.  H.  D. 

BethelT,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine  - 

Boland,  John 

Brsmsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brunner.  J.  F.L.  ( Lanes. , Leigh ) 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Burke,  R  Havihiad- 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt.  Hn.  RichardKnight 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Channinff,  Sir  Francis  AUston 

Chui-chill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 

aough,  William 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 


AYES. 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Ck)llin8,Sir  Wm.  J.  (S.  Pancras,  W. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joceph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,CH(Su88ex,E.  Grinst*d 

Cornwall,  Sii  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  Sir  CHifford  John 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J,  S. 

Ck)wan,  W.  H. 

Cox,  Harold 

Oaig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cullinan,  J. 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eificn) 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan-(Cardigan) 

Delany,  William 

Dewar,  Sir  J.  A.(Invenies6-Fh.) 

Dickin8on,W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 

Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dillon,  John 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Dimcan,  C.  (Burrow-in-Fumess 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbiffh) 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Esslemont,  George  Bimie 

Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fenwick,  diaries 

Ferens,  T.  R. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Flynn,  James  Chri«tophf  r 

Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Fumess,  Sir  CTiristopher 

Gilhooly,  James 


GiU,  A.  H. 

Gladstone,  Rt  Hn  Herbert  Jolm 

Glen-Coats,Sir  T.(Renfrew,  W. ) 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 

Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcourt,Robert  V.(Montro«e) 

Hardie,  J.Keir(Mcrthyi  Tydvil 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  ( Worc'r) 

Harmsworth,R.L.  (Cait  hn  *sa^  k 

Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmontfa) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hasel,  Dr.  A.  £. 

HaEleton,  Richard 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

HerMrt,(^1.8ir  Ivor  (Mon..  8.) 

Hieham,  John  Sharp 

HoDhou8e,C!harle«  E.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan,  Bfichael 

HoUand,  Sir  WiUiam  Henrj 

Holt,  Richard  Dunning 

Homiman,  Emalie  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jones,8irD.  Brynmor(Swaiiff  ea) 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
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Keasedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kiacaid-Smith,  Captain 

Mdlaw,  Robert 

Uab,  Emeat  H.  (Rochegter) 

LamoDt,  Norman 

Lafdner,  James  CarrigeRushe 

Law.  Hi^  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

L»eie,&Jo8ephF.  ( Accrington 

Lnris,  John  Herbert 

Uoyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

LyeU,  Cliarfefl  Henry 

LjBcli,H.  B. 

Maodonaki,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

lbodonald,J.M.(FalkirkBg*h8 

Msfiean,  Donald 

Micnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Msenberson,  J.  T. 

Use  Veagh,  Jeremiah  (Down^-) 

MscVeigh.Charle6(Donega],  £. 

M^Cailom,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  Sir  George 

M'Hvgh,  Patrick  A. 

MKeaa,  John 

)rKcima,  Rt.  Hon.  R  eginald 

MKiUop,  W. 

STMiskiiig.  Major  G. 

Msraham,  F.  J. 

Xisoo,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry 

Ms«ie,  J. 

XMlerman,  C.  F.  G. 

UnABr,  Michael 

Wwiin, Francis  £.(Leitrim,N 

Mirt^n,  Patrick  A.(Queen*8  Co. 

Hnzies,  Walter. 

MiptlMi,  Nathaniel 

Xiidlebrook.  William 

Xolteiio,  Percy  Alport 

Xoad^A 

MoaUgu.  Hon.  E.  8. 

Hoooey,  J.  J. 

Xorfsa,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

llomU,PhUip 

XaUooa,  John 

Ibnaghan,  George 

Xvphy,  John  (Kerry.  East) 

Mvnj.Capt  HnA.C.(Kincard. 

Xvny,  James  (Aberdeen,  £.) 

^•saetti,  Jofteph  P. 

5»pier,  T.  B. 


{24  November  19)3} 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

Nuttoll,  Harry 

0'Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 

O'Doherty,  Philip 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Grady,  J. 

O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 

0'Kelly,James(Roscommon.N. 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Shaoghnessy,  P.  J. 

O'Shee,  James  John 

Paul,  Herbert 

P^arce,  William  (Limehouse) 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 

Pickersgi'U  Edward  Hare 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Ponsonbyf  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rea.  Rus^U  (Gloucester) 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Watcrford) 

Redmond,  William  (Clare) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 

Richardson,.  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts.Charles  H.(Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.(Denbigh8.) 

Robinson,  S. 

Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
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EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

As  amended  (in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee), further  considered. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)  said  the 
object  of  the  first  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  was  to  meet  the  particular  difficul- 
ties of  the  Merchant  Company  which  had 
established  superannuation  funds  in  con- 
nection with  its  schools.  It  would  be 
wrong,  of  course,  to  penalise  that  com- 
pany as  compared  with  other  educational 
undertakings,  and  they  wi^ed,  therefore, 
as  this  superannuation  was  founded  by  a 
central  board  and  not  by  the  governors 
of  each  separate  school,  to  provide  that 
they  should  come  under  Clause  12. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  9,  line  6,  at  end,  to  insert  the  words, 
*  ProvidecT  further  that  where,  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  this  Aot,  a  governing  body 
as  aforesaid  or  any  joint  or  oentral  bcMtrd  on 
their  behalf  have  established  a  superannuation 
fund  to  which  they  respectively  conlribute, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  superannuation 
allowance  awarded  to  a  teacher  to  the  extent 
represented  by  the  sum  so  contributed  shall 
be  held  to  be  a  retiring  allowance  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.'  ''—{Mr,  Sindair.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"In  page  9,  line  21.  after  the  word  *  boards,' 
to  insert  the  words  *  governing  bodies.*  ** — 
{Mr.  Sinclair,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

(  Mr.  CARLILE  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans)  in  moving  to  emit  the  words 
^*in  Scotland"  from  Clause  13,  said 
the  Amendment  dealt  with  the 
position  of  teachers  who  might  have 
been  employed  in  England  for  part  of 
their  teaching  period,  and  who  subse- 
quently, especially  in  connection  with 
certain  denominations  in  more  or  less 
voluntary  schools,  took  up  work  in 
Scotland.  These  teachers,  while  they 
had  perhaps  a  longer  period  of  teaching 
experience,    found    themselves   side    by 


side  with  teachers  who  had  a  much 
shorter  period  of  work,  but  who  had 
a  claim  upon  the  superannuation  scheme, 
in  which  they  only  participated  them- 
selves to  a  very  small  extent — only  for 
that  portion  of  their  experience  as 
teachers  which  lay  within  the  area  of 
Scotland.  In  order  more  or  less  to 
obtain  an  expression  of  opinion  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  bring 
their  case  under  his  attention,  he  moved. 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  not  seconded. 

Amendments  propoced — 

**  In  page  10,  line  28,  after  the  word '  I>»part- 
ment,'  to  insert  the  words  *  or  of  a  teaclier** 
superannuation  allowance  from  a  govemiiif 
body  as  aforesaid  or  any  joint  or  central  board 
on  their  behalf.' '' 

**  In  page  10,  line  34,  to  leave  out  the  word 
or. 

**  In  pase  10,  line  34,  after  the  word 
*  managers,  to  insert  the  words  *  or  joint  or 
central  board.*  " 

**  In  page  10,  line  34,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
words  *  or  superannuation.*  *' — {Mr,  Simetair.) 

Amendments  agreed  to, 

♦Me.  speaker  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment t  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
foij  Ayrshire  would  involve  W  fresh 
charge. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
pointed  out  that  it  did  not  involve  a 
fresh  charge  at  all  on  the  Exchequer. 
The  fund  to  which  he  referred  here  ¥ras 
one  made  up  by  contributions  from  the 
teachers,  and  they  were  absolutely 
entitled  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  fund. 

tXhe  following  is  the  Amendment  referred  to — 

'*  In  page  10,  line  40,  after  the  woid  <  pre* 
scribed,'  to  insert  the  words  "  Prorided  that  Uio 
Treasury  shall  make  pa^rment  to  any  teacher 
who  shall  make  application,  and  from  whose 
salaiT  deduct!  ins  have  been  made  nnder  tlie  said 
Act,  cut  who  has  ceased  to  serve  as  a  teacher  be- 
fore tbi«  scheme  takeH  effect,  a  sum  equal  to  the 
fall  amount  of  such  deductions,  which  payment 
shall  cancel  the  right  of  such  teacher  to  any 
annuity  under  the  said  Act ;  and  further/*' — ► 
(iff.  Cochrane,) 
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^bL  SPEAKER:  The  words  are, 
"Uifi  Treasory  shall  make  payment." 
They  do  not  say  the  Treasury  shall 
mske  payment  oat  of  any  particular 
fond.  It  must  involve  a  charge  and 
impofle  a  duty  upon  the  Treasury  of 
mskiBg  certain  payments. 

Mb.  CXXIHRANE  :  AU  I  desire  is 
^t  the  Treasury  shall  repay  contribu- 
ttoM  which  have  already  been  made 
to  them  and  which  are  allocated  to  the 
teachers  in  certain  proportions,  not 
that  there  shall  be  any  fresh  charge, 
bat  that  they  shall  simply  repay  ^e 
money  paid  by  the  teachers  out  of 
their  own  pocket. 

^Kb.  SPEAKER:  That  does  not  appear 
on  the  face  of  the  Amendment.  The  only 
way  to  construe  the  Amendment  is  that 
the  Treasury  shall  make  the  payment. 
It  does  not  say  it  is  to  make  it  out  of 
a  foDd  subscribed  to  by  the  teachers, 
and  It  does  not  earmark  a  particular 
iond. 

Mb.  COCHRANE:  From  whose 
salaries  deductions  have  been  made. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER :  It  does  not  say  from 
what  fund. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"th  page  11,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*  my;  and  to  insert  the  word  '  shalL'  *' 

"In  page  11,  line  16,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
^Ofds  *  or  of  an  Amendment  thereof.'  " 

"*  la  page  1 1 ,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  boards,' 
••■•ert  the  worda  *  goveming  bodies.'  " 

**Ib  page  11,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  and,' 
V)  Mrt  the  woid  *  other.'  "— (ifr.  Sinclair.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Me.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  8.)  moved  to 
^Mnit  Babeection  (1)  of  Clause  14. 
Hb  said  he  hoped  to  pfove  that 
the  announcement  made  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  that  volun- 
^  schools  were  to  benefit  to  the 
*>*eat  of  an  extra  2s.  was  not  such  a 
J'Wfous  gift  as  it  appeared  to  be.  Under 
•^sections  (2)  and  (4)  his  contention 
*»«  that  there  would  be  brought  into  the 
Swttifh  Education  Fund  those  very 
*»M>ont8out  of  which  State-aided  schools 
W  in  the  past  been  able  to  benefit. 
^  probate  and  estate  duties  which  were 
wau^t  into  the  Scottish  Education  Fund 


did  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  form  any  fixed 
amount  but  an  anually  increasing  sum. 
The  actual  increase  of  those  duties  was 
more  than  the  increase  in  the  cost  of 
pupils  in  the  schools.  As  the  hon« 
Member  for  Sheffield  pointed  out  in  a 
previous  debate,  there  had  been  an 
illegal  accumulation  of  funds  whilst  the 
duties  were  being  administered.  Whilst 
it  might  be  contended  that  voluntary 
schools  would  benefit  under  Clauses  15  and 
16,  it  would  be  recognised  that  this  was 
the  only  opportunity  he  would  have  of 
pointing  out  in  what  way  the  Catholic 
schools  were  not  getting  justice.  Briefly, 
subsections  (1)  and  (4)  constituted  the 
fund  which  gave  the  extra  fee  grant 
of  2s.  per  child  out  of  purely  Scottish 
money,  and  it  would  be  found  on  looking 
into  the  Returns  already  issued  that  the 
sum  fixed  was  £40,000.  In  subsection  (4) 
of  Clause  14  the  amount  was  about  £69^000, 
giving  a  total  of  £109,000.  The  average 
attendance  of  children  in  Scotland  was 
720,000  and  that  would  work  out  at  about 
3s.  per  child.  Under  Clauses  15  and  16 
it  might  be  said  that  the  Catholic  schools 
were  going  to  benefit  to  the  extent  of  2s., 
but  Is.  of  that  amount  came  out  of  money 
which  the  Catholic  schools  would  have  had 
under  the  operation  of  the  estate  duties* 
Therefore  instead  of  the  voluntary  schools 
of  Scotland,  equally  with  the  board 
schoob,  benefiting  by  an  increase  of  28. 
or  2s.  6d.,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out 
the  real  increase  was  not  2s.,  but  really 
only  Is.  6d.  This  explained  the  dis- 
satisfaction with  which  this  measure 
was  regarded  by  the  Catholics  in  Scotland. 
He  was  not  taking  up  this  line  of  argu< 
ment  on  account  of  any  settled  opposition 
to  the  Bill,  but  in  the  hope  that  the 
reasonable  claims  of  Catholics  would  be 
met.  He  hoped  that  when  they  got 
to  the  cimiulative  vote  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  see  his  way  to  meet  them 
on  that  point,  because  if  he  did  a  great 
deal  of  their  opposition  would  go.  He 
thought  it  was  important  to  point  out  that 
under  the  two  subsections  he  had  men- 
tioned simis  of  money  were  being  brought 
in  out  of  which  Catholic  schools  gained 
a  slight  benefit  and  in  the  new  Scottish 
Education  Fund  it  was  not  possible  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  substantiate 
what  he  had  stated,  that  the  voluntary 
schools  were  really  going  to  benefit  to  the 
extent  of  2s.  or  2s.  6d.  per  child. 
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Mr.     JORDAN      (Fermanagh,     S.) 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  12,  line  26,  to  leave  out  subsection 
(1)  of  Clause  U^^Mr,  Boiand,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the   ^^ords 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  did  what  he 
could  to  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
arguments  the  other  day  on  the  general 
position,  and  on  the  position  of  voluntary 
schools  Tmder  the  Bill.  The  Amend- 
ment was  to  omit  the  first  subsection 
of  Clause  14,  and  the  hon.  Member  was 
quite  right  in  saying  that  under  that 
subsection  the  money  provided  by  it, 
together  with  the  money  provided  in 
subsection  (4),  constituted  the  security 
for  making  up  the  fee  grant  in  Scotland. 
It  was  apprehended  that  as  those  sums 
were  no  longer  available  there  might 
be  danger  that  the  fee  grant  in  those 
schools  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kerry  was  interested  might  not 
secure  the  12s.  per  head  in  the  future. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  in  sub- 
section (6),  so  far  from  it  being  the  case 
that  they  were  weakening  the  security 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  fee  grant  in 
voluntary  schools  or  to  all  schools  at 
12s.,  the  position  would  really  be 
strengthened,  because  hitherto  only  the 
particular  sum  mentioned  in  subsections 
(1 )  and  (2)  had  constituted  the  security  for 
keeping  the  fee  grant  at  128.,  whereas 
now  the  whole  fund  formed  that  security. 
That  was  really  the  position  stated  as 
clearly  end  precisely  as  he  could  put 
it.  So  far  as  the  precise  point  raised  in 
the  Amendment  was  concerned  he  was 
able  to  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  security  they  were  now  taking  for 
the  12s.  grant  was  even  greater  than  it 
had  been  in  the  past.  He  hoped  that 
so  far  as  this  clause  was  concerned  he 
had  been  able  to  reassure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  position  of  the  schools 
in  which  he  was  interested  would  be 
safeguarded. 

Amendment  put,  and  negatived. 

♦Mr.   LAMONT  said  that,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name, 


he  did  so,  not  from  a  sentimental  point 
of  view,  but  from  a  strong  conviction  of 
the  advantages  of  bilingualbm  from  a 
practical  and  utilitarian  point  of  view, 
and  of  the  value  of  Oaelic  as'  a  mental 
exercise. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  asked  if  the 
subjects  referred  to  in  the  Amendment 
were  not  excluded  by  the  ruling  that 
such  matters  were  dealt  with  adminis- 
tratively by  the  Code. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  point  raised 
is  whether  the  subjects  dealt  with  in 
this  Amendment  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
administratively  by  Code.  I  will  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt,  and  he  may  proceed  with  his 
Amendment. 

♦Mr.  LAMONT  said  the  present  posi- 
tion was  that  Oaelic  mightjbe  taught  in  any 
school  in  the  Highland  districts,  but  that 
it  was  rather  discouraged  by  the  inspectors. 
Secondly,  there  was  the  so-called  Oaelic 
grant  of  J&  1 0  to  each  school  having  Oaelio- 
speaking  children  and  a  Oaelic-speaking 
teacher,  but  this  money,  unfortunately, 
was  often  used,  not  to  increase  the 
teachers'  salary,  but  to  reduce  the  rates. 
Thirdly,  provision  for  Oaelic  was  nomin- 
ally made  at  junior-student  centres,  but 
at  many  of  them  it  was  impossible  to 
obtain  such  instruction.  In  the  fourth 
place,  Oaelic  had  this  year,  for  the  first 
time,  been  traded  as  a  higher,  as  well  as 
a  lower,  subject  in  the  I^partment's  ex- 
ammations.  Further  than  this,  it  was 
impossible  to  discover  whether  anything 
was  beine  done  for  Oaelic  in  the  multi- 
tude of  Blue-books,  Reports,  Circulars  and 
Minutes  with  which  the  Department,  like 
a  cuttle-fish,  darkened  all  around  it,  and 
endeavoured  to  bafile  the  public.  The 
two  moftt  pressing  present  needs  wero 
those  dealt  with  in  his  Amendment. 
First,  that  the  bilingual  Oaelic  child 
must  always  first  be  taught  in  Gaelic, 
because  it  was  impossible  that  general 
education  could  ever  eflSoiently  be  given 
in  a  language  with  which  a  child  was 
totally  unfamiliar.  At  present  a  Gaelic 
child  was  often  in  the  position  of  reading 
only  a  language  which  it  could  not 
unaerstand,  and  of  understanding  only  a 
language  which  it  could  not  read.  Next^ 
that  they  must  create  an  adequate  supply 
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of  Oaelio^peakiiig  teachers.    The  Amend- 
meet  met  these  needs  by  making  a  better 
pconsioQ  for  instruction,  and  by  increas- 
ing the  number   of   bursaries,   so  as  to 
increase  gradually  the  supply  of  teachers. 
The  Amendment  had  received  practically 
vnaiiimoas  support  throughout  the  High- 
kodi — even  from  Inverness,  which  had 
opposed  the  Amendments  which  he  had 
moTod  in  Committee  upstairs.    Its  terms 
bid  been  arrived  at  after  consultation 
between  *<  An  Ck>munn  Gkiidhealach  "  and 
otberissociationsand  individuals  interested 
in  tbis  question.     Aberdeen  University 
bid  just  decided  to  place  Graelic  on  an 
equal  footinii^with  French  and  German  in 
tbeir  biuvary  competitions ;  and  the  Pro- 
Tiodal    Committee    of    Aberdeen    had 
unnged  for  Gaelic-speaking  students  to 
itodv  Graelic  at  their   training   college. 
He  hoped,   therefore,   that  the  GU>vern- 
ment  would  not  la^  behind  in  a  move- 
meotforthe  educational  advantage  of  a 
part  of  Scotland  where,  more  than  any- 
where, education  was  appreciated  ;    and 
where,  more  than  anywhere,  education 
was  synonymous  with  success.    He  begged 
to  move. 

Me.  AIN8W0RTH  (Argyllshire),  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  explained 
that  it  wa3  brought  up  in  Committee, 
hot  ruled  out  of  order  for  a  technical 
RAsoQ.  He  and  his  friends  were  there- 
!ore  obliged  to  bring  it  before  the  House 
00  the  Report  stage.  He  regarded  this 
u  i  most  important  proposal,  the  desire 
being  that  children  who  had  learned  to 
■peak  nothing  but  Gaelic  in  their  homes 
«bould  receive  instruction  through  the 
niedium  of  a  language  which  they  under- 
■tood.  A  point  which  he  wished  to  urge 
WM  that  children  who  were  brought  up 
to  speak  two  languages  were  given  an 
i&creased  advantage  in  learning  a  third. 
He  impressed  upon  the  Government  that 
the  districts  affected  by  this  proposal 
**w  in  the  poorest  counties  in  Scotland. 
'^  necessary  funds  must  be  got  either 
«nder  Clause  15  from  the  central  fund, 
or  under  Clause  16  from  the  fund  at  the 
<bipo«al  of  the  county  councils. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  ptge  U,  line  10,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
Jl^.  *(/)To  making  payments  to  school 
■••'^  in  Gaelic-speaking  districts  of  such  sums 
«t  Bft?  be  necessary  to  nukke  adequate  provision 
nr  mttnietion   in   reading   and    writing   the 


Gaelic  language,  and  also  of  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  bursaries 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  junior 
student  stage,  for  Graelic-speaking  children 
intending  to  become  teaohers.'  '*— (ifr.  Lamont,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  this  question  was 
discussed  in  Committee  to  some  extent. 
Hon.  Members  who  had  studied  the  Bill 
knew  that  in  i^ubsection  (9)  of  Clause  16, 
the  continuance  of  such  grants  as  were 
now  given  to  this  purpose  was  provided 
for.  They  could  be  given  subject  to  the 
discretion  of  the  school  boards  and  the 
district  commitcees.  The  question  was 
whether  they  should  upset  that  or  not. 
The  Committee  had  much  sympathy 
with  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Argyllshire  as  to  the  de**ir- 
ability  of  giving  full  permission  to  those 
people  who  wished  their  children  to  learn 
Qaelic  and  to  make  use  of  that  language. 
He  did  not  wish  to  argue  the  general 
question  as  to  the  advantage  of  bilingual 
teaching  and  accomplishments  of  that 
kind.  His  hon.  friend  proposed  by  this 
Amendment  to  lay  the  charge  for  Gaelic- 
teaching  as  a  charge  upon  the  national 
funds — that  was  to  say,  he  proposed  that 
the  Lowland  counties  which  had  no 
interest  whatever  in  (Gaelic-teaching 
should  be  obliged  perforce  to  contribute 
to  the  cost  of  such  Qaelic-teaching  as  was 
desired  in  the  Qaelic  counties.  That  was 
not  a  proposal  which  in  the  interest  of 
Gaelic-teaching  should  be  accepted  by 
the  House.  He  thought  it  was  far  better 
to  adhere  to  the  position  taken  up  in 
Committee,  namely,  that  this  was  a 
matter  which  could  safely  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  local  authorities  them- 
selves. The  local  authorities  could  open 
the  door  wide  for  the  teaching  of  Gaelic. 
As  had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  friend, 
facilities  and  encouragement  had  been 
given  in  the  last  year  or  two  for  the 
increase  of  this  form  of  teaching.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  poverty  of 
the  Highland  districts,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  they  had  already 
special  grants  for  this  and  other  purposes. 
The  best  course  for  the  House  to  take  in 
the  interest  of  Gaelic-teaching  was  to 
leave  this  matter  as  it  was. 

Mr.   MUNRO   FERGUSON      (Leith 
Burghs)  sid  the    right  hon.  Ger,tleman 
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had  not  quite  done  justice  to  the  Amend- 
ment. Although  it  was  moved  and 
seconded  by  Highland  Members,  he 
would  give  some  reasons  in  his  capacity 
as  a  Lowland  Member  why  this  should 
not  be  treated  as  a  Highland  question. 
It  was  a  national  question,  not  only  in 
the  sentimental  sense,  but  in  the  sense 
that  it  was  desirable  to  encourage  the 
teaching  of  languages.  It  would  be  a 
matter  of  interest  to  the  whole  of  Scot- 
land that  French  and  Germah  should  be 
well  taught,  which,  he  might  add,  was 
very  seldom  the  case.  The  Graelic 
language  would  be  well  taught  if  ade- 
quate provision  were  made  for  teaching 
it.  The  likelihood  was  that  Graelic 
would  be  very  much  better  taught  than 
French  or  German.  In  that  sense  it  was 
a  national  question.  The  teaching  of 
languages  under  the  Code  had  been 
unduly  discouraged  in  the  case  of  certain 
children  in  favour  of  science.  No  doubt 
the  Highlands  felt  strongly  on  this 
point,  but  it  was  unlikely  that  under  the 
present  parish  board  system,  the  teaching 
of  French  or  German  would  be  very 
prevalent.  By  arranging  for  the  teach- 
ing of  Gaelic  the  children  of  the  High- 
lands would  get  their  one  chance  of 
learning  another  language.  He  thought 
the  Amendment  could  be  defended  on 
sentimental  grounds,  but  that  was  not 
his  present  purpose. 

Mr.  BOLAND  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  Amendment. 
Speaking  with  a  knowledge  of  what 
had  been  done  to  develop  the  Irish 
language,  to  which  Gaelic  was  closely 
akin,  he  strongly  supported  the  view 
put  iforward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Leith  Burghs  as  to  the  educational 
value  to  cluldren  in  the  C^elic-speaking 
parts  of  Scotland  of  learning  their  own 
language  thoroughly  and  of  having  the 
opportunity  of  learning  another.  He 
Imew  a  young  fellow  in  Kerry  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  Irish  language,  and  at 
the  age  of  twenty-three  he  learned  to 
read  and  write  the  language.  This  had 
created  in  him  a  desire  to  learn  foreign 
languages,  but  if  he  had  been  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  of  learning  the  Irish 
language,  his  desire  to  learn  French  or 
Carman  would  probably  never  have  been 
felt.  He  very  much  regretted  that  this 
should  be  regarded  as  a  merely  Highland 
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question.  It  was  a  national  question 
and  it  should  be  so  regarded  throughout 
Scotland.  If  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  challenged  a  division,  the  Irish 
Party  would  be  delighted  to  give  the 
Amendment  their  hearty  support. 

*Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said 
he  was  much  disappointed  at  the  speech 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  at  the 
attitude  he  had  taken  up  with  regard  to 
the  teaching  of  Gaelic  in  the  Hi^^nds. 
An    hon.    Member  had    said  that   this 
was  a  national  question,  but  he  looked 
upon  it  as  an  Imperial  question.    Nearly 
aU    Highlanders  in  the  Western  High- 
lands and  Islands  spoke  Gaelic  only  in 
their  homes,  but  in  the  parish  schools 
English  was  thrust  upon  children  whose 
knowledge   was    limited  to   Gaelic.    In 
a    few     schools     pupil    teachers   knew 
Gaelic,    but  schools    and    the    Scottish 
Education    Department    were   'opposed, 
to  the  teaching  of  Gaelic.    What  chance 
had  any  Highland  boy  or  girl  of  learning 
any  language  other  than  English  ?     The 
parish  school  boards  had  not  the  means 
to    employ   teachers    to  teach    French, 
German,  Italian  or  Spanish.    Gaelic  was 
the  only  language  besides  English  which 
the    children    in    these   schools   had    a 
chance  of  learning.       As    the    Amend- 
ment was  supported  by  all  the  Members 
representing     Gaelic  -  speaking     districts 
in  which  there  were  thousands   of     old 
people  who  were   quite  unable  to  speak 
anything   but  Gaelic,     he     hoped     the 
right     hon.       Gentleman      would      re- 
consider his  decision.    There  were  High- 
landers in  all  parts  of  the  world — great 
soldiers,  great  statesmen,  great  commer- 
cial  men,   who   had   attained   to   their 
high  position,  not  because  they  spoke 
Gaelic,   but  because  it  had   materially 
helped  them  to  acquire  other  language*. 
He  sincerely  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said  he 
made  no  apology  whatever  for  ^ying 
a  few  words  on  this  Amendment.  It 
had  been  said  that  no  vote  had  been 
changed  by  argument  in  the  House. 
Well  in  this  case,  his  was  an  example  of 
the  exception  which  proved  the  rale. 
To  tell  the  truth  he  had  come  into  the 
House   with    a    preconoeived    prejudice 
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igainst  the  Amendment,  but  after  listen- 
ing to  the  debate  the  only  argument 
that  he  had  heard  against  it,  if  it  could 
be  called  an  argument,  was  that  the 
Lowland  counties  would  be  made  to  pay 
ioz  teaching  a  language  which  was  not 
their  own«  Sorely  that  argument  cut 
both  ways.  Why  should  the  Highland 
eoonties  be  m^de  to  pay  for  the  teaching 
of  a  language  that  was  not  their  own, 
yiz.,  English  ?  He  wps  a  Mv^mber  for 
ft  Lowland  constituency  in  which  there 
were  not  many  Gaelic-speaking  people ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  everyone  in  his 
constituency  would  willingly  bear  the 
burden  of  doing  justice  to  a  large,  a 
gallant,  and  a  noble  section  of  the  com- 
monity. 

Ha.  SINCLAIR  appealed  to  his  hon. 
friend  not  to  press  lus  Amendment  to  a 
diTiaion.  The  hon.  Member  knew  as  .well 
IS  he  did  that  their  system  in  Scotland 
wu  to  leave  such  subjects  to  be  taught 
muler  the  Code  as  in  the  discretion  of  the 
school  board  it  was  thought  the  children 
Kqoired  or  desired.  There  was  no  dis- 
pfrte  amongst  them  as  to  the  desirability 
of  Gaelic  teaching  in  (Gaelic  districts. 
Hie  question  was,  with  whom  should  the 
dedsum  lie  ?  Were  they  to  give  to  all 
idiool  boards  in  all  Qaelic  speaking  dis- 
tocts  a  claim  on  national  funds  for 
tetdung  Gaelic  ?  If  so,  the  logical 
cocoUacy  of  the  Amendment  was  to  give 
the  Lowland  districts  a  claim  on  the 
Bfttioaal  funds  for  the  teaching  of  French, 
Gennan  or  Italian,  or  any  other  language. 
It  VIS  not  a  question  as  to  whether  it  was 
to  be  done,  but  how  it  was  to  be  done. 


Mr.  COCHRANE  pointed  out  that 
the'*right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already- 
made  two  speeches  on  this  unimpor- 
tant question,  which  had  been  ver^ 
thoroughly  threshed  out  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  when  the  solution  come 
to  was  that  Gaelic  should  be  taught  by 
Gaelic  teachers.  He  thought  the  time 
of  the  House  should  be  taken  up  with 
the  discussion  of  much  more  important 
Amendments. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  said  he 
was  sorry  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House, 
but  he  desired  to  press  the  fact  that  their 
constituents  in  the  Highlands  wanted 
this  Amendment  to  be  carried.  His 
right  hon.  friend  said  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  the  Lowlands  would 
have  a  right  to  demand  that  French, 
Grerman,  and  Italian  should  be  taught  in 
their  schools.  But  that  was  not  a  fair 
way  to  put  it.  What  the  Highland 
Members  asked  was  that  their  native 
language  should  be  taught  to  the  natives 
of  the  Highlands.  What  they  were  afraid 
of  was  that  there  were  a  large  number  of 
people  who  wanted  to  kill  the  Gaelic 
language;  they,  on  the  other  hand^ 
wanted  to  preserve  it,  and  to  give  the 
Highland  children  proper  opportunities 
of  learning  it.  He  was  extremely  sorry 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  could  not  see 
his  way  to  give  way,  seeing  that  Parlia- 
ment did  not  give  too  much  to  the 
Highland  people. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  109 ;  Noes, 
192.    (Division  List  No.  414.) 


Ahnhui,  Wmuun  (Cork,  N.E.) 

AbnkMn,  WilliAm  (Rhondda) 

Aafarote,  Robert 

AMMtnaher-Gnkj,  Major 

Biniei,aN. 

Btrry.  K.  (Cork,  S.) 

BeOoe,  Hflaire  Joseph  Ptoter  R. 

Boifuid,John 

BcTic,  J.  Annaa 

Iwe,  E.  Haviland- 

^liwW  8ir  Francis  ADston 

ayiies.rR. 

Ooadon,  Thomas  Joseph 

CsliiiaaJ. 
Wfy^pfc*  Viscount 
Muij,  WflUam 
DSKJohn 
l>OMltii,  Oaptain  A 


AYES. 

Dimcan,C.  ( Barrow-in-Fumes  8 ) 

Ihmcan,Robert(LAnark»Govan) 

Essex,  R.  W. 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Fljnn,  Jam^s  Christopher 

Gilhooly,  James 

GiU,  A.  H. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Grant,  Corrie 

Halpin,  J. 

Hardie,  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Creorge 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hudson,  Walter 

Jenkins,  J. 


Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe] 

Law,  Hugh  (Donegal,  W.) 

Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Mac  Veagh, Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 

Mac  Veigh,Charles(Donegal,E. ) 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M*Killop,  W. 

Mea!^her,  Michael 

Meehan,Francis  E.(Leitrim,  N.) 

Meehan,Patrick  A  (Queen'sO>.> 

Middlemore,  John  Throgmorton 
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Mooney,  J.  J. 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Muldoon,  John 
Mumaghan,  George 
Murhpy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  R. 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 
0'Brien,Kendal(Tippcrary,Mid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 


{COiMMONS} 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Ponsonby,  Arthur  W.  A.  H. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Rainy,  A.  RoUand 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Richards,  T.F.  (Wolverh'mpt'n 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 

Sheflield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith,F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Snowden,  P. 
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Stewart,  Hallev  (Greenock) 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward(Sali8bury 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Wa8on,Johji  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williamson,  A. 

WiUon,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  &) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhougton) 
Young,  Samuel 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes — ^Mr. 
Lamont  and  Mr.  Ainaworth. 


Agar-Robartes,  Hon.  T.  C.R 

Agnew,  George  William 

Alden,  Percy 

Asquith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Baldwin,  Stanley 

Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

B»rrie,H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N 

Barry,  Redmond  J.  (T3rrone,N. 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Ballairs,  Carlyon 

B©nn,W.  (1  VrHamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Berridse,  T.  H.  D. 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Bowles.  G.  Stewart 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigff,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Burns,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Buxton,Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 

Carlil?,  E.  Hildred 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Oauston,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Clark,  George  Smith 

dough,  William 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 

Cochrane.  Hon.Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,CH(Sa8fsex,E.GrinH'd 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Craig,CaptainJames  (Down,E.) 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Da  vies,  M  Vaughan- (Cardigan) 

Dewar,  Sir  J.  A.  (Invemess-sh.) 

Dickinson,  W.  H.  (St .  Pancras,N. 

Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Dixon-Hartland,SirFred  Dixon 


NOES. 

Du  Cro3,  Arthur  Philip 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Es^lemont,  Greorge  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Fell,  Arthur 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Fetherstonhaugh,  (Godfrey 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 
Glad8tone,Rt.  Hn.Herbert  John 
Glen-Coats  SirT.(Renfrew,W.) 
Glendinning,  R.  G, 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Crordon,  J. 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Hamilton,' Marquess  of 
Harcourt, Robert  V.  (Montrose) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Hardy,  Laurence(  Kent ,  Ashf  ord 
Harmsworth,  Cet  il  B.  (WorcV.) 
Harmsworth,  R.  L.  (Caithn'ss-sh 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Henderson,J.M.  (Aberdeen,W.) 
Higham.  John  Sharp 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Holt,  Richard  Duming 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Joynson-Hicks,  William 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 


Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Lee8e,Sir JosenhF.  ( Accrington ) 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Lvnch,  H.  B. 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacG«agfa 
Macdona]d,J.3L(FalkirkB'gha.) 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M'Arthur,  Charles 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M*Crae,  Sir  George 
M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Middlebrook,  WiUiam 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  Hon.  E.  8. 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
MorreU,  PhUip 

Murray  ,Capt.HnA.C.(Kincard.) 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  £. ) 
Napier,  T.  B. 

Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Petersfiekl) 
Norton,  Capt.  CecU  William 
NutUU,  Harry 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 

Pease,HerbertPike(  Darlington ) 

Philipps,Col.Ivor  (S'thampton) 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb  gh.  Central) 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Randies,  Sir  John  Scurrah 

Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  £.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  ( Lincoln) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdoa 

Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands^  J. 
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Bttberford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Rvllwrfotti,  W.  W.  (LiTerpool) 
Su«Kl3t.Hn.H.L.(CleTelaiid) 
Smmmmi,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Schwum,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Sebwum,  Sir  C.E.(Manohester) 
SooU^H.(AjihtoQ-aiider-Lyne 
$c«lj.  Colonel 

Shftvj8iiC9iarlesEdw.(SUfford) 
Sk»v,  Rt  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Shipatn,  Dr.  John  G. 
SOoock,  TlionMw  Ball 
Sindur*  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Suiiger,H.T. 
Stone,  Sir  Ben  jamin 
Stncbey,  Sir  Edward 
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Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Sommerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radoliffe) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomson, W. Mi tchdll-  (Lanark) 
Thome,  G.  R.  ( Wolverhampton ) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Wardle,  C^eorge  J. 
Wason,Rt.  HnE.  (Cla3km-\nnan 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  Dundas(  Dumbart*nsh 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,RtHn.SirThoma8P. 
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Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.) 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.)  | 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  0.  B.  Stuart 
Yoxall,  Jamss  Henry 

Tellers  fob  tie  Noes  — 
Mr.  Joseph  Pease  and  Master 
of  Elibank. 


Mr.  J.  M.  MACDONALD  (Falkirk 
Boiglis)  rose  to  move  the  omission  of 
sobsection  (2)  in  Clause  15. 

Mr.  BOLAND  said  he  wished  to  move 
tn  Amendment  before  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,    viz:    in   page  14,  line   17, 
it  end,  to  insert  the  words,  "  (7)   To 
pijinf,    in    respect    of     all     children 
itteowig    schools    other    than     board 
•ehools  eligible    for   grants   under    the 
Code,  a   sum  not  exceeding  ten  shil- 
tags  per  head  of  the  children  in  aver- 
age ftttendance  at  such  schools,  and  such 
sam  thsU  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
sdbstitntion  of,  any  grants  which,  before 
tbe  passirg  of  this  Act,  were  payable  to 
sock  schools." 

^R.  SPEAKER  said  that  that  was 
tbe  same  matter  that  they  discussed  a 
iottnight  ago,  and  the  House  came  to  a 
(ieciskm  upon  it.  The  wording  was 
^Iniost  identically  the  same,  and  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  discuss  it  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  BOLAND  inquired  whether  it 
^'ottW  not  be  possible  to  have  a  division 
<»  it  He  wasii^ost  anxious  that  their 
elftim  should  be  made  specially  at  that 
point 

*Mr.  speaker  replied  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  his  division  the  other  day. 
He  ksd  no  power  to  take  a  division 
*^uoQt  a  discussion. 

•Mr.  J.  M.  MACDONALD  said  he 
*«cd  to  move  the  omission  of  sub- 
•'^^  (2),  which  kid  down  the  principle 
^  which  the  balance  of  the  Education 
'^  fitoM  be  allocated.  That  panciple 
*^  that  the  allocation  should  take  place 
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in  accordance  with  a  scheme  prepared  by 
the  Department,  and  so  framed  as  to* 
give  greater  aid  to  those    districts  with, 
which  per  head  of  the  population  the 
burden   of   expenditure   on   educational 
purposes,  approved  by  the  Department, 
is  exressive  as  compared  with  the  valua- 
tion of  the  district,  which  scheme  shall  be 
laid  before  Parliament.  He  rose  tomove  the 
rejection  of  that  subsection  not  because 
he    had    any    objection     to    its    pro- 
vi  uons,  but  because  the  scheme  which  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  had  introduced 
was  not  consistent  with  the  subsectioD^ 
He  went  further  and  held  that  it  was  not 
consistent   with   the    views   which   the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  himself  put  for* 
ward  in  support  of  it.     A  model  scheme 
had  been  presented  to  the  Committee- 
upstairs,  illustrating  the  mode  of  distribu- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  subsection,, 
and  giving  the  ratios  of  necessity  of  the 
several    districts.      When    subsequently 
the  actual  allocation  of  the  money  was 
presented  to  the  Committee,  it  was  found 
not  to  correspond  with  the  provisions  of  the 
subsection;  and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
justified  the  alteration  on  the  ground  that^ 
if  the  allocation  were  made  in  accordance 
with   the    principles  laid  down  in  the 
subsection,  certain  districts  in  Scotland 
would    receive   less   money   than    they 
were  actually  receiving   at  the  present 
moment,  and   also  on  the  groimd  that 
those    districts,    were    relatively    poor. 
As  to  the  first  ground   no  one  would 
object  to  a  sum  beine  taken  from  the 
fund  and  so  distributed  as  to  make  the 
amounts  to  be  given   to  these  districts 
equal  to  the  amounts  they  now  received. 
The  second  ground  upon  which  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  justified  his  departure 
from  the  model  scheme  opened  up  a  much 
larger  question,  and  it  was  to  that  part 
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of  the  proposal  that  he  should  like  par- 
ticularly to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House.  In  the  first  place,  he  contested 
the  view  that  the  districts  that  would 
be  benefited  under  the  second  scheme 
were  the  poorer  districts,  and,  in  the 
second  place,  even  if  these  districts 
were  really  the  poorer  districts,  the 
allocation  of  the  funds  gave  to  them  a 
considerably  larger  sum  than  they  ob- 
tained at  the  present  moment,  and 
gave  them  that  sum  at  the  cost  of  the  rest 
of  the  country.  The  districts  that  bene- 
fited under  the  scheme  represented 
38  per  cent,  of  the  population 
of  Scotland,  and  only  36  per  cent, 
of  the  expenditure  and  42  per  cent,  of 
the  valuation,  while  the  districts  ad- 
versely afEected  represented  62  per  cent, 
of  the  population,  64  per  cent,  of  the 
expenditure,  and  only  58  per  cent,  of 
the  valuation.  He  contended  that  those 
figures  proved  that  the  principles  laid 
down  in  the  subsection  had  been 
entirely  departed  from  in  the  alloca- 
tion which  his  right  hon.  friend  had 
actually  made  of  the  balance  of  the  fund. 
Take,  for  example,  the  six  school 
boards  which  came  under  the  allocation  ; 
five,  which  were  prejudiced  by  the 
scheme,  had  rates  over  the  average  for 
the  whole  of  Scotland,  while  the  only 
one  that  had  a  rate  under  the  average 
was  benefited.  Turning  to  the  ratios  of 
necessity  of  the  several  districts,  he 
showed  that  the  allocation  was  not  only 
not  in  accordance  with  them,  but  in  many 
instances  diametrically  opposed  to  them. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  HENDERSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  His 
hon.  friend  said  he  did  not  object  to  the 
terms  of  this  section,  which  provided 
that  the  monev  should  be  divided  accord- 
ing  to  a  scheme  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. There  had  been  two  tentative 
schemes  produced,  but  neither  was 
before  Parliament,  and  neither  formed 
part  of  this  Bill.  He  was  most  anxious 
for  this  Bill  to  go  through,  and  why 
should  they  waste  an  hour  in  disciissing 
a  scheme  which  was  not  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PIRIE  inquired  whether  it  was 
in  order  to  say  it  was  waste  of  time  to 
discuBs  a  matter  of  this  kind. 

♦Mr.  speaker  did  not  think  there 
was  any  point  of  order  raised.  It  was 
a  question  of  merits. 

Mr,  J,  M,  Macdonaid, 


Mr.  PIRIE,  on  a  point  of  order,  said 
the  second  Order  on  the  Paper,  which 
was  to  be  taken  at  8.16  p.m.,  was  not 
necessarily  bound  to  come  on  at  that 
time,  the  Rule  being  suspended.  It 
could  come  on  later,  at  eleven  o'clock. 
Therefore,  they  had  illimitable  time  to 
discuss  this  question. 

♦Mr.  speaker  said  the  hon.  Member 
was  wrong  there.  He  would  only  have 
up  to  eleven  o'clock.  The  question  of 
the  disposal  of  the  time  did  not  rest 
with  him,  but  with  the  House  itself. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  MACpONALD  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House  much 
longer  as  he  had  made  his  point,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  his  right  hon.  friend  under- 
stood it.  They  did  not  object  to  the 
principle  contained  in  the  subsection, 
but  they  did  object  to  the  scheme  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  presented 
to  the  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  it  out.  They  recognised  that 
under  the  principle  of  the  Bill  there  were 
certain  districts  that  would  suffer,  and 
would  receive  less  money  than  they 
received  at  the  present  moment.  They 
were  willing  that  these  districts  should 
have  money  temporarily  applied  to 
them,  so  that  the  amounts  they  received 
under  this  scheme  would  not  be  less 
than  those  they  at  present  received, 
but  they  were  not  willing  that  this  scheme 
should  be  a  permanent  scheme  to  be 
taken  as  a  model  for  all  future  schemes. 
If  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would  give 
an  assurance  that  the  scheme  was  tem- 
porary in  its  provisions,  and  that  he  would 
reconsider  it  with  a  feeling  favourably 
disposed  towards  the  districts  which 
were  necessitous,  and  which  suffered 
under  it,  it  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  divide  the  House  on  hu 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Bill — 

"  In  page  14,  line  18,  to  leave  out  fubaection 
(2)  of  ClauM  l&^—i'Sfr.  /.  M.  MacdonaieL) 


Question  proposed,  '*Tbat  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  oat,  to  the  word  *  for/ 
m  page  14,  line  21,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill" 

♦Mb.  COCHRANE  said  the  hon. 
Member   had    put    clearly   before    the 
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House  a  matter  of  consideEable  im- 
portance to  Scotsmen,  the  division  of  the 
spoils.  They  had  fought  Bducation  Bilb 
for  many  years,  and  now  the  fight  took 
phkce  over  the  division  of  the  spoils.  The 
position  had  been  somewhat  compUcated 
hy  the  attitude  taken  up  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  the  Bill  be  issued 
with  it  a  Memorandum  and  a  draft  scheme 
showing  how  the  money  was  to  be 
allocated  among  the  various  counties. 
That  scheme  was  examined  by  the  House, 
and  was  referred  to  the  various  authori- 
ties. At  the  last  moment,  just  before 
the  Bill  went  to  Grand  Committee,  the 
scheme  was  withdrawn,  and  another 
substituted  for  it.  Hence  these  tears. 
Had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consulted 
the  school  boards  before  instead  of  after, 
lie  might  have  produced  a  different  schema 
altogether.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
truly  said  they  could  not  go  on  popu- 
lation or  valuation  alone,  that  they 
must  be  considered  together.  If  to  those 
elements  he  had  added  areas  he  would 
liave  done  far  better,  because  areas  were 
a  very  great  element  of  consideration  in 
this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
bowever,  took  the  two  elements  of 
population  and  valuation,  and  intro- 
duced a  scheme,  but  unfortunately  he 
iinthdrew  that  scheme  and  substituted 
another  in  which  he  entirely  departed 
from  those  principles,  except  as  to 
^ne-third  of  the  fund.  He  allocated 
one-third  of  the  fund  in  proportion  to 
IMpulation  and  valuation,  but  the  other 
two-thirds  he  allocated  in  a  purely 
arbitrary  fashion.  He  himself  was  quite 
impartial  in  this  matter,  because  the 
constituency  which  he  represented  got 
the  same  amount  under  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  it  would  get 
imder  the  scheme  shadowed  forth  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  was  not,  therefore,  a 
searcher  after  illegitimate  spoils.  When 
he  regarded  the  reasons  which  might  have 
influenced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
departing  from  his  original  scheme,  he 
noticed  some  somewhat  sinister  points. 
He  noticed  that  particular  districts  got 
more  under  the  amended  scheme,  and  that 
singular  favours  had  been  dealt  out  to  For- 
farshire, a  district  not  unconnected  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Taking  For- 
farshire and  Shetland  together,  he  found 
the  ratio  of  necessity  in  the  former  was 


12,763,  and  in  Shetland  ejBOi,  and  it  wj^^ 
a  curious  fact  that, whereas  under .the^ 
original  scheme  Forfarshire  o^y  .  got 
£10,000  and  poor  Shetland  £5,000,  under 
the  unended  scheme  the  contributj,on  to 
Forfarshire  rose  to  £14,441,  whilst  that 
of  poor  Shetland  fell  to  £2,500.  Peebles^ 
shire,  another  county  not.  unrepresented 
in  great  circles,  also  received  a  consider- 
able increase.  He  was  not  going  to 
inquire  by  what  fortunate  circumstance 
these  things  happened.  All  he  wished 
to  do  was  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  adopt  some  definite  principle.  F.opii« 
lation  was  not  enough,  and  valuation  was 
not  enough,  and  therefore  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adopted  areas  he  would 
be  wise,  because  some  arrangement  must 
be  made  for  those  large  counties  where 
the  expense  was  very  great.  Rumour 
said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  make  some  statement  on  this 
matter,  and  therefore  it  would  be  perhaps 
better  not  to  move  the  Amendment  he 
had  intended  to  move.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  might  find  it  easier  to  make 
that  statement  to  his  supporters  rather 
than  to  the  Opposition.  All  he  would 
say  was  that  he  hoped  in  that  statement 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  shadow 
forth  some  principle  which  people  could 
understand,  and  that  would  be  fair  to 
all  Scotland.  He  did  not  like  to  think 
that  these  schemes  were  altered  from 
time  to  time  in  order  to  give  an  unfair 
share  of  the  spoils  to  a  particular  district* 

♦Mr.  WILKIE  (Dundee)  pointed  out 
that  in  the  previous  week  he  had  put  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  matter  now  under  discussion. 
But  he  was  informed  that  the  experts 
on  this  matter  did  not  acknowledge 
the  correctness  of  his  reply.  In 
his  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  while  the  proposal  was 
strongly  opposed  by  some,  a  greater 
number  supported  it.  That  might  be 
so  as  far  as  the  number  of  Boards  was 
concerned,  but  if  they  took  the  number 
of  children  and  people  involved  in  the 
districts  the  balance  was  entirely 
the  other  way.  The  Government  set 
out  in  their  Bill  that  their  object 
was  to  help  those  districts  which 
most  needed  help,  districts  whera. 
there  was  large  expenditure  for  educa- 
tion,  poor  districts  unable  to  pay  high^ 
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rates,  but  this  proposal  did  the  very 
opposite.  Instead  of  helping  the  poor 
urban  aathorities  and  the  highly  rated 
districts  in  Scotland  it  was  helping  the 
rich  and  high  valuation  districts.  What 
they  felt  and  what  they  feared,  but 
what  they  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  able  to  reassure  them  upon, 
was  that  this  provision  would  take  from 
the  elementary  schools  and  give  to  the 
secondary  schools.  It  used  to  be  the 
boast  of  Scotsmen  that  in  the  educa- 
tional S3rstem  of  Scotland  there  was 
the  opportunity  of  going  to  the  Univer- 
sity from  the  elementary  school,  and 
that  there  were  teachers  in  the  elemen- 
tary schools  able  to  prepare  the  scholar 
for  the  University.  He  hoped  before 
this  question  was  decided  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  assure  the  House 
that  this  provision  would  work  in  the 
entirely  opposite  direction  to  what  they 
feared,  and  that  the  first  idea  of  the 
Government  would  be  carried  out,  and 
that  greater  assistance  would  be  given 
to  those  districts  which  needed  it  most. 

•  ♦Mr.  MENZIES  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
also  objected  to  the  subsection.  He 
did  not,  he  said,  intend  to  go  into  the 
details  of  the  first  and  second  schemes 
except  to  draw  attention  to  the  foot- 
note on  this  question  in  the  Cd. 
Paper  4051.  He  asked  hon.  Members 
to  look  at  those  words.  The  words  of 
the  subsection  were  not  altered  in  Com- 
mittee, and  remained  in  the  Bill  as 
when  it  was  originally  introduced.  He 
therefore  apprehended  that  these  words 
having  been  used  to  cover  a  prin- 
ciple in  the  Bill  still  held  good. 
On  the  other  hand  they  found  that  a 
second  allocation  was  proposed  which 
was  totally  different,  though,  as  he  had 
pointed  out,  the  words  of  the  Bill 
remained  the  same.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  them  which 
of  these  two  allocations  was,  according 
to  the  Bill,  because  they  could  not 
both  be  right,  and  his  second  allocation 
was  apparently  re-enacting  the  two 
grants  which  were  solemnly  repealed 
in  Clause  14.  Having  annulled  those 
grants  under  Clause  14,  it  was  now 
proposed  to  re-enact  them,  if  not  for 
all  time,  apparently  for  this  time,  at 
any  rate.  The  present  allocation  said 
o&e-third,     according     to     population, 

Mr.  JFiUtie. 


multiplied  by  expenses  and  divided  by 
valuation.    How  could  that  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Bill  itself  t    He  held  that, 
from  the  legal  point  of  view,  this  could 
not  be  correct.    He  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  kindness 
of  his   intention,   had   sought   to   give 
everybody  a  little  more.    He  sympathised 
with   him   in   that   particular,    but   he 
could  not  admit  that  this  proposal  was 
in  consonance  with  the  terms  of  the 
Bill.    Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
explain  why   they  should   not   reverse 
the  two-thirds  according  to  population 
and  expenses  ?    The  position  might  be 
reversed  by  having  nine-sixteenths  on 
the  one  side  and  seven-sixteenths  on  the 
other.    The  truth  was  tbat  the  method  was 
so  arranged  as  to  bring  out  the  desired 
result.    There    was    no   principle    here. 
While  he  credited  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  a  kind  heart  in  trying  to  give 
everybody   a   little   more,    it   was    not 
according  to  the  Bill.    He  desired  to 
call  attention  to  another  phase  of  the 
matter.    The  Bill  said  that  this  clause  was 
to  be  "  so  passed  as  to  give  greater  aid," 
etc.,  he  need  not  trouble  to  read  the 
terms   through   again.    If   they   boiled 
the  words  down  to  one  phrase,  it  meant 
that  aid  was  to  be  given  when  expen- 
diture was  excessive  as  compared  with, 
valuation.    The  hon.   Member  for  Ayr- 
shire  had  referred  to  Forfarshire;    he 
should    like     to     refer    to    Perthshire 
and  other  counties.    In  Lanarkshire  the 
expenditure  per  head    from   the    rates 
was  9}d.,  and  in  Perthshire  it  was  under 
8d.    If    they   compared    the    valuation 
they  found  that  in  Perthshire  it  was 
£9    10s.    per   head   of   the   population, 
and    in    Lanarkshire,    £6    lOs.    Surely, 
if  there  was  any  meaning  in  the  words 
of  the  Bill,  it  should  be  Lanarkshire  which 
should  get  more  and  Perthshire  less.     The 
matter  appeared  to  be  perfectly    clear. 
By  this   kind-hearted  allocation   under 
which  everybody  got  a  little,  he  would 
point  out  that  Lanarkshire  got  £42.000, 
but  if  that  county  got  the  same  aUocation 
per  pupil  in  attendance  as  Perthshire 
it  would  get  no  less  than  £49,000  more  ; 
if  it  had  the  same    as    Perthshire,    it 
would  get  £82,000  more;    as  Forfarshire » 
£37,000    more ;     or   as    Dumfriershire, 
£15,000    more.     Surely    no    one    could 
be  surprised  if  they  doubted  somewhat 
the     legality     of     the_   allocation.      In 
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ttfwer   to   a    Supplementary   Question 
the  other  day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  this  subject  was  a  complex  one.    He 
acknowledged  its  complexity.    He  had 
heen  studying  it  for  some  time,  and  he 
thought  it  more  complex  than  a  Chinese 
piizzle.       What    with    residue    grants, 
secondary  school  grants,  grants  under  a 
minate    (whatever   that    might    mean), 
feneral  aid  grants,  special  grants,  Gaelic 
speaking  grants,  and  necessitous  school 
grants,  grants  according  to  population, 
and  grants  according  to  school  atten- 
dance, the  whole  thing  should  be  put 
in  the  melting  pot  and  divided  up  equally 
according  to  the  average  of  scholars  in 
attendance.    There    were    people    who 
vere  rather  amused  at  those  Members 
who   backed    up    their    constituencies, 
yet  they  were  the  people  who  enlarged  on 
the  generosity  of  the  Scottish  Education 
Department  to  their  particular  counties. 
In  his  humble  opinion  a  great  deal  of  that 
generosity  was  at  the  expense  of  the 
industrial  communities — at  the  expense 
of  Lanarkshire,    Dumbartonshire,  Ren- 
frewshire, and  other  industrial  communi- 
ties.   Lanarkshire     was     the     premier 
coonty  of  Scotland.    ["  Oh,  oh."]    Well 
whether  it   was  or  not,  it  had  nearly 
ene-eighth  of  the  whole  population  and 
it  got  less  than  one-tenth  of  the  grant. 
He  asked    the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
whether  that  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  fair 
aBocation.     Lanarkshire  had  an  average 
attendance  of  88/)00  out  of  a  total  of 
790,000  for  the  whole  of  Scotland.    In 
the  continuation    classes    of     Lanark- 
shire, they    had    H,310    scholars,    and 
hsd    one-seventh     of     the     whole     in 
that   particular.    In   Lanarkshire    they 
had   2,000    children    attending   higher 
^nde  schools  out  of  18,000  for  all  Scot- 
land;   and  they  spent  in  rates  £5,878, 
out  of  a  total  for  Scotland  of  £37,000. 
Lanarkshire,  therefore,  by  these  details, 
showed  that  it  was  not  only  in  popula- 
tion,  in   scholars   and   attendance   the 
piemier  county  of  Scotland,   but  also 
in  the  amount  it  paid  for  education. 
In  his  opinion,  the  continuation  classes 
were  a  most  important  method  of  educa- 
ti(m  in  the  community,  and  ought  to  be 
particularly  encouraged.    He  would  per- 
haps  be  excused  for  referring  to    his 
^constituency.  Eon.  Members  travel- 
ling from  Glasgow  or  Edinburgh  would 
'iBmember  a  long    stretch  of  hill  and 


dale,    mountain    and    valley,    between 
Carstairs  and  the  summit.    It  was  as 
thinly    a    populated    district    as    was 
to  be  found  anywhere  in  Scotland.    In- 
deed, before  this  Bill  was  introduced, 
he  had  put  before  the  Education  Depart- 
ment a  proposal  to  be  allowed  to  drive 
children  to  school  in   conveyances,   so 
great  were  the  distances  they  had  to  go. 
Though  the  children  had  to  travel  great 
distances  to  school  in  South  Lanarkshire, 
yet  they  got  only  98.  7d.  per  pupil  in 
attendance,  as  compared  with  178.  4d. 
in    a    neighbouring    county.       In    his 
county  the  highest  point  was  at  the 
village  of  Leadfajlls,  where  they  got  9s.  7d., 
while  at  the  highest  point  in  Dumfries, 
Wanlockhead,  they  got  13s.  Id.       For 
twenty    or    thirty    miles    Lanarkshire 
marched  with  Dumfries  ;    there  was  no 
climatic  difference,  no  river,  no  range  of 
mountains,  only  an  imaginary  dividing 
line,  on  one  side  of  which  they  gave  9s.  7d. 
and  on  the  other,  13s.  Id.    On  its  other 
side,    Lanarkshire   marched   twenty   or 
thirty    miles    with    Peebleshire,    where 
again  there  was  no  climatic  difference, 
no  river,  no  range  of  mountains,  only  an 
imaginary  line,  on  one  side  of  which  they 
paid  9s.  7d.  and  on  the  other  20s.  9d. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :    Why  ?]    He    did 
not  know ;    he  was  asking  for  informa- 
tion.   The  right  hon.   Grentleman   said 
the  matter  was  complex.    He  had  in- 
quired into  this  subject,  and  he  had  read 
the  big  report  of  about  1,000  pages  as 
well  as  he  could,  and  he  could  find  no 
reason  why  Lanarkshire,  particidarly  in 
the  thinly  populated  portion  of  it  which 
he  represented,  should  get  9s.  7d.,  while 
Peebles  got  20s.  9.    It  might  be  that 
he  had  approached  the  subject  from  a 
personal  point  of  view  in  connection  with 
his  constituency,  but  if  a  man  could  not 
speak  for  his  own  constituency,   what- 
ever constituency  was  he  to  speak  for  ? 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  this  aspect  of  the  question  his  serious 
consideration,    and    give     them     some 
reasons  why  the  money  was  so  divided. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man h:;d  given  them  the  particulars  and 
circumstances  of  his  own  constituency, 
and  it  was,  of  course,  ihe  case  that  that 
part  of  Lanarkshire  which  he  represented 
was  dissimilar  in  character  from  the  rest 
of  the  county  in  a  verymarked  degree* 
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Uttder    the    power    which    at    present 

'e^eisted,  and  which  wa^  given  by  Parlia- 

^  ment,  it  was  qtdte  possible  to  reconstitute 

•  at  some  later  date  the  district  com- 
f  mittees  which  were  entrusted  with  the 

•  'distribution  of  these  funds,  and  it  would 
be  quite  possible  to  consider  whether  the 

<  special  circumstances  of  a  distiict  such 

•  as  South  Lanarkshire  were  not  of  suffi- 
'  cient  magnitude  to  justify  the  creation  of 
»  a   special   district   committee   for   that 

special  district.    In  the  meantime  they 

•  had  to  deal  with  the  machinery  at  present 
in  operation  in  Scotland,  and  he  was  asked 
to  say  a  word  on  a  scheme  of  distribution 

.  which  had  been  put  forward  aa  likely  to 
be  adopted  under  this  Bill.  He  asked 
the  House  to  note  that  the  scheme  itself 
did  not  form  part  of  this  clause.  They 
had  had  a  very  full  discussion  of  the 
matter  in  Committee.    He  would  not 

•  quarrel  with  the  narration  which  had 
been  given  of  the  discussions  or  of  the 
aetions  of  the  Government  in  this  re- 
spect in  regard  to  the  two  different 
iUustrative  proposals  which  had  been  put 
before  the  Scottish  Members  of  the  Grand 
Committee.  Let  it  be  noted  also,  that 
after  a  very  full  examination  no  new 
circumstance  had  been  put  before  the 
House  which  was  not  present  to  the 
Committee,  except  possibly  some  local 
oharacteristios  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  constituency. 

BfR.  J.  M.  MACDONALD  :  I  think  my 
right  hon.  friend  is  wrong.  It  is  our 
contention  that  the  districts  benefited 
are  not  necessitous  in  the  sense  in  which 
they  were  said  to  be  necessitous  when  the 
acheme  was  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  that  might  be  the 
hon.  Member's  contention,  but  the  facts 
were  before  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  take  the  view  of 
the  facts  which  the  Government  did,  but 
the  facts  were  there  for  him  to  judge  of 
just  as  he  could  judge  of  them  now. 
After  very  full  discussion  the  Committee 
accepted  the  scheme  of  the  Government 
unanimously.  It  was  perfectly  obvious 
to  the  Committee  that  the  distribution 
of  money  on  the  first  principle  was  abso- 
lutely impossible,  and  any  scheme  which 
deprived  the  existing  local  authorities 
of  their  present  resources,  and  obliged 
them  to  curtail  the  education  they  were 

Mr.  Sinclair. 


giving,  possibly  to  shut  up  schools  or  to 
discontinue  classes,  was  quite  impossible 
of  acceptance.  Local  authorities  in  the 
first  place  had  undertekeu  obligations  to 
provide  -certain  facilities  for  educatkn. 
It  was  quite  impossible  that  ParHameni 
should  step  in  aud  take  away  from  them 
the  resources  upon  which  those  iacilitiea 
rested.  If  it  was  a  good  thing  to  da 
educationally  there  would  be  very  stioag 
Parliamentary  opposition  to  it»  and  quite 
rightly  in  his  opinion,  because  it  would 
be  a  very  false  educational  standard. 
Therelore,  anv  scheme  whidi  did  not 
guarantee  to  existing  local  authorities 
the  resources  which  they  at  present  em- 
ployed  for  education  was  out  of  the 
question.  That  obliged  them  to  curtail 
the  application  of  the  principle  mentioned 
in  the  clause,  because  that  was  a  lull 
application  ^of  the  principle  to  the 
whole  sum  at  their  disposal.  There- 
fore they  were  obliged  to  modify,  as  he 
thought  was  the  practical  conunon-aenae 
view  of  it,  the  application  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  instead  of  applying  that 
principle  to  the  whole  sum  they  applied 
it  to  only  a  part  of  the  sum.'  They 
applied  the  remaining  part  of  the  money 
exactly  on  the  principle  which  one 
hon.  Member  had  quoted,  and  which 
would  be  applied  in  re^>ect  of  average 
attendance,  or,  what  was  much  the  same 
thing,  to  the  population  of  the  district. 
They  went  very  far  to  meet  their  few 
critics.  They  still  maintained  by  thair 
scheme  the  application  to  a  part  of  this 
money  of  the  principle  contained  in  the 
subsection.  They  were  bound  to  do  that. 
It  was  proper  to  do  it  from  an  eauca- 
tional  point  of  view  to  aid  the  poorer 
districts.  This  money  was  obtained 
from  the  Treasury  on  the  understanding 
that  the  money  was  wanted  to  develop 
education  in  the  poorer  districts  of  the 
country.  The  scheme  of  distributian 
had  been  announced,  but  it  was  not  in 
its  final  form.  Provision  was  made  in 
this  ver>  paragraph  of  the  Bill  for  the 
publication  from  time  to  time  of  a  Minute 
setting  forth  the  scheme  of  distributioik 
of  monev  available  to  this  Bdacation 
(Scotland)  Fund.  The  first  ^nute  would 
appear  as  soon  as  they  knew  the  sums 
available  under  these  various  grants 
next  year.  They  were  obliged  to  be  snve 
of  the  amounts  which  would  become  due 
and  payable  under  the  grants  next  year 
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before  tliey  could  draw  up  the  Minute. 
That  delay  gave  a  margin  of  time  for 
consideiation.  He  gave  the  assuzanoe  in 
the  most  clear  and  distinct  terms  that 
they  were  perfectly  ready  to  consider 
any  views  and  suggestions  and  proposals 
which  were  made  to  them  between  now 
and  the  time  when  the  Minute  had  to  be 
published  provided  these  proposed  modi- 
fications secured  to  each  local  authority 
not  less  money  than  they  got  at  present, 
and  that  tbey  secured  for  their  proposals 
greater  general  assent  than  was  secured 
by  the  scheme  as  it  at  present  stood. 

*Mr.  PIBIE  said  that  to  a  certain  extent 
perhaps  the  House  might  consider  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
satisfactory,  but  he  expressed  regret 
that  he  did  not  hold  out  some  hope 
of  modification  at  an  earlier  stage.  At 
the  last  moment  they  were  told  the  scheme 
was  not  absolutely  final. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR :  It  never  was  final 
in  that  sense. 

♦Mr.  PIRIE  said  it  was  not  generally 
understood  so.  That  just  showed  the 
terrible  danger,  which  every  Scottish 
member  must  realise  existed  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Scottish  Committee,  ^^  hich 
were  not  known  or  realised  in  Scotland ; 
so  much  so,  that  two  deputations  had 
waited  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quite  lately  from  educational  authorities 
in  Scotland  directly  opposed  to  this 
allocation,  which  they  considered  as 
intended  to  be  final.  He  had  met  a 
member  of  the  last  deputation  on  its 
return  to  Scotland,  and  heard  that  all 
they  obtained  was  a  direct  refusal,  that 
there  was  no  argument,  and  that  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  talked  round  the 
qies'ioi  qoite  apaH  fr.^m  m'^eting  it  in 
a^gumen*,  and  they  went  back  more 
forlorn  than  when  they  came.  It  must 
be  clearly  understood  that  within  a 
reasonable  time  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Minute 
wMch  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
promised,  and  that  the  Education  Vote, 
not    the    salary    of  the   Secretary  for 


&om  it  there  were  peculiarities,  some  of 
which  hai  already  bee"«  referred  to, 
which  deserved  to  be  brought  .before 
the  people  of  Scotland.  It  was  only 
in  that  House  on  Report  that  they 
had  any  chance  at  all  of  speaking  to 
the  people  of  Scotland,  and  he  refused 
to  have  his  time  restricted  by  threats 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  passed. 
The  result  of  the  second  allocation  was 
lucky  for  certain  constituencies,  but 
unlucky  for  others,  and  though  he  did  not 
in  any  way  allude  to  the  results  as  being 
in  any  way  desired  results,  as  another 
hon.|\Iember  had  done,  he  did  characterise 
them  as  regrettable  and  unsatisfactory. 
The  Secretary  for  War  was  a  great  educa- 
tional authority.  He  had  wanted  to  dis- 
cuss his  views  on  Scottish  education  before 
now,  but  he  had  not  had  a  chapce, ,  He 
hoped  to  have  it  on  the  Third  Reading. 
But  any>.ow  Haddington  was  to  receive 
under  the  .first  allocation,  £2,800.  Under 
the  second  scheme  it  received  £4,300. 
Perthshire,  also  represented  by  a  front 
bench  Member,  was  to  receive  i^,800,  and 
it  now  received  £14,600.  Roxburgh  was 
to  receive  £2,800  under  the  first  scheme 
and  £5,400  under  the  second.  Edinburgh, 
which  was  closely  allied  by  official  con- 
nection with  the  hon.  and  lear  ^'^d  Gentle- 
man who  represented  '^a-tsof  Roxburgh- 
shire, received  £6,000  more  under,  the 
ne^  scheme  than  under  the  old.  Such 
a  state  of  things  ought  never  to  have 
been  introduced  except  on  a.  basis  of 
clear  principle  laid  down  beforehaod» 
and  they  were  not  doing  their  duty 
imless  they  took  every  opportunity  of 
showing  the  people  of  Scotland  that 
such  a  proposition  was  wrong.  They 
wanted  to  have  a  radical  change,  and 
make  sure  that  they  would  have  their 
rights,  and  that  they  would  have  full 
discussion,  and  not  a  hole-and-corner 
discussion  such  as  they  had  had  in 
Committee,  with  no  reporterR  and  ^alf 
the  Members  away  on  other  Committees 
and  oth^r  official  cV^ti^s.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  claimed  that  they  as  the  House 
should  not  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
Scottish  Committee.  He  was  a  strong 
advocate  of  the  creation  of  these  Scottish 


Scotland,   should  come  on  the   first  of  1  Committees  on  certain  lines,  but  it  was 


Scottish  Estimates  next  year.  He  had 
to  regret  that  the  second  scheme  ol  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  secure 
the  desired  result,  but    before    passing  |  the  mark. 


an  evil  day  for  Scotland- 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  This  is  quite  beside 
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*Hb.  PIRIE  said  he  only  brought  it 
forward  in  answer  to  the  argument  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  that  it  was 
settled  by  the  Scottish  Committee  and 
that  the  House  sho;ld  have  nothing  more 
to  do  with  it.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  for  his  hon.  friend  to  go  to 
a  division,  because  there  were  only 
about  fifty  or  sixty  Members  present, 
although  200  or  300  hon.  Members 
would  come  trooping  in  at  the  sound  of 
the  division  bell  and  would  vote  f  ccord- 
ing  to  the  order  of  the  Government  Whips 
without  knowing  what  had  taken  place 
in  the  debate.  Therefore  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  this 
Amendment  to  be  satisfied  if  he  could 
get  an  assurance  that  this  matter  would 
be  brought  up  on  the  Scottish  Estimates. 

Mr.  MITCHELLTHOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire,  N.W.)  said  that  before  the  Amend- 
ment was  withdrawn  he  should  like  to 
have  it  clearly  stated  whether  he  was 
light  in  assimiing  that  this  was  not  in  any 
sense  of  the  word  a  permanent  scheme. 
Were  they  to  imderstand  that,  apart 
from  the  necessity  of  safeguarding  the 
various  district  authorities  in  regard 
to  spending,  no  other  vested  interest 
was  going  to  be  acquired  under  this 
scheme  ? 

r    Mr.    SINCLAIR   said   that   followed 
from  what  he  had  said. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  no 
new  matter  had  been  imported  since 
Ihey  discussed  this  question  in  Committee, 
and  that  it  was  a  blessed  thing  to  have 
A  principle  to  work  upon. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  %aid  he  did  not  gay 
that. 

Mr.  MITCHELLTHOMSON  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  stated  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  advantage  in 
working  on  a  principle.  When  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  a  decision  upon  this 
scheme,  it  was  largely  the  direct  result  of 
the  speech  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
made,  and  in  the  course  of  that  speech, 
in  advocating  the  second  scheme,  he  said 
he  did  so — 

**  in  order  to  help  densely-populated  places 
where  there  was  not  a  large  valuation.     The 


object  was  to  get  hold  of  the  neoeflsitona  distnct« 
and  relieve  the  populous  districts  which  needed 
a  great  deal  of  money  but  which  coukl  not 
levy  rates  beoante  they  were  so  high  already." 

Since  then,  hon.  Members  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  going  into  the  facts,  and 
as  regarded  the  districts  which  benefited 
under  the  scheme,  out  of  twenty-two, 
eighteen,  or  80  per  cent,  were  not  neces- 
sitous districts  but  areas  where  the  school 
rate  at  the  present  moment  was  under 
the  average  for  Scotland.  In  only  four 
districts  was  the  rate  over  the  average, 
and  in  none  was  it  more  than  about  a 
halfpenny  over  the  average  for  Scotland. 
Taking  the  districts  which  were  pre- 
judicially affected,  of  the  whole  seventeen 
no  less  than  eleven,  or  64  per  cent.,  had 
got  school  rates  in  excess  of  the  average 
for  Scotland,  and  in  some  cases  the  rate 
was  so  high  that  it  was  something  over 
4|d.  He  thought  it  was  time  to  revise 
the  ideas  upon  which  they  arrived  at  a 
state  of  acquiescence  in  this  scheme. 
If  they  worked  out  the  figures  they  would 
find  that  these  proposals  would  not 
hold  water.  The  scheme  might  be 
justifiable  from  the  point  of  view  of 
expediency,  but  from  the  point  of  view 
of  principle  it  was  impossible  to  justify 
it.  This  scheme  was  so  illogical  that 
some  districts  where  they  had  a  high 
valuation,  a  low  rate,  and  a  small  popula- 
tion would  get  more  than  districts 
in  which  they  had  a  low  valuation  and 
a  high  rate  and  a  large  population. 
Any  scheme  which  gave  such  results 
as  those  was  illogical  and  could  not  be 
permanent.  In  fact,  from  the  point 
of  view  of  principle  the  system  was 
entirely  indefensible. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  invited 
hon.  Members  whose  constituencies  would 
get  large  grants  to  exercise  a  little 
forbearance  with  those  districts  which 
would  suiter  under  this  distribution 
Although  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
distribution  was  not  final,  everyone 
admitted  that  it  was  one  which  was 
very  powerfully  supported  by  his  right 
hon.  briend  and  other  promoters  of  the 
Bill.  It  seemed  difiicult  to  see  how  it 
could  be  modified  or  altered,  so  thoroughly 
had  it  been  considered,  and  so  impossible 
was  it  to  reduce  the  allowance  already 
given.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  with 
respect    to    the    necessitous    allowances 
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to  tome  education£l    authorities   there 
should  not  be  some   reduction   of  the 
tmoiint  given.    He  did  not  admit  that 
that  WES  impossible.    He   had   known 
C4flc«  where  the  education  grants  were 
exceifiive  as  compared  with  what  other 
education  districts  were  receiving,  and 
in  suck  cases.it  was  just  to  reduce  those 
grtuts.    It  was  indeed  one  of  the  things 
peipetuated  under  this  Bill  that  there 
would  continue  to  be  an  unequal  incidence 
of  the  education  rate.    Therefore,  this 
ckuse    dealing    with    the    distribution 
ought  to  be  recast.     The  principle  laid 
down  was  an  admirable  one,  and  they 
were  all  carried  away  with  it  on  the 
Committee,  but  when  it  was  said  that 
no  new  facts  had  been  elicited,  he  did 
not  agree  with  that  statement.    Many 
Ucts  had  been  elicited,  not  only  since 
th*  Bill  was  in  Committee,  but  since 
it  hid  entered  upon  the  Report  stage. 
This  scheme    could    never    stand.    He 
WIS  not  raising  the  question  of  his  own 
constituency  in  compaiison  with  Edin- 
huzgh,  because  the  result  was  sufficiently 
obvious,  but   on   the  general   principle 
Wddown,  and  taking  the  general  results, 
thej  were  not  only  entirely  antagonistic 
to  the  principle,  but  they  would  never 
be  accepted   by   the    majority   of   the 
Pwple  of  Scotland.    He  did  not  think 
thsi  much  further  discussion   was   re- 
<!«iKd,  because  the  Government  had  to 
JKkon  not  with  the  House  of  Commons 
W  with  the  constituencies  in  this  matter, 
ttd  they  would  insist  upon  a  fair  distri- 
Mttion  in  consonance  with  the  general 
Naples  which  had  been   laid  down. 
*W  principles  could  not  be  improved 
^,  but  the  principle  of  this  distribu- 
^  might  be  summed  up  in  the  words  : 
**To  him  that  hath  shall  be  given  even 
more  abundantly."     That  was  a  prin- 
^  which  would   not   be  popular  in 
Gotland,  and   would  not  be   accepted 
m  this  Bill 


the  end   of  the    clause,  and  to    insert 
the  words   "so   as    to    give  an    equal 
amount,    for    every    child    in    average 
attendance    at    their    respective    school 
or  schools,  to  all  school  boards  and  other 
managers    of    State-aided    schools,    but 
that  only  after  reservation  of  the  sum 
of  £25,000  to  be  given,  at  the  absolute 
discretion  of  the  Department,  to  necessi- 
tous schools  or  schools  in  thinly  popu- 
lated districts."     This  Bill  proposed  an 
unequal  distribution  of  the  mon^y.    Fe 
had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland   and  his  draftsmen   could 
draw    up    something    better    than    the 
words  of  his  Amendment,  but  he  would 
be   quite  satisfied  if  he  could  get  the 
substance   of  his  proposal  adopted  by 
the   Government.    He   had   placed  the 
sum  at  £25,000  for  the  necessitous  schools, 
but  if  the  Government  suggested  £26,000 
or  £27,000  or  even  £23,000  he  would 
be  quite  agreeable  to  accept  such  a  pro- 
posal.   They  could  not  change  all  the 
anomalies    of    the    distribution    which 
had  been  going  on  for  years,  and  they 
could  not  abolish  those  anomalies  without 
hurting  somebody.     Those  districts  were 
treated  generously  by  the  Department 
at  the  expense  of  the  other  districts, 
which  only  got  about  half.    He  trusted 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman   would  give 
this  scheme  of  equality  some  considera- 
tion.   He  was   quite  willing  to  accept 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire  had 
given  notice.    He  begged  to  move. 


.  •*».  J.  M.  MACDONALD  thought 
tt  would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
*ww«  if  he  withdrew  ^  his  Amend- 
J*»t.  He  accepted  the  assurances  given 
^he  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  he 
**«?g«d  leave  to  withdraw. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

^^  MENZIES  moved  to  leave  out 
*^  the  words    "the    districts"    to 


Mr.  pUNDAS  WHITE  (Dimbarton- 
shire)  in  seconding  the  Amendment, 
said  it  seemed  to  him  that  some 
clear  directions  &om  the  House  ought 
to  be  given  as  to  the  principle  on 
which  such  a  large  sum  of  money  should 
I  be  distributed,  and  that  it  should 
not  be  left  to  the  sweet  will  of  the  De- 
partment. The  Department  had  put 
forward  a  scheme  which  seemed  to  rest 
on  no  clear  principle  whatever.  He 
would  not  quarrel  with  it  if  it  worked 
well,  but  his  point  was  that  it  did  not 
work  well.  For  example,  Kincardine- 
shire got  at  the  rate  of  15s.  and  Peebles- 
shire over  20s.  per  child  in  average  at- 
tendance, while  the  industrial  counties 
of  Lanark,  Renfrew,  and  Dumbarton 
got  under  10s.  per  child  in  average  attend- 
ance.   It    seemed    to    him    that    these 
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industrial  centres,  in  many  places  over- 
crowded, ought  to  receive  much  fairer 
and  more  generous  treatment  than  they 
were  receiving  imder  the  scheme.  The 
scheme  which  he  and  his  friends  were 
putting  forward  was  that  the  number 
of  children  in  average  attendance  at 
the  schools  should  be  subject  to 
two  qualifications.  The  fir^t  was  that 
£25,000  a  year  should  be  set  aside  for 
specially  necessitous  districts,  and  the 
other  was  that  no  district  should  receive 
less  than  it  was  at  present  re^jeiving, 
subject  to  the  general  qualification  that 
the  arrangement  was  sound  in  principle 
and  would  work  well  in  practice. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  14,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  distriot,'  to  end  of  clause,  and  to  insert 
the  words,  '  so  as  to  give  an  equal  amount, 
for  every  child  in  average  attendance  at  their 
respective  school  or  schools,  to  all  school  boards 
and  other  managers  of  State-aided  schools, 
but  that  only  after  reservation  of  the  sum 
of  twenty*five  thousand  pounds  to  be  given, 
at  the  absolute  disoretion  of  the  Department, 
to  necessitous  schools  or  schools  in  thinly- 
populated  districts.'  ** — (Jfr.  Menzies,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word 
*  in/  in  line  24,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.' 


»> 


Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  local  authori- 
ties were,  under  the  Bill,  to  get  their 
share  of  the  grant  not  as  charity  but  of 
right.  The  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
reserve  £25,000.  He  himself  was  per- 
fectly confident  that  such  a  distribution 
would  not  be  in  accordance  with  the 
general  desire  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 
What  the  local  authorities  wanted  was 
to  know  what  they  would  be  sure  to  get, 
and  not  to  be  under  the  apprehension 
that,  having  the  right  to  certain  mone3rs, 
they  could  not  depend  upon  them  in 
future.  That  was  an  insuperable  objec- 
tion to  accepting  the  Amendment.  All 
these  suggestions  were  fully  examined 
and  considered.  He  appealed  to  his  hon. 
friend  not  to  press  the  Amendment. 
The  views  of  Members  representing 
various  constituencies  were  before  the 
Government,  and  they  would  be  carefully 
considered. 

Mr.  menzies  said  that  on  the 
understanding  that  thiswould   receive 

Mr.  Dundas  White. 


consideration   he    would    ask    leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  who  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  leave  out  the 
words,  *'  in  accordance  with  a  scheme  of 
allocation  prepared  by  the  Department," 
and  to  insert  the  words,  *'a  fixed 
grant  to  be  allocated  to  each  county  in  the 
first  place,  the  balance  to  be  distributed 
according  to  population  or  in  some  other 
equitable  manner,"  said  that  Sutherland 
was  one  of  the  counties  which  apparently 
under  all  the  scales  would  sufier  a  diminu- 
tion of  what  they  at  present  earned. 
He  understood  &om  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  that  the  Department  would 
not  be  bound  hr  the  s^ale  mentioned 
and  that  in  no  case  would  they  get  less 
money  than  they  were  getting  thi« 
current  year,  aud  that  in  all  human 
probability,  they  must  get  more,  as  there 
would  be  more  money  to  distribute. 
Under  those  circumstances,  and  being 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed,  he 
did  not  desire  to  move  this  Amendment 

Mr.  MITCiiELL-THOMSON  moved 
an  Amendment  which,  he  said,  was 
desisc'^ed  to  give  something  o^  a  safeguard 
i-^  the  matter  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  14,  lines  29  and  30,  to  leave  oat 
the  woitls  *  which  scheme  shall  be  Uud  before 
Parliament,*  and  to  insert  the  words  *  Prorided 
that  such  scheme  shall  be  forthwith  laid  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  if  Parliament  be 
sitting,  or,  if  not,  then  within  three  weeks  after 
the  commencement  of  the  next  ensuing  mwiod 
of  Parliament,  and  if  neither  House  ol  Parlia- 
ment  within  one  month,  exclusive  of  any  period 
of  prorogation,  after  a  scheme  has  been  laid  be* 
fore  it,  presents  an  address  praying  the  King  to 
withhold  his  assent  from  such  scheme  or  say 
part  thereof,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  King  in 
Council  by  Order  to  approve  the  same  or  soy 
part  thereof  to  which  such  address  doea  nol 
relate.     The    presentation    of    an    address    as 
aforesaid   shall   be   without   prejudice   to  the 
making  of  a  further  scheme  under  the  like 
procedure.     (4)  A  scheme  under  this  sectieo 
may    be    amended    by    a    subsequent    trhem* 
made     under    the     like     procedure.     (5)  Any 
scheme  approved  by  Order  in  Council  under 
this  section  shall,  as  from  the  date  presctibed 
in  such  Order,  be  of  the  same  force  a^  if  it  wef# 
enacted  in  this  Act.*  "— <ifr.  MitcKiUTkomMm^H 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Amendments  proposed — 

'*  In  page  14,  line  40»  after  the  wotd  *  parents,' 
to  ioMrt  the  words '  or  guaidians.'  " 

*'  In  page  16,  line  9,  to  leaye  out  from  the 
word  *  of/  to  end  of  line  10,  and  to  insert  the 
words  '  inoome  from  all  sources  other  than 
from  ichool  rate.*  ** — {Mr,  Sinclair. ) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Me.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  rose  to  move, 
in  page  15,  line  9,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "income,"  to  end  of  subsection, 
and  insert  the  words  "  from  fees  and 
from  grants  made  by  the  Department, 
which  grants  shall  be  paid  on  the  annual 
average  attendance  of  all  scholars  enrolled 
in  these  schools,  provided  that  a  course 
approved  by  the  Department  is  followed 
by  the  majority  of  the  pupils  and  that  a 
full  and  definite  course  of  secondary 
education  is  substituted  for  such  as  do 
not  follow  it." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  asked  whether  the 
Amendment  was  in  order.  It  was  an 
instruction  as  to  the  disposal  of  a 
Treasury  Orant,  which  did  not  come 
out  of  the  Scottish  fund  at  all. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  that  is  so. 
We  cannot  deal  with  that  on  Report. 

Mr.  MXJNRO  FERGUSON  moved  to 
insert,  at  the  end  of  line  10,  the  words 
"  except  burghs  and  parishes  which  have 
made  provision,  for  their  own  scholars." 
He  said  the  Amendment  referred  to  an 
educational  hardship  which  would  result 
from  the  clause  as  it  stood.  Some  Leith 
children  went  to  Edinburgh  High  School, 
at  a  cost  of  £10  to  £12  per  head,  and  others 
went  to  Trinity  Academy,  at  a  cost  of 
less  than  £3  per  head.  It  seemed  to 
him  rather  hard  that  the  cost  of  children 
belonging  to  parents  with  social  aspira- 
tions who  attended  Edinburgh  High 
School,  which  had  great  educational 
traditions,  should  fall  upon  the  poorer 
population  of  Leith,  possibly  dock 
labourers  out  of  employment.  Why 
should  they  have  to  contribute  towards 
the  cost  of  the  education  of  the  Leith 
child  at  the  Edinburgh  High  School, 
amounting  to  between  £10  and  £12  in 
the  course  of  the  year  ?  It  was  hard  that 
they  should  have  to  pay  for  that  child 
iour  times  what  the  cost  would  be  at 
Trinity  Academy. 


Amendment  proposed-r 

"  In  page  15,  line  10,  aft  end,  to  inaert  t^e 
words  '  ex.cept  burghs  and  parishes  which  have 
made  provision  for  their  own  scholars.'  "— 
(iff.  Munro  Ferguson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  wolds 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  that  under  the 
whole  system  of  education  in  Scotland 
parents  could  not  be  compelled  to  send 
their  children  to  any  particular  schooL 
There  was  no  such  obligation  in  any  pre- 
ceding Education  Act.  The  grievance 
to  which  reference  had  been  made  was 
not  so  bad  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
out.  The  cost  of  secondary  education 
did  not  fall  oA  the  rates  ;  it  was  provided 
for  from  other  funds.  In  the  second  place, 
by  this  Bill,  as  his  hon.  friend  knew,  the 
burden  of  secondary  education  was  laid 
not  upon  a  particular  parish,  but  on  the 
district  as  a  whole  by  a  system  of  contri- 
butions from  the  school  boards  of  outside 
districts  which  sent  some  children  to  the 
secondaiy  school,  and  by  the  provision 
of  bursaries.  He  hoped  his  hori.  friend 
would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  munro  FERGUSON  said  he 
would  not  press  the  Amendment,  but  aa 
the  people  of  Leith  found  that  they 
would  have  a  hard  case  under  the  Bill 
he  had  brought  it  upi 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"  In  page  15,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*  fund,'  and  to  insert  the  word  *  board.*  ** 

"  In  page  16,  line  21,  after  the  word  *  mainten* 
ance,*  to  insert  the  words  *  after  deduction  of 
income  from  grants  made  by  the  Department  or 
from  fees,  and  of  any  sum  paid  to  the  school 
board  under  the  immediately  preceding  sub* 
section.*  *' 

"  In  page  16,  line  21,  after  the  word  *  afore- 
said,' to  insert  the  words  *  or,  in  ciroumstaneea 
approyed  by  the  Department,  at  a  supple- 
mentary course  of  not  less  than  three  years 
duration  conducted  in  accordance  with  Article 
21  of  the  Code  of  regulations  for  day  schools  of 
1908  or  under  other  regulations  of  the  Depart* 
ment  that  may  come  in  place  thereof.'  " 

"  In  page  16,  line  23,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
words  *  or  training  college.'  '*— -{ J/r.  Sindair.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  the 
Amendment      standing    in     his    name 
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to  insert  in  Clause  16,  after  the  word 
**'  board  "  the  words  "  or  the  managers 
of  any  inspected  school,"  was  to  meet 
another  special  case,  that  of  Spier's 
School  at  Beith.  That  school  was  made 
a  central  institution  for  the  training 
of  junior  students  by  the  Scott 'sh  Educa- 
tion Department.  It  was  governed  by  a 
body  of  el  ven  managers,  of  whom  seven 
were  elected  by  the  school  boards  of  the 
district,  and  these  were  called  upon  by 
the  Department  to  increase  their  accom- 
modation in  order  that  they  might  receive 
the  additional  grant.  The  managers 
spent  £4,500  in  providing  an  admirable 
science  and  art  equipment ;  and  what  they 
desired  was  that  there  should  be  some 
power  by  which  this  school,  and  others 
similarly  situated,  should  get  back  some 
part  of  the  capital  expenditure  on 
equipment  in  the  same  way  as  by  subsect- 
tion  (8)  of  the  clause  school  boards  got 
contributions  in  aid  of  capital  expenditure 
for  class-rooms,  laboratories,  etc.  He 
thought  an  economic  way  of  providing 
for  this  class  of  education  should  be 
encouraged,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  see  his  way  to  add  these 
words  to  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  17,  line  26,  after  the  word  '  board,' 
to  insert  the  words  **  or  the  managers  of  any 
inspected  sohooL'  " — {Mr,  Cochrane,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  had  no  doubt 
that  Spier's  School  was  doing  most 
excellent  work,  but  the  difficulty  of 
accepting  the  Amendment  was  that 
it  would  give  a  grant-in-aid  of  capital 
expenditure  to  increase  the  value  of 
property  held  by  private  persons.  He 
was  sorry  that  that  was  a  principle  to 
which  it  was  not  possible  to  assent. 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misapprehended  the 
case.  There  were  eleven  governors  of 
this  school,  only  one  of  whom  was  nomi- 
nated and  eleven  were  elected  by  school 
boards. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  did  not  quite 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
might  be  a  large  share  of  representation 

Mr.  Cochrane. 


in  the  management  of  the  school,  but 
that  did  not  alter  the  fact  that  the 
Amendment  would  involve  the  making 
of  a  grant-in-aid  of  capital  expanditure 
on  what  was  private  property. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan)  moved  to  add  to  the  end  of  sab- 
section  (1)  of  Clause  20  the  words : 
'^  Provided  always  that  it  shall  not 
be  competent  under  this  section 
to  annex  a  school  board  district 
having  a  population  of  over  fifty  thou- 
sand to  an  adjacent  school  board  dis- 
trict unless  the  districts  concerned  are 
agreed  in  desiring  such  union."  The 
object  of  this  Amendment  was  to  pre- 
vent the  abuse  of  the  system  by  which 
a  school  board  might  induce  the  Depart- 
ment to  annex  an  adjacent  school  board 
against  the  wish  of  the  latter.  He 
represented  a  school  board  district  with 
a  population  of  250,000  which  had 
shown  a  progressive  spirit  ever  since 
its  establishm'^nt  in  1872.  Their  school 
board  was  admitted  to  be  one  of 
the  best  in  Scotland  and  they 
naturally  wished  to  be  safeguarded 
against  a  possible  arbitrary  Order  from 
the  Department  to  be  united  with  the 
School  Board  of  Glasgow.  Unless  both 
the  school  boards  desired  to  be  united 
it  should  not  be  done.  He  begged  to 
move. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) 
seconded  the  Amendment,  which,  he 
said,  limited  the  power  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  made  it  essential  that  before 
one  school  board  could  annex  another 
that  adjacent  board  should  give  it  a 
consent.  Large  districts  were  apt  to 
swallow  up  the  small  fry  of  neighbouring 
districts,  as  the  city  of  Edinburgh  had 
repeatedly  endeavoured  to  swallow  up 
Leith,  and  Glasgow,  Govan. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  20,  line  19,  at  the  end,  to  inaeri  the 
words  *  Provided  always  that  it  shall  not  be  oon 
petent  under  this  section  to  annex  a  school 
board  district  having  a  population  of  over  fifty 
thousand  to  an  adjacent  school  board  district 
unless  the  districts  concerned  are  ain'eod  in 
desiring  such  union.*  " — {Mr,  Robtrt  Dwmtmt^) 
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Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  th^PB  insert  d." 

Ml  SINCLAIR  said  that  this  Amend- 
Goent  really  only  applied  to  (}ovan  and 
k*  did  not  think  that  (}ovan  would  like 
to  be  called  small  fry,  as  had  been  sug- 
tested  bv  the  seconder.  He  could  assure 
tk  hon.  Member  for  Govan  that  he  need 
luTe  no  apprehension  in  regard  to  the 
GoTin  School  Board  being  united  to  the 
("rlAsgow  district.  He  thought  it  would 
be  undesirable  spacially  to  safeguard  in 
a  Bin  of  this  kind  a  very  large  district 
sKh  as  Oovan,  which  was  perfectly 
tbie  to  take  care  of  itself. 

Mi.  R.  DUNCAN  said  as  the  right 
kn.  Gentleman  and  the  Government 
hid  satisfied  themselves  on  this  matter, 
It  would  be  captious  on  his  part  not  to 
Kcept  the  explanations.  He  would  with- 
dnw  the  Amendment. 

Ml.  YOUNGER  (Ayr  Burghs)  Mied 
vltetW,  in  the  case  of  the  absorption  of 
ooe  ichool  board  by  another  under  this 
clAue,  there  were  any  safeguards  as  to  the 
'tDohments,  etc.,  of  the  officials  of  the 
absorbed  school  board« 

Ml  SINCLAIR  said  an  hon.  Member 
^  an  Amendment  down  on  that  point, 
uid  the  question  had  better  be  discussed 
iponit 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ml  SINCLAIR,  speaking  in  regard 
to  tn  Amendment  which  stood  on  the 
^^ffs  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Cochrane, 
t>%aarding  the  interests  of  the  officials 
^  the  school  boards  in  the  event  of 
u  Older  miiting  them  being  made,  said 
t^at  in  the  opinion  of  his  advisers  these 
"Sotls  were  provided  for,  but  he  would 
^^N^^cDsider  the  matter,  as  he  desired  to 
^  in  the  spirit  of  the  lines  of  the  Amend- 
Bffit  and  if  it  was  necessary  he  would 
^^^^ace  a  further  provision. 

Kl  COCHRANE  said  that,  of  course, 
>{ter  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman's  speech, 
ke  Arald  not  move  the  Amen<&ient, 
^he  would  rather  like  the  right  hon. 
^^'ittlaBtn  to  say  how  he  proposed  to 
P^  elect  to  his  promise.    There  was 


a  power  in  the  Bill  to  unite  parishes 
and  officials  might  be  displaced.  He 
had  not  been  able  to  ascertain  whether 
an3rthing  would  be  done  for  them,  and 
he,  therefore,  put  down  this  Amendment, 
which  he  had  taken  from  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1889,  adjusting  it 
to  meet  the  needs  of  the  various  classes. 
He  thought  some  similar  clause  should 
be  put  in  to  safeguard  the  rights  of  the 
teachers.  He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  thoroughly  seized  of 
the  point,  and  wished  he  had  been  able 
to  put  the  Amendment  down  sooner^ 
so  that  he  might  have  been  able  to 
consider  it. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  should 
like  to  have  a  free  hand  as  to  the  way 
in  which  he  dealt  with  the  question 
if  it  was  necessary.  At  present  he 
was  advised  it  was  not  necessary. 
Passing  from  that  subject,  he  wished 
to  move  an  Amendment  omitting  sab- 
section  (2)  and  introducing  another 
dealing  with  the  question  of  audit.  A 
good  deal  of  discussion,  he  said,  had 
taken  place  on  that  subject  since  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  proposedhisAmendment  which  was  now 
upon  the  Paper.  The  first  Amendment 
which  appeared  on  the  Paper  was  that 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Ayrshire.  That  Amendment  was  very 
long,  and  practically  restated  the  system 
which  they  had  embodied  in  the  Bill,  by 
transferring  a  large  portion  of  the  Schedule 
into  the  actual  substance  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  provided  for  an  appeal  to  the 
Court  of  Session,  which  was  to  be  an 
appeal  by  a  person  aggrieved  by  the 
surcharge.  The  Government  were  very 
anxious  to  meet  all  reasonable  criticism 
to  their  proposal.  The  House  would 
see  that  there  were  Amendments  down 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  Burghs  to  this  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire, 
and  the  real  substantive  portion  of  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  Burghs  lay  in 
the  paragraph  which  dealt  with  the 
question  of  surcharge.  The  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  insert — 

''And  in  the  event  of  any  expenditure  of 
the  iame  nature  an  the  payment  so  dlBallowed 
being  incurred  by  the  school  board  in  anv 
sabeequent  year,  the  Department  if  they  shall 
be  of  opinioo  that  the  members  authorising 
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«iM;h  expenditure  should  be  surcharged,  may 
pr^ent  a  petition  to  either  division  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  craving  to  have  such  expen- 
diture declared  illegal,  and  the  said  members 
of  the  school  board  ordained  to  refund  the 
amount  of  such  expenditute  in  the  event  of  it 
"being  declared  illegal,  and  the  Ck>urt  shall 
before  granting  or  refusing  the  prayer  of  such 
petition  consider  any  representations  made  in 
answer  thereto  by  the  members  proposed  to 
be  surcharged,  and  the  Court  shall  have 
power  to  find  that  the  expenses  of  said  pro- 
•ceedings  shall  be  payable  by  said  members 
personally  or  out  of  the  school  fund  as  may 
appear  just." 

His  hon.  friend  proposed  that  the 
Obvernment  should  make  it  perfectly 
clear  and  explicit  that  there  should  be  a 
dispensing  power  in  the  Department  in 
T^ard  to  a  first  offence,  so  to  speak, 
or  tli^  first  illegal  expenditure,  and,  as  he 
lumself  said  in  Committee,  frequently 
an  expenditure  of  this  kind  might  be 
incurred  perfectly  innocently,  without 
any  mala  fides  in  the  matter,  and  it  had 
never  been  the  practice  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  disallow  any  such  payment. 
The  hoD.  Member  for  Falkirk  Burghs 
made  this  perfectly  explicit  in  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  introduced 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Ayrshire.  That  was  his  first 
point.  His  second  point  was  that  the 
Department  should  not  have  the  power 
to  surcharge  itself,  but  if  it  wished  to 
surcharge,  it  must  go  to  the  Court  of 
Session,  thereby  laying  the  burden  of 
determining  upon  that  Court.  The 
Department  would  ha^e  to  go  to  the 
Court  of  Session  and  get  the  sanction  of 
that  Court  to  surcharge.  He  had  had 
opportunities  of  consulting  various  bodies 
of  critics  of  the  original  proposals  of  the 
Goverrment  as  they  were  now  contained 
in  the  Bill,  on  the  subject  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  .Member  for  Falkirk 
Burghs,  and  he  had  received  assurances 
from  them  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposal  as  amending  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  met  their 
views  sufficiently,  and  thus  bearing  in 
mind  the  point  of  view  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  the  point  of  view  of  Scottish 
education,  he  had  put  down  in  his  own 
name  the  Amendment  which  he  now 
moved.  It  appeared  a  very  long  Amend- 
ment, but  it  was  simply  an  embodiment 
of  what  the  two  hon.  Gentleman  he  had 
mentioned  just  now  proposed,  and  made 
one  consistent  Amendment,  and  showed 
the  scheme  of  audit-  and  surcharge  which 

Mr.  Sinclair. 


the  Government  now  proposed  to  the 
Committee.  He  thought  he  need  not 
say  anything  more  at  the  moment  to 
explain  further  that  system,  but  he 
hoped,  as  there  was  good  gronnd  for 
beUeving,  that  it  met  with  approval  out- 
side the  House,  it  might  be  equally 
fortunate  to  meet  with  approval  inside 
it.    He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed-*- 

**  In  page  21,  line  7,  to  leave  out  subeeoUon 
(2)    and    to    insert  the    following:   (2)  The 
following   regulations    with   respect   to    audit 
shall  be  observed  (that  is  to  say)  (a)  Before 
each  audit  the  clerk  of  the  sohool  board  thaD. 
after  receiving  from   the   accountant   of   the 
Department  the  requisite  appointment,   give 
at  least  fourteen  days  notice  m  such  manner 
as  shall  be  prescribed  firom  time  to  time,  of  the 
time  and  place  at  which  the  audit  will  be  made, 
and  of  the  deposit  of  accounts  required  by  this 
section,  and  of  the  name  and  address  of  the 
accountant     of     the     Department;      (6)    An 
abstract  in  duplicate  of  the  aocounte,   duly 
made  up,  balanced,  and  signed  as  aforesaid, 
shalljtogether  with  all  assessment  books,  aooonnt 
books,   deeds,   contracts,   accounts,   vonoliers, 
and  receipts  mentioned  or  referred  to  in  such 
accounts,  be  deposited  in  the  offices   of  the 
school  board  ana  be  open  between  the    hours 
of  eleven  forenoon  and  three  afternoon  to  the 
inspection  of  all  ratepayers  within  the  diistrict 
of  the  school  board  liable  to  contribute  to   the 
school  fund,  as  hereinbefore  provided,  for  seven 
clear  days  before  the  audit,  and  all  such  persons 
shaU  be  at  liberty  to  take  copies  of  or  •xtoc»te 
from  the  same,  without  any  fee;    and   any 
officer  of  the  school  board  duly  appointed  m 
that  behalf  refusing  to  aUow  inspection  thereof 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  five 
pounds,    (e)  For   the   purpose   of   any   audit 
under  this  Act  the  accountant  of  the  Depart* 
ment  may,  by  demand  in  writing,  require  the 
production  before  him  of  all  boob,  deeds*  cnn. 
tracts,  accounts,  vouchers,  reoeijpte,  and  otber 
documents  and  papers  which  he  may   deem 
necessary,  and  may  require  any  person  hoklfaig 
the  same,  or  accountable  therefor,  to  appear 
before  him  at  any  such  audit,  or  anv  adjoom- 
ment  thereof,  and  to  make  and  sign  a  deolaratiaA 
as  to  the  correctness  of  the  same ;  and  if  soch 
person  neglects  or  refuses  so  to  appear,  or  to 
produce  any  such    books,    deeds,    contracts, 
accounts,    vouchers,    receipts,    dooanMnta,  or 
papers,  or  to  make  or  uodl  such  declaration,  he 
shaU  incur  for  every  negleet  or  refusal  a  penalty 
not  exceeding  forty  shillings ;  and  if  he  falaelr 
or  corruptly  makes  or  signs  any  sueh  deolarm* 
tion,  knowing  the  same  to  be  untrue  in  nay 
material  particular,  he  shaU  be  liable  to  tlia 
penalties  mflicted  on  persons  guilty  of  perjury. 
(d)  Any  ratepayer  may   make   any   okjeotioai 
to  such  accounts  or  any  part  thereof,  and  sIiaJI 
transmit  the  ei^me  and  Uie  grounds  tbersof  in 
writing  to  the  aocountant  <a  the  Department^ 
and  a  copy  thereof  to  the  officer  oonoemed,  tiro 
clear  days  before  the  time  fixed  for  the  aadtt, 
^  and  any  ratepayer  may  be  present  at  the  Aodi^ 
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and  may  support  any  objection  made  as  herein* 
before  provided  either  by  himself  or  by  any 
ratepayer,     (e)  If    it    shall    appear    to     the 
accountant  of  the  Department  acting  in  pussu- 
ance  of  this  section  that  any  payment  is  in  his 
opinion  contrary  to  law  and  should  be  dis- 
allowed, or  that  any  sum  which  in  his  opinion 
ought  to  have  been,  is  not  brought  into  account 
by  any  person,  whether  such  payment  or  failure 
to  account  has  been  made  matter  of  objection 
or  not,  he  shall,  by  an  Interim  Report  under 
his  himd,  report  thereon  to  the   Department 
setting  forth  the  grounds  of  his  opinion  as  afore- 
said,  and  the   Department  shall  cause  such 
Interim  Report  to  be  intimated  to  the  objector, 
if  any,  and  to  the  officer  or  other  person  affected 
thereby  ;  and  after  due  inquiry  the  Department 
shall  decide  all  questions  raised  by  such  Interim 
Report,  and  shall  disallow  all  illegal  payments, 
and  shall  allow  all  sums  which  ought  to  have 
been  but  have  not  been  brought  into  account, 
and,  in  the  event  of  any  expenditure,  of  the 
same  nature  as  any  payment  so  disallowed 
being  incurred  by  the  school  board  in  any 
subsequent    year,    the    Department,    if    they 
should  be  of  opinion  that  the  members  authoris- 
ing such   expenditure   should  be  surcharged, 
may  present  a  petition  to  either  Division  of  the 
Court   of  Session  craving  to   have  such  ex- 
penditure declared  illegal  and  the  said  members 
of  the  school  board  ordained  to  refund  the 
amoimt  of  such  expenditure  in  the  event  of  it 
being  declared  illegal;    and  the  Ck>urt  shall, 
before  granting  or  refusing  the  prayer  of  such 
petition,  consider  any  representations  made  in 
answer  thereto  by  the  members  proposed  to  be 
surcharged,  and  the  Court  shall  have  power  to 
find  that  the  expenses  of  the  said  proceedings 
shall  be  payable  by  the  said  members  person- 
ally or  out  of  the  school  fund  as  may  appear 
just.     (/)  Within  fourteen  days  after  the  com- 
pletion of  the  audit,  or,  as  the  case  may  be, 
after  any  proceeding?  imder  the  immediately 
preceding  paragraph  of  this  subsection  have 
been  disposed  of,  the  accountant  of  the  De- 
partment shall  report  on  the  accounts  audited, 
and  shall  certify  on    each  duplicate  abstract 
thereof  the  amount  in  words  at  length  of  the 
expenditure  so  audited  and  allowed,  and  further 
that  the  regulations  with  respect  to  the  accounts 
have  been   complied  with,  and  that  he  base 
ascertained  by  the  audit  the  correctness  of  the 
accounts.     He  shall  forthwith  send  one  dupli- 
cate   abstract    of    the    accounts  hereinbefore 
mentioned  to  the  school  board,  who  shall  cause 
the  same  to  be  deposited  in  their  office,  and  shall 
publish  such  abstract  in  the  form  prescribed 
in  some  one  or  more  of  the  newspapers  circulat- 
ing in  the  district  of  the  school  board.     The 
accountant  of  the  Department  shall  also  f orth«^ 
with  send  the  other  duplicate  abstract  of  the 
accounts  so  certified  by  him  to  the  Department. 
Provided'  that,  if  the  Secretary  for  Scothu&d 
shall  so  determine,  such  abstract  may  come  in 
place  of  and  render  unnecessary  a  return  of  the 
receipts  and  expenditure  of  the  school  board  in 
pursuance   of   the    Local   Taxation     Returns 
(Scotland)  Act,  1881.     {g)  Where  any  surcharge 
has  been  made  as  hereinbefore  provided,  or  the 
aecoimtant  of  the  Department  has  made  any 
interim    Report    or    Report     respecting     the 
accounts  or  the  receipts  and  expenses  of  the 
school  boaiti,  the  school  board  shall  cause  the 


surcharge  and  Interim  Report  or  Report  to 
be  printed  and  published  together  with  the 
abstract  of  their  accounts  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned, and  to  be  delivered  to  any  ratepayer, 
as  in  this  section  mentioned,  who  asks  for  the 
same,  and  in  case  of  default  in  such  publication 
the  Department  may  cause  the  same  to  be  pub- 
lished, and  the  cost  of  such  publication,  to  the' 
amount  certified  by  the  Department,  shall  be  a 
debt  due  from  the  school  board  to  His  Majesty, 
and  the  clerk  of  the  school  board  shall  be  liable 
in  case  of  default  in  such  publication  to  a  fine 
not  exceeding  twenty  pounds.  (h)  Notwith- 
standing any  thing  in  this  section  the  Depart- 
ment may  by  minute  prescribe  rules  modifying 
any  enactment  contained  in  this  subsection 
as  to  the  time  and  place  of  audit.*  " — {Mr, 
Sinclair,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 


Mr-  COCHRANE  said  that  his  Amend- 
ment had  been  upon  the  Paper  for  some 
considerable  time  and  he  certainly  felt 
somewhat  prejudiced  by  the  attitude 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Amendment  which  he  had  put  down 
would  have  been  very  conveniently  dis- 
cussed had  it  been  taken  in  its  original 
form  and  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
Burghs  could  then  have  been  discussed  on 
their  merits.  But  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  had  taken  a  course  which  he  occasion- 
ally adopted;  he  had  thought  fit  to 
adopt  his  Amendment  and  put  down  one 
of  his  own  which  had  precedence,  and 
prevented  him  from  discussing  his  own 
proposal.  That,  however,  was  merely  a 
trifling  matter  and  he  had  to  deal  with 
the  substance  of  the  proposal.  No 
doubt,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  his  Amendment  was  somewhat 
lengthy,  but  the  same  criticism  applied  to 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
put  down  his  proposal  because  he  desired 
tihat  the  Bill  should  be  intelligible  to  the 
ordinary  person,  but  the  Bill  as  drafted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  Local  Government  Act  of  1889,  and 
then  other  words  were  substituted  for 
the  words  of  that  statute.  That  was  a 
very  clumsy  and  confusing  way  of 
carrying  out  the  proposal,  and  he  thought 
he  would  embody  a  clause  in  the  Bill  so 
that  "he  who  runs  may  read.'*  That 
was  the  only  answer  he  would  make 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement 
that    his    Amendment    was    somewhtttr 
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lengthy.  When  they  came  to  the  sub- 
stance of  the  two  proposals  he  preferred 
his  solution  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's.  In  the  first  place  they 
wanted  to  safeguard  the  bona  fide  school 
board,  who  would  have  many  difficulties 
under  this  Bill.  He  wanted  the  House  to 
see  that  the  Department  should  give  them 
that  assistance  which  they  were  entitled 
to  claim,  so  that  when  some  new  expendi- 
ture arose  they  would  know  how  to 
keep  in  the  right  path.  He  had  put 
down  another  Amendment  on  line  30 
to  which  he  wished  to  allude  as  part  of  his 
speech.  That  provided  that  any  particu- 
lar board  or  any  member  who  was 
anxious  to  know  whether  they  might 
incur  an  expenditure  might  apply  to 
the  accountant  of  the  Department, 
and  if  he  said  it  was  legal  no  surcharge 
would  arise.  That  he  thought  was  a 
commonsense,  wise  provision.  He  had 
not  mentioned  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
as  the  official  of  whom  the  inquiry  should 
be  made,  because  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  to  be  the  authority  to  determine 
the  question,  and  there  was  an  appeal 
through  him  to  the  Court  of  Session, 
such  a  course  would  have  placed  him  in 
rather  an  impossible  position,  so  he  was 
obliged  to  make  the  person  who  would 
give  the  opinion  whether  it  was  or  was  not 
iHegal,  the  accountant  of  the  Department. 
If  he  declared  that  it  was  illegal  it  was 
then  provided  that  the  person  interested 
might  appeal  either  to  the  Court  of 
Session  or  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
He  thought  that  was  a  very  complete 
scheme.  What  they  wanted  to  prevent 
was  misappropriation  and  illegal  pay- 
ments, but  where  a  bona  fide  mistake  was 
made  they  wished  that  there  should  be 
this  dispensing  power  on  the  part  of  the 

Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  right  hon 
(Gentleman  dealt  with  this  matter  by 
leaving  out  certain  words  and  saying  '• 
^\  There  shall  be  no  surcharge  on  the  first 
illegal "  pa^nnent.  That  seemed  to  him 
rather  to  encourage  illegal  pa3rments* 
How  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
justify  his  proposition?  The  first  pay- 
ment might  be  for  a  very  large  amount, 
but  he  condoned  that  offence.  Such  a 
way  of  dealing  with  the  matter  opened 
the  door  to  a  very  undesirable  state  of 
things,  nor  was  it  consistent  with  the 
Mr.  Cochrane. 


other  parts  of  the  clause.    Because  in 

Section  (d)  it  said — 

"  Any  ratepayer  may  make  any  objeotioQ 
to  such  acoounte  or  any  part  thereof." 

What  object  could  there  be  in  the  objec- 
tion if  there  was  to  be  no  surcharge  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  Department 
had  no  power  to  surcharge  at  present, 
it  had  only  power  to  disallow  certain 
expenditure.  In  future  they  would  have 
power. 

*Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  at  present 
the  ratepayers  might  call  attention  to 
illegal  payments,  and  there  might  be  a 
surcharge  but  under  this  proposed  clause, 
they  might  object  to  the  payments, 
but  could  do  nothing  further.  What 
was  to  take  place  after  the  objection  ? 
Here  again  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  placed  his  Department  in  a  difficult 
position.  There  was  no  surcharge  on 
the  first  illegal  payment.  What  was 
to  happen  on  the  second  ?  The  accountant 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  already 
declared  a  payment  to  be  illegal  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to  go  to 
law  to  see  if  his  accountant's  opinion 
was  right  or  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  improved  his  Bill  by  this 
clause.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  himself  had  placed  upon 
the  Paper  had  the  sanction  of  consider- 
able precedent.  It  was  adopted  under 
the  Act  of  1902  in  England,  a  most 
masterly  work,  which  had  adopted  it 
from  the  Public  Health  Act  of  1875. 
Under  that  provision  any  aggrieved 
persons  who  considered  they  had  been 
unjustly  surcharged,  might  appeal  to 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  or  to  the 
Local  Government  Board.  They  nearly 
always  appealed  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  because  that  Department 
had  a  power  of  d  ispensation.  His  Amend  - 
me  it  would  give  the  appeal  to  the  Court 
of  Session  or  the  Secretary  for  Scotland^ 
and  the  only  objection  he  had  heard 
to  the  appeal  was  on  the  ground  of 
expense.  But  any  aggrieved  school 
board  that  desired  to  avoid  expense 
had  only  to  appeal  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  the  payment  one  that  might 
be  justified,  he  could  dispense  with  the 


1^3 


Education 


{•24  November  1908}  {Scotlmd)  Bill 


194 


sarcharge.  He  ventured  to  think  his 
proposal  met  the  situation,  and  that 
tlie  right  hon.  Grentleman's  was  far 
from  meeting  it.  He  was  placed  in  a 
somewhat  awkward  position,  because 
with  a  great  deal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's clause  he  agreed,  but  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman's  method 
of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty  of  the 
^adit  was  the  least  possible  one  that  could 
be  devised. 


♦Sir  GEORGE  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
did  not,  having  regard  to  the  compromise 
offered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
iitend  to  move  his  Amendment.  At 
the  aime  time  he  thought  it  would  have 
^>cen  much  better  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  accepted  the  Amendment 
Adopting  the  Town  Council  Act  of  J  903, 
on  the  ground  of  uniformity.  He  was 
aow  laying  down  a  new  procedure  with 
regard  to  audit.  The  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  Municipal  Trading, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Crewe,  laid  it 
dofwnthat  a  surcharge  was  no  protection, 
and  in  his  vi^w  it  was  better  to  leave 
the  matter  to  public  opinion  and  the 
Uw  Courts  than  to  attempt  to  enforce 
it  in  this  way. 

Ma.  YOUNGER  (Ayr  Burghs)  said  the 
*tQeBtioQ  of  the  surcharge  was  one  he  sup- 
ported strongly  in  Committee,  and  the 
Htool  boards  with  which  he  was  connected 
^  agreed  to  his  supporting  the  right  hon. 
'■atleman  in  this  matter,  subject  to 
^^re  being  an  app3al  of  some  kind  against 
h*  totocratic  power  of  the  Department. 
H'  agreed  that  there  should  be  an 
Jtemative  appeal,  but  at  the  same  time 
^  thought  the  appeal  to  the  Court  of 
i^isrion  was  too  expansive.  He,  as  a 
•Hum!  board  manager,  would  be  much 
T»ore  satisfied  in  ordinary  cases  to  take 
m  appdal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hin  to  the  Court  of  S3S3ion  or  any  other 
Court  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■ttsn  would  accept  some  Amendment  to 
?po?ide  for  an  appeal.  He  had  grave 
^bts  as  to  the  dispansing  power  which 
^h*  right  hon.  Gentleman  took.  He 
^^slieved  it  would  take  away  the  rights 
"f  tk*  ratepayers  of  taking  legal  remedies. 
I-  wij  extremely  unwise  to  put  a  power 
^  thts  kind  into  an  Act  of  Parliament 
Aidpievent  the  rights  of  ratepayers  being 
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exercised.     Those    rights    ought    to    be 
protected. 

Mb.  SINCLAIR:  I  am  advised  it 
does  not  take  away  those  rights,  and  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Grovemment  that 
it  shall  not  do  so.  It  is  our  intention  to 
affirm  that  more  clearly. 

Mr.  younger  said  if  that  was  so  he 
would  pursue  that  point  no  further. 
There  was  one  other  objection.  The 
first  ofEence  was  condoned,  and  the 
second  offence  was  to  be  surcharged.  If 
the  first  offence  was  the  supply  of 
luncheons,  and  the  second  the  supply  of 
dinners,  they  were  not  the  same  offence. 
Were  the  fiiit  and  second  offences  to  be  of 
a  like  character,  or  were  they  not  %  That 
was  a  matter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  consider.  He  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  afforded 
him  an  opportunity  of  justifying  the 
action  that  he  had  taken,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow 
an   alternative   appeal   to  himself. 

Mb.  SMEATON  (Stirlingshire)  rose  to 
ask  two  questions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  the  appeal  to  be 
presented  to  the  Court  of  Session — a  most 
convenient  tribunal  for  the  Department, 
because  the  Court  held  its  sittings  in 
Edinburgh,  where  the  Department  had 
its  branch  offices.  At  the  same  time  the 
inconvenience  to  the  school  boards,  he 
would  imagine,  would  be  great,  and  the 
expense  of  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of 
Session  would  be  far  greater  than  an 
appeal  to  the  Sheriff  Court.  Why  should 
not  the  appeal  be  to  the  Sheriff  Court  ? 
The  next  question  he  wished  to  ask  was 
with  regard  to  the  pa)nnent  of  costs — 

'*  And  the  Court  shall,  before  granting  or 
refusing  the  prayer  of  such  petition,  consider 
any  representations  made  in  answer  thereto  by 
the  members  proposed  to  be  surcharged,  and  the 
Court  shall  have  power  to  find  that  the  expenses 
of  the  said  j^oceedings  shall  be  payable  by  the 
said  members  personally  or  out  of  the  school 
fund  as  may  appear  just.*  " 

What  about  the  expenses  incurred  by  the 
school  board  when  the  Department 
failed  ?  Was  the  school  board  to  pay  in 
any  event  ? 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  said  t^ie 
right  hon.  (Gentleman's  proposal  was 
acceptable  as  to  all  the  larger  boards,  but 
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as  to  the  smaller  ones,  he  thought  that 
something  was  to  be  said  for  the  modifica- 
tion which  had  been  suggested,  because  the 
expense  of  going  to  the  Court  of  Session 
would  be  considerable.  It  would  be  rather 
hard  upon  them  to  have  the  Court  of 
Session  flourished  in  their  face  by  the 
Education  Department  who  raised  the 
question  of  surcharge.  While  he  was 
quite  ready  to  accept  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland's  proposal  as  regarded  the 
larger  boards  he  thought  that  there 
ought  to  be  some  modification  in  refer- 
ence to  the  smaller  boards. 

The  lord-advocate  (Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hawick  Burghs)  said  the  point 
raised  was  well  worthy  of  consideration, 
as  was  that  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stirlingshire.  The  cases  would  not 
be  many  and  would  arise  mostly  where 
there  had  been  some  error  in  law.  It  was 
most  desirable  to  have  such  cases  dealt 
with  by  the  highest  judicial  authority  so 
that  their  decision  would  be  applicable  to 
every  school  board  in  Scotland.  He  would 
point  out  that  they  might  get  an  ex- 
cellent decision  by  the  sherifi  in  one 
county  while  in  another  they  might 
get  a  sheriff's  judgment  which  would 
necessitate  the  whole  case  being  tried 
over   again. 

Mr.  rainy  (Kihnarnock  Burghs) 
said  he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
which  he  had  put  down  because  he  had 
taken  in*o  consideration  the  question  of 
expense,  but  after  the  explanation  of  the 
Lord-Advocate  he  did  not  propose  to 
move  it. 

•Mr.  COCHRANE  pointed  out  that 
it  might  be  in  the  power  of  the  Education 
Board  to  drag  any  one  of  the  972  school 
boards  in  S^tland  before  the  Court 
of  Session.  If  the  school  board  happened 
to  be  right,  who  was  to  pay  the  board's 
expenses  ?  • 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  was  understood 
to  say  that  in  the  Scottish  Department 
they  were  not  troubled  about  the  question 
of  costs. 

Amendmeut  agreed  to, 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central) 
who  had  given  notics    of  the  following 

Mr.  Munro  Fergu$&n^ 
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Amendment  to  Clause  21 — "  to  leave 
out  from  'Department,'  to  end  of 
subsection,  and  insert  '  and  any  sum 
not  shown  to  the  Department  to 
have  been  properly  expended  in  giving 
instruction  required  or  permitted  by 
minute  of  the  Department  in  force  for 
the  time  being  shall  be  deducted  from 
the  next]grant  payable  to  the  school '  "— 
said  it  raised  a  drafting  point.  As  he 
read  the  words  of  subsection  (3), 
the  result  of  them  was  that  the  un^ 
fortunate  managers  of  these  schools 
would  not  be  able  to  get  any  money 
paid  to  them  until  it  had  been  shown 
that  it  had  been  properly  expended, 
and  the  consequence  would  be  that 
they  might  have  to  go  on  without  it 
for  many  months.  That  he  submitted 
was  the  construction  of  the  words.  He 
thought  that  if  there  was  any  doubt 
about  them  at  all  they  ought  to  be 
set  right  When  he  raised  the  point  in 
Committee  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
promised  to  consider  it,  and  he  believed 
that  the  alternative  words  which  he 
now  suggested  would  perfectly  carry 
out  the  intention  which  they  had  in 
view. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  was  not  necessary.  The 
words  in  the  BiU  would  be  better  left 
as  they  were.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  no  such  ill  con- 
sequences as  he  anticipated  would  follow. 
He  had  made  inquiries  on  the  point 
and  could  give  him  that  assurance. 

Mr.  JAHES  hope  :  May  I  take  it 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aasured 
that  there  will  be  no  such  result  as  I 
have  suggested  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR :   Yes. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE:  In  that  case 
I  do  not  move. 

Mr.  COCHBANE,  in  moving  aa 
Axnendment  providing  that  school  baardA 
might  apply  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Scottish  Education  Department  for  a4l- 
vice  as  to  expenditure  to  be  incurretl. 
said  the  object  which  he  had  in  view 
was  that  school  boards  should  be  entitfed 
to  ask  the  advice  of  the  Accountant 
of  the  Department  as  to  whether  anv 
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Item  of  expenditure  which  they  proposed 
to  mcur  was  legal  or  illegal.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  a  school  board,  if  it 
was  anxioas  to  know  whether  it  could 
incur  any  particular  expenditure,  such, 
for  instance,  as  the  feeding  of  school 
children,  or  any  other  point,  should 
hive  the  opportunity  of  applying  to 
the  Department  for  advice  and  assistance 
in  the  matter.  Although  the  Depart- 
ment were  undoubtedly  very  courteous, 
jet  if  uiy  one  approached  them  as  to 
a  p(Hnt  such  as  those  to  which  he  had 
referred^  they  invariably  answered  that 
it  was  a  legal  question  and  they  were 
not  qualified  to  give  a  reply.  But  the 
Accountant  of  the  Department  would 
surely  have  to  decide  whether  an  ex- 
penditure was  legal  or  not,  and  if  he 
were  asked  beforehand,  he  could 
give  an  opinion  on  the  matter.  His 
desire  was  that  the  Accountant's  power 
to  do  so  should  be  expressed  in  the  Bill, 
thus  giviAg  the  school  boards  the  right 
to  ask  for  an  opinion  before  entering 
upon  any  expenditure  which  they  had 
ia  ccmtemplatiou,  and  about  which 
they  were  in  doubt. 

Amcaidment  proposed — 

**Iii  page  21,  line  30,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
vordi  *(4)  Any  school  board  shall  be  entitled 
to  make  appl^tion  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Department  respecting  any  expenditure  which 
they  HkAy  iffopoee  to  incur.  If  such  expenditure 
reeeires  the  sanction  of  the  Accountant  of  the 
Deptrtment  it  shall  not  subsequently  be  re- 
pried  M  an  illegal  payment  liable  to  be  dis- 
tOoved  or  surcharged  on  the  person  or  persons 
such  payment.'  "— {Jfr.  Cochrane,) 


Qoeation  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 


Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  hon.  Oentle- 
miQ  was  perfectly  right.  It  was  a 
commoQ  practice  for  school  boards  to 
mite  aakmg  the  Department  their  view 
OB  a  particiilar  expenditure  about  which 
tkey  had  doubt,  and  the  Department 
gave  such  answer  as  was  in  their  power. 
But  liie  Department  could  not  take 
the  responsibility  of  interpreting  the 
law  in  some  particular  respect.  Of 
come  the  present  practice  would  con- 
tinue, for  there  was  no  desire  on  the 
ptrt  of  the  Department  to  discourage 
die  appHcaticms  of  school  boards  for 
kdp  azud  guidance  such  as  the  Depart- 
ment could  give.    This  Amendment  was 


part  of  the  hon.  G^entleman's  own  scheme, 
but  there  was  difficulty  in  accepting 
it,  because  neither  the  Accountant  nor 
the  Department  could  give  a  decision 
as  to  the  legality  of  a  payment ;  that 
duty  rested  with  the  Court,  and  it  would 
be  very  difficult  for  the  Accountant  or 
the  Department  to  give  advice,  however 
willing  they  might  be  to  do  so,  on  some 
point  of  an  intricate  nature.  Otherwise, 
they  might  express  an  opinion  which 
afterwards  proved  to  be  ccmtrary  to 
the  decision  of  the  Court.  He  thought 
that  on  the  whole  the  Bill  would  be 
better  without  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  con- 
sider the  proposal  of  his  hon.  friend  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  it  was  the  Accountant 
who  now  set  the  machinery  of  surcharge 
in  motion.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
looked  at  the  first  words  of  the  sub- 
section he  would  see  that  they  were — 

'^  If  it  shall  appear  to  the  Accountant  of  the 
Department  acting  in  pursuance  of  this  section 
that  any  payment  is,  in  his  opinion,  contrary 
to  law,  etc — " 

He  imagined  that  his  hon.  friend  would 
really  be  satisfied  if  he  could  get  that 
expression  of  opinion  from  the  Accountant 
of  the  Department,  not  at  the  time  when 
he  was  intervening  and  setting  the 
machinery  in  motion  for  surcharge,  but 
before  the  proposed  expenditure  was 
incurred. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man attaches  too  much  judicial  weight 
to  the  Accoimtant's  Department. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK  said  he  could 
not  agree  with  his  hon.  friend  who  had 
moved  this  Amendment,  to  which  the 
answer  was  perfectly  simple.  The  Ac- 
countant was  not  really  an  accountant 
in  the  ordinary  sense.  By  the  Act  of  1872 
the  word  "  accoimtant "  was  applied 
to  a  man  who  was  an  auditor.  Was  it 
possible  for  a  man  who  was  an  auditor 
as  well  as  accountant  to  give  an  opinion 
beforehand  as  regarded  the  accounts  t 
He  remembered  on  one  occasion,  in  con- 
nection with  a  large  school,  he  asked 
the  opinion  of  the  auditor  as  to  certain 
expenditure,  and  he  received  the  reply, 
politely  conveyed,  that  he  was  to   use 
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his  own  judgment  and  that  he  would 
give  his  decision  on  that  exercise  of 
judgment  afterwards. 


{COMMONS}  (Scotland)  BUI  200 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrew!  is  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  By  a  side  wind  it 
would  alter  the  system  of  local  franchise. 


Mr.  J.  M.  HENDERSON  said  that 
in  all  his  experience  he  had  never 
known  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
provided  that  they  should  be  told 
beforehand  whether  what  they  were 
doing  was  right  or  wrong.  That  was  a 
thing  which  they  must  risk. 

*Mr.  COCHRANE  pointed  out  that 
local  authorities  constantly  applied  to 
the  Local  Grovernment  Board  in  Scotland 
for  advice  in  similar  circumstances  to 
those  he  had  in  mind  in  connection  with 
this  proposal,  and  they  always  got  a  reply 
informing  them  whether  a  payment  was 
legal  or  not.  A  great  many  of  these 
972  school  boards  were  probably  anxious 
to  keep  within  the  law,  and  if  they  could 
get  advice  by  application  to  the  Educa- 
tion Department  it  would  make  the 
matter  easy  for  them.  He,  however, 
should  not  press  his  Amendment  at  that 
hour  of  the  night,  because  there  was  a 
general  understanding  that  they  were 
to  get  the  Bill  through.  He  merely 
wanted  the  hon.  Oentleman  to  understand 
that  it  was  quite  a  sensible  Amendment 
which  might  well  have  found  a  place 
in  the  Bill  in  order  to  keep  small  school 
boards  in  the  right  direction.  He  begged 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE,  who  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  the 
<Ma(US8ion  of  subsection  (1)  of  Gause  22, 
said  his  only  object  in  putting  down  his 
Amendment  was  to  call  attention  to  the 
iacottdstp-ncy  between  adopting  the  loan 
RVstem  for  the  school  board  and  not 
adopting  it  for  big  national  works  like 
R  )syth.     He  would  not  press  the  matter. 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  22,  line  31,  after  the  word  '  shall,* 
to  insert  the  words  *  at  each  election  after  the 
election  taking  place  in  the  year  nineteen 
hindred  and  nine.'  "—{iff.  Sinclair.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Sir  Henry  Craik. 


Mr.    watt  moved  an    Amendment 
which  h^  8  ^iAwou'd  have  the  effect  of  post- 
poning the  first  election  until  1911.     At 
the  lajst  moment  the  Government  had 
departed  from  their  original  position,  and 
had  gone  back  to  the  scheme  of  having 
the    election    in  ithe    spring  of    1909. 
Preparations  for  such  an  election  coming 
on  so  soon  as  April  or  May,  1909,  would 
really  be  impossible.     A  roll  had  to  be 
prepared,  which  took  a  very  long  time. 
November  was  the  month  usually  allo- 
cated for  the  beginning  of  the  making  of 
the  roll.     That  month  was  near  its  end 
already,  and  the  Bill  was  not  yet  on 
the  Statute-book.     The   preparation   of 
the  roll  would  be  made  more  elaborate 
by  the  fact  that  under  the   Bill  new 
electoral   districts    would   be   instituted 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.     In  sab- 
section  (4)  it  was  indicated  that  on  the 
application  of  a  school  board  the  Depart- 
ment might  divide  a  school  board  dis- 
trict into  two  or  more  electoral  divisions, 
define  the  boundaries  of  such  divisions, 
and  fix  the  number  of  members.     All 
these  preparations  had  to  be  gone  into 
before  the  rolls  were  elaborated  and  the 
election  took  place.     On  that  account, 
if  on  no  other,  it  would  be  much  wiser 
to  permit  the  present  school  boards  to 
continue  their  existence  until  1911,  and 
thus  bridge  over  the  time.     Under  the 
Government  scheme  the  school  boards 
throughout  Scotland  would  be  elected 
in  1909,  and  would   sit  for  two  years. 
It   was   a    well-known    fact    that    even 
under   the   present   law   a   new   school 
board  took  at  least  a  year  to  get  into 
harness,    and    that    with    the    changes 
brought  about  by  this  Bill  the  school 
boards  would  have  much  greater  diffi- 
culty   in    getting    to    understand    their 
work.     The    first    year    of    these    new 
boards   would   be   spent   in    getting    to 

t  The  following  is  the  Aroandment  refened 
to :— "  In  Clause  25,  after  the  word  *  distnot,* 
to  insert  the  words  '  Provided  that  notwith* 
standing  anything  contained  in  The  LoeiU 
Government  (Scotland)  Act,  1894,  a  marrittd 
woman,  otherwise  pooeeesing  the  qualifieatioti 
for  beinK  registered  as  an  elector  may  be 
registered  in  respect  of  the  tame  property  •» 
her  husband  ;  and."*->^3fr.  Laidlaw.) 
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Low  what  they  were  to  do.  It  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  during  the  last  year 
of  the  lives  of  school  boards  they  were 
in  a  condition  of  terror  of  the  electorate 
whom  they  would  have  to  meet,  and 
they  initiated  very  few  new  schemes. 
So  that  they  would  be  deprived  of  the 
middle  year  of  their  lives  when  they 
really  did  some  good  for  the  country. 

31b.  PIRIE,  in  seconding,  thought  the 
House  must  be  impressed  by  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  Amendment.  Up  to  that 
momiag  it  was  the  scheme  in  contempla- 
tion by  the  (jovemment,so  that  there  must 
be  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  it.  It  was 
most  dangerous  in  viiew  of  the  new  duties 
which  would  fall  upon  school  boards 
that  possibly  a  great  number  of  men 
new  to  educational  work  might  be  elected 
to  carry  out  these  new  regulations.  It 
would  be  infinitely  more  judicious,  and 
in  the  interests  of  educational  efficiency, 
if  the  old  members  of  the  school  boards 
had  been  allowed  for  the  first  two  years 
to  carry  out  the  absolutely  new  methods 
which  the  Bill  would  bring  into  effect. 
He  hoped,  if  the  Government  persisted 
in  their  attitude 

Mr.  younger  :  On  a  point  of  order, 
might  I  ask  whether  these  words,  having 
been  inserted  in  the  Bill  on  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  do  not 
mrolve  the  necessity  for  an  election 
in  1909? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  so. 
Of  course,  it  is  a  little  involved,  but  the 
wiy  I  read  it  would  be  :  "  The  electors 
in  any  election  after  the  election  taking 
place  if  there  is  one." 

Mb.  YOUNGER:  There  is  one  by 
^  now,  and  it  must  take  place  in  1909. 

Mb.  PIRIE  hoped,  if  the  Government 
persisted  in  their  attitude,  the  ratepayers 
would  weigh  the  desirability  of  returning 
*>U  members  of  the  school  boards  to 
*vry  out  entirely  new  duties.  In  any 
CM«  it  was  desirable  that  the  Amend- 
ni«t  should  be  moved  in  order  to  get 
*  M  explanation  of  the  extraordinary 
'•binge  of  attitude  of  the  Government 
*^  the  last  moment. 


Amendment  proposed — 


"  In  page  22,  line  33,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  district,'  to  end  of  subsection,  and  to 
insert  the  words  *  Provided  that  an  existing 
school  board  holding  office  at  the  passing  of 
this  Act  shall,  notwithstanding  anything 
contained  in  the  Education  (Scotland)  Act, 
1872,  retain  office  until  the  first  election  of 
school  boards  under  this  Act,  which  election 
shall  take  place  in  the  year  nineteen  hundred 
and  eleven,  being  the  year  following  the  year 
of  a  parish  council  election.'  " — {Mr.  Watt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  second 
word  *  the 'in  page  22,  line  34,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  hoped  he  should  not 
offend  his  hon.  friends  if  he  asked  them 
to  be  good  enough  not  to  press  the 
Amendment.  It  was  a  point  of  some 
importance,  but  not  of  cardinal  impoit- 
ance.  It  was  quite  true  what  they 
said,  and  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  on  both  sides.  It  had  been  his 
duty  to  endeavour  to  arrive  at  a  reason- 
able compromise  on  points  which  were 
not  very  vital  or  of  essential  importance 
in  the  interests  of  the  measure  as  a 
whole.  This  measure  had  to  be  worked 
by  people  in  Scotland.  It  imposed  cer- 
taii  conditions  and  obligatio:~8  on  a 
large  number  of  people  in  Scotland.  In 
the  ordinary  course  the  present  school 
boards  would  have  exhausted  their 
mandate  by  next  spring.  That  was  an 
argument  of  some  strength,  and  it  went 
rather  against  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. After  making  very  careful  inquiry, 
he  had  found  himself  in  a  minority,  and  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  withdraw  from 
the  position  which  the  Government 
took  up  in  Committee,  and  to  leave  the 
election  to  take  place  in  its  normal 
way  in  the  spring. 

Mr.  WATT  :  On  that  statement  I  ask 
leave  to  withdraw. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"  In  page  22,  line  34,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  '  1872  '  to  end  of  line  38." 

"  In  page  22,  line  39,  after  the  word  *  election,* 
to  insert  the  words  *  after  the  election  in  the  year 
nineteen  hundred  and  nine.'  " — (Mr.  Sinclair.) 

Amendments  agreed  tc. 
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Mr.  JAMES  HOPE,  in  moving  to 
leave  out  subsection  (3),  said  the  object 
of  his  Amendment  was  to  preserve  the  cu- 
mulative vote  w^ich  was  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  minorities.  He  had  no 
fear  that  any  conscious  or  deliberate 
injustice  would  be  perpetrated  by  school 
boards  upon  any  minority,  but  they  would 
feel  it  a  loss  and  a  deprivation,  and 
indirectly  they  would  be  left  out  of 
the  power  of  controlling  matters  which 
were  of  great  interest  and  importance 
to  them.  Under  earlier  clauses  of  the 
Bill  certain  powers  were  given  to  school 
boards  with  regard  to  schools  in  their 
area  but  not  under  their  control.  He 
did  not  profess  that  the  cumulative 
vote  was  an  ideal  system  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  the  system  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ayr  might  be  better  had 
they  time  to  discuss  it.  Under  the 
English  Education  Act  there  was  special 
provision  for  minorities  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  education  committees.  If 
the  franchise  was  changed  to  the  ordin- 
ary political  franchise  in  Scotland  there 
would  be  no  room  for  these  minorities. 
Speaking  specially  for  his  own  co- 
religionists who  did  not  like  the  other 
provisions  of  this  Bill  with  regard  to 
finance,  if  this  cumulative  vote  was 
taken  away  from  them  they  would  feel 
that  they  were  hardly  and  harshly 
treated.  He  did  not  believe  that  was 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  he  would  lose  nothing  by  keeping 
the  cumulative  vote  in. 

Mr.  watt  seconded. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  23,  line  5,  to  leave  out  subsection 
(3)." — (Mr.  James  Hope,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
of  the  subsection  down  to  the  word 
'  give,'  in  line  6,  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  they  approached 
this  clause  with  two  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  one  to  reinstate  the  cumulative 
vote  and  the  other  introducing  the  system 
of  proportional  representation.  For  his 
own  pai»t  he  regretted  extremely  that  it 
was  not  possible  to  abolish  the  cumula- 
tive vote  in  Scotland.  Very  strong 
representations  had  reached  him  as  to 
the  inconveniences  which  would  arise  if 


the  cumulative  vote  was  not  passed  into 
law.  That  being  so,  and  holding  the 
view  that,  after  aU,  the  education  system, 
if  it  was  to  be  worked  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  must  work  with- 
out friction,  the  Government  had  been 
obliged,  and  thought  it  well,  to  re-consider 
their  position  in  the  matter.  One  alter- 
native held  out  was  contained  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Ayrshire  dealing  with  the  system 
of  proportional  representation,  and  he 
thought  that  Amendment  might  have 
gone  some  way  in  the  direction  of  satisfy- 
ing the  views  of  some  of  those  who 
supported  the  cumulative  vote.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  coul(i  not  be  denied  that 
it  was  a  somewhat  serious  thing  to 
adopt  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  by  a  side 
wind  the  principle  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation, even  though  its  application 
was  confined  to  local  elections.  That 
was  a  new  principle  which  he  did  not 
know  that  the  House  of  Commons  as  at 
present  constituted  had  ever  had  an 
opportunity  of  really  discussing.  On  the 
whole  he  thought  it  was  better  to  t^ke 
the  simpler  plan,  and  as  they  could  not 
secure  unanimity  as  to  the  abolition  of 
the  cumulative  vote  the  Government  had 
decided  to  leave  it  in  existence  where  it 
was.  He  was  sorry  for  it,  but  he  thought 
it  was  a  necessity  of  the  situation,  and  he 
advised  his  hon.  friend  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  to  take  that  view  of  the 
matter.  There  was  other  business  to 
come  on,  and  he  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  who  had  moved  the 
omission  of  this  subsection — ^which  course 
the  Government  agreed  to — not  to  press 
his  Amendment  to  omit  the  next  sub- 
section which  the  Government  pre- 
ferred should  remain  in  the  Bill.  He 
assented  to  the  Motion  to  omit  sub- 
section 3. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  thanked  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  for  meeting  him 
so  far,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  under  the  circumstances  to 
move  his  other  Amendment. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  greatly 
deplored  the  decision  of  the  Government 
OP  this  point.  He  said  that  certainly 
not  from  any  want  of  consideration  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  wished  to 
retain  the  cumulative  vote,  but  because 
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he  thooght  their  object  could  have  been 
better  attained  by  the  proposal  of  the 
hoo.  Member  for  South  Ayrshire  in 
{avoor  of  proportional  representation. 
The  proportional  system  of  representa- 
tku  would  have  provided  them  with  a 
^ood  voting  aystem,  whereas  cumulative 
voting  was  a  thoroughly  bad  one.  The 
only  ren  lly  progressive  section  left  in  the 
Bill  now  was  thuat  relating  to  continuation 
cUases.  With  that  exception  this  was  a 
reactionary  Bill,  and  to  go  back  on  the 
cumulative  vote  was  the  most  unfortunate 
step  the  Government  had  taken. 

Hb.  BOLAND  congratulated  the 
Swietary  for  Scotland  on  the  line  he  had 
taken  up,  because  he  had  tried  to  meet 
the  views  of  those  who  had  been  con- 
tending for  the  rights  of  minorities. 
Sabsection  (6)  of  Clause  3  gave  power  to 
provide  free  stationery  not  only  to  board 
schools,  but  to  voluntary  schools,  and 
if  the  cumulative  vote  had  been  abolished, 
it  was  quite  possible  in  some  districts 
where  voluntary  schools  were  not  looked 
upon  with  favour  that  the  school  board 
imght  h-.ve  withdrawn  from  voluntary 
sebools  the  right  to  have  free  books  and 
rtttionery,  wUch  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  claimed  was  one  of  the  great  advan- 
tages given  to  voluntary  schools  by  this 
measure.  He  thought  it  was  absolutely 
neceflsary  that  the  cumulative  vote 
ahould  be  retained.  The  right  hon. 
Qeotleman  had  done  the  right  thing  by 
preserving  for  minorities  the  cumulative 
Tote. 

Ma.  BEAJjE  (Ayrshire^S  )  assiuned  that 
the  course  taken  by  the  Grovemment  ren- 
<Jf red  his  Amendment  in  favour  of  propor- 
tioaal  representation  impossible  because  it 
tcok  out  the  subsection  to  which  that 
Amendment  related.  He  might  say  that 
so  tar  as  the  representation  of  minorities 
wfnt  he  was  delighted,  although  he  was 
wt  satisfied  that  the  course  the  Grovem- 
m*fit  had  taken  was  the  right  one.  After 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith 
hxa^  he  had  some  hope  that  they 
would  get  before  long  a  better  system 
thin  the  cumulative  vote  for  attaining 
til-  same  very  desirable  object. 

*Mr.  GULLAND  (D.mfries  B  a-f^hs) 
^d  he  was  very  much  surprised 
^  the   statement    of    the    right    hon. 


Gentleman,  because  he  had  hoped 
that  the  clumsy,  antiquated,  cumbrous 
and  imsatisfactory  methods  provided 
by  the  cumulative  vote  would  have  been 
abolished.  He  thought  the  plan  adopted 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Ayrshire  provided  a  real 
solution  of  the  difficulty  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  minorities  in  a  scientific 
form.  The  cumulative  vote  was  a 
most  imscientific  way  of  attaining  that 
object. 

*Mr.  MORTON  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  given 
way  on  this  point.  He  did  not  know 
whom  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  taken 
his  orders  from,  but  he  had  certainly  not 
consulted  the  Scottish  Members.  He 
understood  a  few  days  ago  that  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  was  going  to  stick 
to  his  Bill,  and  he  regretted  that  he  had 
not  had  the  courage  to  do  so. 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.)  ex- 
pressed his  gratification  at  the  decision 
of  the  Grovernment  on  this  point.  His 
hon.  friend  opposite  said  he  did  not 
know  where  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
got  his  authority  from.  He  would 
remind  him  that  the  Scottish  Members 
upstairs  were  consulted  and  the  Grovem- 
ment very  narrowly  escaped  defeat  on 
this  very  subject.  [Cries  of  "  No."] 
The  hon.  Member  who  interrupted  him 
evidently  was  not  present  when  this 
subject  was  debated  upstairs.  Those 
who  were  present,  however,  were  genuine 
Scotsmen  and  not  Englishmen  sitting 
for  Scottish  constituencies.  He  had  list- 
ened with  interest  to  the  remarks  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  who  had 
described  the  cumulative  voting  system 
as  clumsy  and  antiquated.  That  was  not 
the  first  time  that  those  words  had  bee* 
used,  because  the  Opposition  had  fre 
quently  used  the  same  words  as  appliea 
to  free  trade.  That,  however,  did  not 
settle  the  question.  The  cumulative 
vote  was  the  only  system  which  could 
give  fair  representation  to  minorities, 
and  the  scheme  with  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  fallen  in  love,  namely, 
proportional  representation,  would  not 
give  fair  representation  to  minorities. 
They  were  contending  for  a  fair  repre- 
sentation for  minorities,  and  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  they  had  at  the  present 


207 


Education 


{COMMONS} 


{Scotland)  Bill. 


208 


moment  educational  peace  in  Scotland 
he  claimed  that  it  was  largely  owing  to  the 
cumidative  voting  system  imder  which 
representatives  of  all  denominations  could 
obtain  seats  on  the  Education  Board. 
That  system  allowed  the  representatives 
of  all  denominations  to  sit  around  a 
common  board,  and  in  that  way  they 
learned  to  know  and  respect  one  another. 
It  was  largely  on  account  of  that  system 
that  they  had  no  religious  differences  in 
Scotland,  and  it  would  have  been  abso- 
lutely deplorable  if  the  Government, 
finding  that  there  was  no  religious  con- 
troversy in  Scotland,  had  proceeded  by 
this  Bill  to  create  an  educational  diffi- 
cult v  and  bitterness  where  none  had 
existed  previously.  For  those  reasors 
he  rejoiced  at  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  if  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
only  allowed  to  speak  their  opinions 
to-night  he  felt  sure  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  them  woidd  declare  themselves 
in  favour  of  the  decision  at  which  the 
Government  had  arrived.  [Cries  of 
"  No."]  The  Scottish  Members  to-night 
were  not  allowed  to  speak,  because  they 
had  all  been  muzzled  at  the  peril  of  their 
political  existence.  He  felt  sure  if  they 
were  free  and  the  Government  Whips 
were  not  put  on  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  Scottish  Members  woxild  declare  in 
favour  of  this  fair  representation  of 
minorities  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS  (Glasgow, 
Camlachie)  said  they  had  now  reached 
a  very  important  stage  of  this  Bill, 
because  they  were  called  upon  to  settle 
the  principle  upon  which  the  repre- 
sentation of  school  boards  should  be 
based.  The  present  system  offered  some 
advantages  for  the  representation  of 
minorities,  but  they  were  now  con- 
sidering the  whole  system  de  novo.  They 
were  putting  new  provisions  on  the 
Statute-book,  and  surely  that  was  an 
occasion  when  they  might  consider 
whether  cumulative  voting  was  the  best 
means  of  obtaining  results  which  they 
all  desired.  He  regretted  to  find  that 
upon  an  occasion  of  this  sort,  for  reasons 
which  he  could  not  understand,  the 
proper  discussion  of  the  question  at 
issue  was  being  burked.  He  was  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  hear  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
upon    proportional    representation.     He 

Mr.  J,  MacVeagh. 


was  anxious  to  hear  what  were  the 
objections  to  which  the  cumulative 
vote  was  open.  [Cries  of  "  Agreed."] 
If  muzzled  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party  below  the  gangway  were  agreed^ 
he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  there 
was  no  such  muzzling  on  his  side  of 
the  House.  Regret  would  be  largely 
felt  in  Scotland  that  this  occasion  had 
been  allowed  to  pass  without  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  principle  embodied  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Ayrshire. 

♦Mr.  McCALLUM  (Paisley)  said  he 
desired  to  join  those  who  had  thanked 
the  Government  for  the  course  they  had 
taken  in  this  matter.  As  one  who  had 
often  taken  advantage  of  the  cumulative 
vote,  he  thought  it  was  only  fair  that  the 
minority  should  be  considered.  Catholics 
and  Nonconformists  had  surely  some 
rights  as  ratepayers,  and  under  the 
system  provided  by  the  cumulative 
vote  they  were  able  to  obtain  repre- 
sentation which  under  other  methods 
they  would  not  be  able  to  secure.  The 
Government  had  acted  wisely  and  with 
great  advantage  to  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion in  making  a  graceful  surrender. 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  said  it  had  been 
constantly  reiterated  that  there  was 
very  great  harmony  between  Catholics 
and  Protestants  in  Scotland.  Th<* 
reason  for  that  harmony  was  that 
there  had  been  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  people  to  remember  the 
fundamentals  on  which  they  were  agreed , 
and  to  try  to  forget  those  matters  on 
which  they  were  not  yet  agreed.  They 
would  be  taking  a  backward  step  if  by 
abolishing  the  cumulative  vote  they 
were  practically  to  disfranchise  the 
Catholics  in  Scotland.  Ninety  per  cent, 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  were  Protestants 
and  Presb3rterians,  and  he  thought 
nothing  need  be  done  to  render  Catholics 
less  powerful  than  they  were  now.  He 
was  glad  the  Government  had  come  to 
the  decision  to  retain  the  cumulative 
vote,  which,  although  in  some  respects 
a  clumsy  method,  was  a  means  by  whvch 
minorities  of  the  ratepayers  could  obtain 
representation. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  moved 
to  insert  the  words  "  before  granting  or 
refusing  the  prayer  of  the  petition  and 
complaint "  after  the  word  *'  shall "  in 
line  50.  He  said  this  was  merely  a 
drafting  Amendment  designed  to  clear 
up  the  question  whether  the  fmiction 
of  the  Court  in  dealing  with  defaulting 
aoveming  bodies  was  purely  ministerial 
or  to  a  certain  extent  judicial.  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  would  as  a  matter 
of  law  state  whether  the  words  were 
unnecessary.  He  wished  to  get  a  public 
assurance  on  the  point  from  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman. 

Amendment  proposed — 

''  In  page  23,  line  30,  after  the  word  '  shall/ 
to  insert  the  words  '  before  granting  or  refusing 
tbe  pr»3rer  of  the  petition  and  complaint.'  " — 
(Jfr.  MUckdl'Thamdon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  words  were  not 
necessary  to  obtain  the  purpose  he  had 
in  view. 

Mb.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  asked 
leave    to    withdraw    the    Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'In  page  25,  line  3,  after  the  second  word 
'  rtceeding,*  to  insert  the  words  *  seven  hundred 
poonds  per  annnm  in  the  case  of  endowments 
ti»  rerraoes  of  which  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act  might  be  applied  to  purposes  in  two  or  more 
<wintie8,  or  in  any  other  case  not  exceeding.*  " 
-<iff.  Wait,) 

Question  proposed  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  SINCLAIR  said  the  hon.  Member 
^  the  Elgin  Burghs  communicated 
with  1dm  on  the  subject  of  this  Amend- 
naent.  He  was  sorry  that  he  was  not 
»ble  to  accept  the  Amendment.  The 
clause  was  very  carefully  considered 
wd  the  protection  of  endowment  autho- 
rities was  sufficiently  provided  for.  He 
Iwped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
preased. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Amendment  proposed — 


It 


In  page  25,  line  12,  at  end,  to  insert  the 
words  *  Provided  that  the  governing  body  of 
any  intermediate  or  secondary  school  adminis- 
tered under  a  scheme  approved  in  terms  of  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882, 
or  under  any  Act  or  any  Provisional  Order  con- 
firmed by  Act  of  Parliament,  shall,  notwith- 
standing anything  contained  in  any  scheme,. 
Act,  or  Order,  have  power,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Department,  to  administer  that  part  of 
their  annual  revenue,  presently  applicable  to- 
the  granting  of  bursaries,  in  conformity  with 
the  requirements  of  Section  twenty-eight 
thereof  without  the  necessity  of  applying  to  the 
Court  of  Session  or  to  Parliament.'  — (Mr. 
Cochrane.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  word* 
be  there  inserted." 


Mb.  SINCLAIR  referred  the  hon. 
Member  to  page  25,  lines  5  to  8,  where 
there  were  the  words — 

*'  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of  the 
scheme  hitherto  regulating  the  number,  amount, 
conditions  of  tenure,  or  method  of  award  of  the 
bursaries,  be  applied  by  the  governing  body  to 
the  granting  of  bursaries  in  conformity  with 
the  general  scheme  for  the  district  as  aforesaid. '^ 


»r 


He  was  advised  that  thefte  words  fully 
met  the  point  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Amendment.  He  would  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  imdertaking  that  if  they 
did  not  fully  cover  it  the  words  would 
be  accepted. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  Withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  25,  line  40,  after  the  word  *  council,' 
to  insert  the  words  *  or  county  education  com* 
mittee.'  " — {Mr.  Cochrane.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  the  Amendment 
had  been  moved  no  doubt  because  of  an 
apprehension  that  the  interests  of  ser- 
vants were  in  danger  under  the  BilL 
That  was  not  so.  They  would  be  in  the 
same  position  imder  the  secondary  edu- 
cation committee  as  under  a  coimty 
council.  The  same  protection  would 
be  extended  to  them,  and  there  was  no 
need  for  the  Amendment. 
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Mr.  COCHRANE  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Mr.  GULLAND  moved  to  insert 
in  Clause  32 — the  interpretation  clause 
— after  the  word  "  Department,"  the 
words  "  which  in  future  shall  be 
called  the  Scottish  Education  De- 
partment." As  between  the  words 
"Scotch"  and  "Scottish,"  one  word 
was  wrong  and  the  other  right  both 
officially  and  unofficially.  He  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  to  the  fact  that  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  was 
housed  in  the  Scottish  office,  that  it 
had  charge  of  the  Royal  Scottish  Museum, 
and  that  this  Bill  was  considered  and 
ftmended  by  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Scottish  Bills.  That  was  a  s\ifficient 
reason  for  his  Amendment.  He  had  con- 
sulted the  Edinburgh  Directory  and  found 
that  there  were  in  that  city  123  Scottish 
societies  and  three  Scotch  ;  while  in  the 
Glasgow  Directory  there  were  122  Scot- 
tish Societies  and  three  Scotch.  They 
ought  to  use  the  word  *'  Scottish  "  where 
it  ought  to  be  used.     He  begged  to  move. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  seconded. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  26,  line  10,  after  the  word  *  Depart- 
ment, to  insert  the  words  *  which  in  future 
shall  be  called  the  Scottish  Education  Depart- 
ment.' "—{Mr.  OuUand.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  wished 
that  they  had  a  little  time  to  discuss  this 
Amendment.  As  a  temperance  re- 
former, the  mover  of  the  Amendment 
had  an  objection  to  the  word  "  Scotch." 
He  did  not  agree  with  those  people  who 
wanted  to  call  themselves  Scottish.  The 
real  authority  on  all  things  Scotch  was 
Robert  Burns,  and  one  of  his  best  poems 
was  about  an  "  Auld  Scotch  drink." 
Then  there  was  Byron's  poem  about 
"  English  bards,  and  Scotch  reviewers." 
Every  author  of  eminence — Burns,  B}Ton, 
Scott — would  have  been  affronted  at  the 
idea  of  their  attempting  to  get  the  word 
**  Scottish  "  in  two  syllables  when  they 


had  the  strong,  ^nsible,  and  suggestive 
word  "  Scotch  "  in  one  syllable. 


Amendments  proposed — 

''  In  page  26,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  Third,*  and  to  iosert  the  word  *  Second.*  '* 

"  In  page  27,  line  17,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  Fourth,'  and  to  insert  the  word  *  Third.*  *' 

'*  In  page  29,  to  leave  out  Schedule  2.*  " — 
{Mr.  Sinclair.) 


Amendments  agreed  ta 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.   PIRIE   said  that  some   of   the 
features   in   connection    with   this    Bill 
were  imparalleled  in  the  annals  of  Scot- 
tish legislation.     It  might  be  said  that  he 
was  exceeding  his  rights  in  saying  a  word 
on  the  Third  Reading,  but  he  did  not  think 
so.     He  asked  the  House  to  consider  the 
time  given   to   this   Scottish   Education 
Bill  as  compared  with  the   time   given 
to  the  English  education  measure.  When 
the   Scottish   Members   asked   for   time 
to  discuss  th^     Bill  on    Report  and  on 
the  Third  Reading  stage,  they  were  told 
a  fortnight  ago  that  it  was  a  non -con- 
tentious   Bill,    and    that   it    should    go 
through  the  .House  in  the  course  of  one 
sitting    including    the    Third    Reading. 
On  the  first  day  of  the  Report  stage  it 
was  discussed  from  four  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon  to  two  o'clock  in  the  momin|[. 
Since  that  time  a  great  number  of  new 
Amendments    had    been    placed    upon 
the  notice  paper  by  the  Gk)vemment, 
making  changes  in  the  Bill,  and  most  of 
them    were    good.     What    would    have 
happened  to  the  new  Amendments  had 
the    original    idea    been    carried    out  ? 
Those    Scottish    Members  who    had  re- 
volted against  the  treatment  meted  out 
to  Scotland  had  surely  been  justified  in 
their  attitude  from  the  fact  that  many  of 
the   Amendments  which   had  been  put 
down  had  been  accepted.     He  had  had 
twelve    years'    servnoe    in    the    House, 
and  in  all  that  long  experience  he  did 
not  think  he  had  ever  known  Scottish 
business  to  be  so  treated  as  it  had  been 
during    this   session    and   the    last.     It 
was  becoming  more  and  more  apparent 
as  time  went  on  that  this  House  was 
not  the  proper  place  to  manage  Scottish 
business.     [Cries  of  "  Home  Rule."]     In 
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another  statement  the  Prime  Minister 
said  that  the  Bill  was  non-contentious. 
Were  the  Scottish  Members  under  the 
Party  system  not  like  a  poor  starving 
dog  which  must  take  what  was  thrown 
to  it  without  complaint  ?  That  was 
whj  Scotland  was  anxious  to  get  this 
Bill.  It  had  been  said  that  the  Bill 
was  closely  connected  with  the  old-age 
pension  scheme  for  teachers,  and  that 
it  was  important  from  a  Treasury  point 
of  view  that  the  Bill  should  pass  that  day. 
That  brought  him  to  a  matter  the  like 
of  which  he  trusted  would  never  happen 
again.  The  rumour  had  been  sedulously 
circulated  in  the  Lobby  yesterday  that 
unless  th3  Bill  was  passed  by  8.15  that 
night,  it  would  be  dropped,  and  he  had 
had  a  letter  written  to  him  saying  that 
it  was  necessary  that  the  Bill  should  be 
passed  by  a  certain  time.  That  was 
holding  a  pistol  at  the  head  of  the  Scottish 
Members  telling  them  to  pass  the  Bill, 
or  else  they  were  not  doing  their  duty. 
He  hoped  such  a  thing  would  never 
be  repeated.  He  did  not  know  who  was 
to  blame,  but  it  was  clear  that  the 
party  whips  had  regarded  party  alone  ; 
and  not  the  interests  of  Scottish  legisla- 
tion. The  Scottish  Members  had  every 
right  in  doing  their  duty,  indignantly  to 
repudiate  such  treatment,  and  to  declare 
that  they  would  have  none  of  it.  There 
was  one  other  feature  to  which  he  would 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  Bill  had  been  before  the  Standing 
C^ommittee  for  fourteen  or  fifteen  sittings. 
Scotland,  at  the  present  moment,  had 
the  advantage  of  possessing  ten  or  twelve 
Members  who  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Those  Members  were  naturally  among 
the  ablest  of  the  Scottish  representatives.. 
They  were  men  whose  opinion  would  be 
of  some  value  in  shaping  Scottish  legisla- 
tion, but  by  the  system  of  Scottish  Grand 
Committees  they  were  debarred  from 
and  had  not  actually  taken  any  part 
at  all  in  the  discussions  of  this  measure 
in  Committee.  That  meant  to  say  that 
ten  or  twelve  Scottish  constituencies 
were  practicaUy  disfranchised.  [An  Hex. 
Mebibeb  :  Shame.]  Some  of  those  hon. 
Members  were  eminent  authorities  on 
Scottish  education,  including  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  who,  when  this  Bill  was 
before  the  last  Parliament  had  taken 
a  prominent  part  in  the  discussions  in 
Committee.     There  was  one  great  blot 


on  the  measure — it  was  a  matter  which 
he  had  brought  up  on  the  Second  Reading 
stage — and  that  was,  that  the  oppor- 
timity  had  been  lost  of  transferring  the 
Scottish  Education  Department  from 
London  to  Edinburgh.  He  had  always 
thought  that  was  a  most  vital  point,  and 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  had 
a  right  to  manage  their  own  educa- 
tional a&irs  in  their  own  country. 
In  his  preface  to  a  valuable  work  on 
Scottish  educational  reform,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  had  been  a  Scottish 
Member  for  upwards  of  twenty-two 
years  and  who  was  a  member  of  the 
Education  Committee  of  Scotland,  ex- 
pressed the  view  that  the  administration 
ought  to  be  centred  in  Scotland  and  not 
at  Dover  House,  many  hundreds  of  miles 
away.  Having  written  that,  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  support  in  Committee  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  efiect,  and  to  forward  his 
views  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Until 
this  change  was  effected  the  administra- 
tion could  not  be  effectively  carried  on. 
There  were  fifty  Scottish  officials  of 
the  Scottish  Education  Department  in 
London  and  118  in  Scotland,  and  it  stood 
to  reason  that  where  the  latter  number 
was  the  headquarters  of  the  Department 
ought  to  be.  The  amount  of  the  salaries 
of  the  Scottish  officials  in  London  was 
£13,000,  and  in /Scotland  £40,000,  and 
it  stood  to  reason  that  where  the  salaries 
of  the  officials  were  the  most  numerous, 
the  head  of  the  Department  ought  to  be . 
AU  the  other  Scottish  boards,  eight  in 
number,  were  practically  centred  in  Scot- 
land. Surely  it  was  a  strong  argument 
that  the  Education  Department  should 
be  in  Scotland  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  carried  on  there,  because  the 
latter  had  more  administrative  work  to 
do  than  the  Education  Department, 
and  that  Board  was  both  legislative  and 
administrative.  What  would  his  hon. 
friends  from  Ireland  sav  if  the  Irish 
Education  Department  were  to  be  situ- 
ated in  London,  and  surely  Scotland  had 
a  right  to  ask  that  she  should  have  the 
same  advantages  as  Ireland.  Take  the 
question  of  the  legal  officers.  Parlia- 
ment did  not  sit  during  a  great  part  of 
the  year,  and  during  that  period  at  least 
they  ought  to  be  in  Edinburgh  to  control 
the  legal  work.  It  was  not  treating  the 
Scottish    school    boards    fairlv    in    the 
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management   of   their   business,    unless 
they  were  given  a  close  personal  asROcia- 
tion  with  the  Department,  and  if  the 
office  was  in  Edinburgh  it  would  lesser 
the  number  of  deputations  from  Scotland 
to  England,  and  also  reduce  the  corres- 
pondence.   As  to  the  ostensible  reasonr. 
given  against  the  change  by  those  who 
profess^  to  wish  for  it,  it  was  a  case  of 
"  save  me  from  my  friends."    They  said 
they  were  in  favour  of  it,  if  they  were 
given  a  Parliament  in  Scotland,  and  had 
Home  Rule  first.     He  said  that  if  they 
transferred    the    Education    Board    to 
Scotland,  Home  Rule  would  necessarily 
follow.    The  Secretary  for  Scotland  said 
they    would    transfer    the    Department 
to-morrow   if  they  could   also  transfer 
the  power  of  Parliament  to  control  it, 
but  Parliament  did  not  do  so.    It  had 
been   the    curse   of    Scotland — this  al- 
leged control  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment   by    Scottish    Members,  and    the 
influence   of    Scottish   Members    in  the 
House  was  a  myth  and  an  illusion.     The 
control  of  Parliament  was  wholly  illusory, 
and  the  Department  was  dominated  by 
the  officials.     It  was  said  by  the  Secre- 
tary for    Scotland    that    the    Scottish 
Education  Department  being  one  of  the 
largest    spending   Departments     should 
be    located    close    to   the   Treasury   in 
o-der    that    negotiations    to    get    more 
money  might  proceed.    He  never  heard 
of  such  an  argument  being  put  forward 
by  a  Minister.     They  did  not  want  to 
get  any  money  by  back  door  influences, 
but  they  wanted  what  they  were  entitled 
to,  and  no  more.     Then  they  were  told 
that    the    officials    of    the    Department 
had  established  themselves  in  London, 
and   had   long   leases   of   their  houses, 
and  it  would  be  rather  unfair  to  disturb 
them.    He    was    perfectly    ready    that 
the  change  should  only  take  place  in 
five  years  time.      There  was  one  thing 
they  had  gained  by  discussion,  however, 
because  they  now  knew  that  this  change 
could  be  brought  about  by  administrative 
action.    He  could  assure  the  Secretarv 
for  Scotland  that  they  would  leave  no 
stone  imturned  until  the  Scottish  people 
realised  the  importance  of  this  matter. 
He    asked    hon.    Members    to    put  the 
question   firmly    and    straightforwardly 
before  the  democracy,  and  it  would  not 
be  long  before  the  change  was  brought 
about.     They  had  had  thirty-six  years 

Mr,  Pirie. 


of   this    Department;    for  that    period 
no  great  educational  reform  had  boon 
carried  out  in  Scotland,  and  he  thought 
that  such  a  state  of  things  was  lamentable. 
He    was    pleading   not    only   with    the 
members  of   the  House,  but  with  the 
Scottish  people  to  say  that  as  it  was 
the  inviolable  right  of  a  private  indi- 
vidual that  he  should  be  able  to  take 
an  active  interest  in  the  education  of 
his  own  ofi-spring,  so  it  was  the  great 
duty  of  a  nation  to  take  an  active  in- 
terest   in     the     education    of    its    own 
children.        In      insisting     upon      that 
they   were   fulfilling   one   of   the    most 
sacred  duties  that  could  fall  upon  any 
nation.    He    pleaded    for    this    change 
as  he  had  never  pleaded  for  anjrthing 
in  the  House  before,  and  he  held  that 
it  was  in  the  highest  interests  of  Scotland 
and  its  education  that  she  should  have 
the    right    which    he    advocated.     The 
result  of  this  Bill,  he  was  sorry  to  8ay» 
had  not  been  to  free  Scotland  from  the 
Education    Department,    but    to    rivet 
the    fetters   upon    her,    but   he    looked 
forward  to  the   time   when   the   many 
obstacles  which  prevented  Scotland  from 
controlling  her  own  education  and  her 
own  afiairs  would  be  removed. 

Mr.    BOLAND    said    the    members 
of     the    Irish     Party    for    whom     he 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Down 
had  been  acting  had  hoped  that  before 
the  Bill  emerged  from  the  Report  stage 
the  financial  arrangements  would  have 
been  settled  satisfactorilv,  and   it   was 
with  great  regret  that  they  came  to  the 
Third  Reading,  and  found  that  they  were 
practically  in  the  same  position  as  they 
were   when   they  started.     The    House 
would  remember  how,  when  the  Report 
stage  was  under  discussion,  they  moved 
that  the  Bill  should  be  re-committed  w* 
that  Clause  15  might  be  discusseil  again. 
and  that  the  Catholic,  and  in  fact,  all  the 
voluntary  schools  in  Scotland  should  have 
some  opportunity  of  cx>mpeting,  not  on 
level  terms,  but  on  fair  terms  with  the 
school  boards  in  Scotland,  and  tVe  House 
would  remember  how  after  three  hours 
discussion  it  was  disclosed  to  them  that 
there  would  be  a  residue  of  2s.  per  child 
for  voluntary  schools  in  Scotland.     He 
willingly  conceded  that  the  Secret arr  for 
Scotland  had  met  their  claim  about  the 
cumulative  vote  in  a  generous  manner. 
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bat  he  did  not  consider  that  the  financial 
trr&ngements  of  the  Bill  were  satisfactory, 
and  consequently    they    must     take    a 
diriskm   against    the    Bill.     Under    the 
English  education  scheme  which  was  now 
before  the  country  the  Catholic  schools 
woold  get  a  minimum  of  46s.,  rising  to  a 
mAiifflum  of  55s.  per  head.    The  utmost 
the  Catholic  schools  in  Scotland  received 
TU  40b.  5{d.  per  head,  and  even  though 
tky  got  the  additional  2s.  which  was 
pronuBed  them  recently,  the  grant  would 
not  reach  even  the  minimum  proposed  in 
England.    The  grant  of  free  books  might 
mean  another  snoall  amount,  but  it  did 
not  give  the-  minimum  grant  which  was 
n^en  in   England    to    contracting-out 
acbools.    He    mentioned   this    to    show 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Scotland 
for  whom  he  had  the  honour  of  speaking 
did  not  think  they  had  been  fairly  treated, 
ud  he  would  only  say  in  conclusion  that 
as  the  financial  clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
nnutiafactory,  for  that  and  for  no  other 
r?43on  it  was  necessary  to  divide  on  the 
Third  Beading. 

•Mr.  MORTON  agreed  with  his  hon. 

fnend  the  Member    for    the    Northern 

Divisi(m  of  the  City  of  Aberdeen  that 

Scotland  had  not  had  fair  play,  so  far  as 

legidation  in  this  House  was  concerned. 

It  was  useless   to   complain,   however, 

because  a  Liberal  Qovernment,  largely 

composedof  ScottishMembers,  wasagainst 

tb«m  and  utterly  neglected   Scotland. 

TUs  was  the  only  Bill  which  they  had  got 

*J»oiigh  or  nearly  through,  except  the 

Tobaoo  Act,  which  the  Qovernment  had 

^ppoBed.    He  regretted  that  the  religious 

H^tttion  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 

Member  who  had  just  sat  down.    He 

^^(Hight  that  in  Scotland  they  had  got 

^jond  that,    yet    Irish    Members    un- 

{•jftonately,  notwithstanding  the  support 

S?ottidi  Members  had  given  them  on 


Irish  affairs,  interfered  in  the  purely  local 
affairs    of    Scotland.    Ireland    perhaps 
was  not  in  as  good  a  position  as  Scotland, 
and  not  so  well-governed  ;    but  that  was 
their  own  fault.    If  theyhadgiven  England 
a  Bannockburn  100  or  200  years  ago  they 
would  not  now  be  in  the  position  of  a 
conquered  country — which  Scotland  never 
was — and    be    governed    as    such.     He 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  be  passed,  and 
that  Scotland  would  get  something,  if  not 
all  that  she  ought  to  have .    In  this  matter 
he   noticed   that  the   Members   of  the 
Treasury  Bench — with  one  exception — 
had    got   for    their    constituencies    the 
larger  share  of  the  money,  but  that  as 
usual  they  had  neglected  the  poorer  con- 
stituencies.   However,   he  was  thankful 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  were  to  get 
something,  as  much  as  the  front  bench 
would    allow;    and    he  had  no    doubt 
without  the  help  of  the  Irish  Members 
they  would  be  able  to  show  the  people  of 
the  United  Blindom  how  to  carry  on  the 
education  of  the  Scottish  people,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
profit   by    it.      Surely    Scottish    aSairs 
should  be  managed  by  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  Scottish  people. 

*Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.)  said  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  opposite  would  put 
himself  in  the  position  of  a  Protestant 
minority  in  a  practically  self-governed 
Ireland,  and  assume  that  the  Protestant 
children  there  were  compelled  either  to 
go  to  a  Catholic  school  or  contract  out, 
and  that  if  they  contracted-out  they  had 
to  find  something  like  253.  a  head,  he 
would  see  that  the  humanitarian  point  of 
view  was  rather  at  fault. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes,  195  ;  Noes, 
48.     (Division  List  No.  415.) 


Aanham,  WiQiAm  (Rhondda) 
-^'^Nkd.  FraDcis  Dyke 
Aiaivtfth,  John  Stirling 

A  kn,  A.  Acliod  (Christchuroh) 
Aa«nithw.(kay.  Major 
Atbrify^oncs,  L. 
Mir.Jowah  A.  (Fiii8biiry,E.) 
Moor,  Robert  (Lanark) 
B««*>ory.  Sir  Frederick  George 
"        Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 


AYEa 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N.) 

Barry,  E.  (Cork.  S.) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Bonn,  W(TV*rHamlet8,S.  Geo.) 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brigg,  John 


Bright,  J.  A. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Bryoe,  J.  Annan 

Burns,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Causton,  Rt.  Hn.  RichardKnigh  t 

Churchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S 

Clark,  George  Smith 

Clough,  William 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E 
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Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Comns,SirWm.J.(S.Pancra8,W) 
Corbett,CH  ( Sussex,  E.Grinst'd) 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Captain  Jame8(Down,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Dalrymple,  Viscount 
Dalziel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Delany,  William 
Dewar,  Sir  J.  A.  (Inyernees-sh.). 
Dickinson,  WH.(St.Pancras,N.^ 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,Robert(Lanark,  Goyan 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  George  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Foster,  Henry  William 
FuUer,  John  Michael  F. 
GiU,  A.  H. 

Glads  tone ,  Rt.Hn.  Herbert  John 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,Henry  C]hibitt(Peckham) 
Gordon,  J. 
Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Guinness,  Hn.  R.  (Haggerston) 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gui'don,  Rt  .HnSirW.  Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Harcourt,RobertV.  (Montrose) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Woro'r.) 
Harms  worth,  R.  K  (Caithness-sh 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  WE.(DerbyBhire,N.E. ) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hills,  J.  W 
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Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Holt,  Richard  Duming 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Jones,  WiDiam(CamarvonBhire) 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Lcese,Sir  JoEephF.(Accrington) 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lupton,  Amcld 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB'ghs) 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  Sir  George 

Mark8,G.Croydon(LaunceBton) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebrook,  William 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morten,  Alpheus  (}leopha8 

Murray,Capt.  HnA.C.(Kincard) 

Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Norton,  C!apt.  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pickersgill,  Edward  H^re 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh.  Central) 

Price,Sir  Robert  J.(Norf  oik,  E.) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Raniues,  Sir  John  Scurrah 

Rea, Walter  Russell  (Scarboro') 
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Renton,  Leslie 

Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh'mpt'n) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,Rt.HnH.L.(Cleve1and) 
Soott,AH.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,SirCharlesEdw.(Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Shefiield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorge  D. 
Sherwell,  Arthur  James 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Staveley-HllI,  Henry  (Staff'sh.) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward(SaIisbury ) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen, £.) 
Thompson,  J.  WH.  (Somerset,  £ ) 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Wardle,  (George  J. 
Wason,  RtHn.  E.  (Clackmannan  ) 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Weir,  James  Galloway 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.Dunda8(Dumbart*n8h ) 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Younger,  George 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellbbs  fob  thx  Atss — ^Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  [of 
Elibank. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Belloc,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 

Boland,  John 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cross,  Alexander 

Cullinan,  J. 

Dillon,  John 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ff rench,  Peter 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 


NOES. 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Gretton,  John 

Halpin,  J. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hogan,  Michael 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah(Down,S.) 

MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,  £.) 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 


M*Killop,  W. 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,Patrick  A.(Queen*sCo.^ 
Muldoon,  John 
Murnaghan,  George 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East; 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Joseph 

0*Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid> 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Dowd,  John 


221 


Prevention  of 


{24  November  1908} 


Crime  BiU. 


222 


OKieUy.  Conor  (Mayo,  N,)  Redmond,  William  (Claro) 

Pbillipe,  John  (Longford,  S.)         Rqche,  Johr  (Gal way.  East) 


Powvr.  Patrick  Joseph 
Reddy,  JL 
Redmond,JohnE.(Waterford 


Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Young,  Samuel 


Tellers  for  the  Noes  — 
(Daptain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Bill  read  the  third  tim?,  apd  passed. 


PRE\T2niON  OF  CRIME  BILL. 

As  amended  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, considered. 

Me.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  The 
pfoposed  new  clausef  in  the  name  of  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  is  beyoud 
the  scope  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PICKERSGELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said  he  would  like  to  draw  attention 
to  the  title  of  the  Bill.  It  was  "to  make 
brtter  provision  for  the  prevention  of 
cnme  and  for  that  purpose  to  provide 
ior  the  reformation  of  young  offenders 
ud  the  prolonged  detention  of  habitual 
cnmiaals  and  for  other  purposes  in- 
cideatal  thereto." 

•Mb.  DEPUTYSPEAKER  said  that 
ti»  words  "  other  purposes  incidental 
thereto  "  did  not  mean  any  Amendment 
of  the  Prisons  Acts  the  hon.  Member 
night  desire  to  move.  The  proposed 
new  clause  was  an  Amendment  of  the 
PrisoiiB  Acts,  not  of  this  Bill. 

•Mr.  RENTON  (Lincohishire,  Gains- 
horoogh)  said  the  Amendment  he  rose  to 
■ore  referred  to  the  treatment  of  persons 
wder  the  Borstal  system.  It  would  be 
ft  gicftt  pity  to  lay  down  any  hard  and 
^  role  such  as  was  laid  down  in  the 
KD  as  to  the  discretion  of  the  Judges, 
ttd  he  wanted  to  urge  that  the  Court 
"hoold  be  given  unlimited  discretion  as 
to  those  whom  they  might  sentence  to 
vodeigo  imprisonment  under  the  Borstal 
?vteiiL  Such  discretion  was  already 
pnn  under  CUuse  3  to  the  Home 
Seentary.  Surely  the  Judge  who  tried 
the  case,  saw  the  prisoner  and  heard  what 
he  had  to  say,  and  who  had  all  the  facts 
Wore  him  and  could  ascertain  the 
antecedents  of  the  prisoner,  was  as  good 

^  t  The  foUowing  is  the  olanse  referred  to  : — 
|*Oii  tike  occnrrenoe  of  the  next  vacancy  in 
vtoOeeof  Prison  CommieBioner  and  Dkector 
«  Coonet  Prisons  a  woman  shall  be  appointed 
tolhe  office,  and  thenceforward  one  Prison 
<«"i«io««r  and  Director  of  Convict  Prisons 
«^  last  shall  ahrays  be  a  woman." 


a  judge  as  to  who  should  or  should  not 
be  sent  to  a  Borstal  institution  as  any 
official   could   be.     Under   the   Bill,    no 
person    over   twenty-one    years   of   age 
could  be  sentenced  for  detention  under 
the  Borstal  system,  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  recognised  that  in  some  cases 
a  lad  of  eighteen  might  be  a  more  har- 
dened criminal  than  some  lad  of  maturer 
age  fresh  from  the  country.    It    might 
be  said  that  unless  they  had  a  hard  and 
fast  rule  as  to  age  of  Borstal  prisoners,  ad- 
ministrative difficulties  would  ensue,  but 
it  would    not   be  difficult  to  send  elder 
prisoners  to  one  institution,  others  to  a 
second,  and  the  younger  prisoners  to  a 
third   institution.    The   Home  Secretary 
had  power  to  create  more  Borstal  in- 
stitutions   if   they    were    needed.       He 
failed,   therefore,   to  see  that  any  ad- 
ministrative    difficulties    would    ensue. 
If  the  system  was  good  for  boys,  surely 
it  was  good  for  young  men.    He  thought 
it  would  be  a  disaster  if  they  laid  down  a 
hard  and  fast  rule  that  no  yoimg  criminal 
over  the  age  of  twenty-one  should  be 
sent  to  a  Borstal  institution  and  they 
should  not  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Judge  as  to  who  should  or  who  should 
not  go  to  a  Borstal  institution.      The 
system  had  been  more  or  less  of  a  success 
and  he  anticipated  that  in  future  years 
it  would  have  far  greater  success.      A 
good  many  people  said  it  was  a  failure, 
that  it  was  only  urged  by  sentimentalists, 
and  that  it  would  not  have  had  even  its 
present  success  had  it  not  been  for  the 
splendid  committee  who   administer  it. 
189  prisoners  were  discharged  from  Bor- 
stal institutions  in  the  last  year  for  which 
they  had  figures,  twenty-three  of  them  were 
recommitted,  and  twenty-seven  were  re- 
ported as  not  doing  well.    He  would  ven* 
ture,  however,  to  point  out  that  out  of  the 
189  dealt  with,  no  less  than  151  had  an 
average  of  four  previous  convictions.    The 
system  should  be  given  a  good  chance. 
If  it  were,  he  was  convinced  they  would 
have  no  need  whatsoever  for  Part  II. 
of    the    Bill.    Supposing  Judges    found 
that  it  was  a   fiolure,   they  need  not 
sentence  any  more  to  detention  imder 
tbe    Borstal    system.     They  could  re- 
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vert  to  the  old  system  and  sentence 
prisoners  to  hard  labour  or  penal 
servitude.  If  the  system,  however, 
was  good,  as  they  had  every  reason 
to  believe  it  was,  it  should  be  extended. 
The  penal  system  in  this  country  was, 
he  believed,  the  n^ost  rigorous  of  any 
civilised  nation,  and  by  the  second  part 
of  this  Bill  it  was  admitted  to  be  a 
failure.  It  neither  reformed  nor  did  it 
deter.  He  begged  the  House,  therefore, 
to  give  the  Court  every  discretion  in  the 
trial  of  prisoners  so  that,  if  a  Judge 
thought  auy  man  would  be  reformed  by 
being  sent  to  a  Borstal  institution,  he 
might  so  order.  He  firmly  believed, 
from  his  own  knowledge,  that  the  Borstal 
system  would  be  far  cheaper  in  the  end, 
and  at  all  events  it  would  be  far  more 
humane  than  the  system  of  punishments 
which  obtained  in  the  country  at  the 
present   moment. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity)  seconded,  not  for  the  reasons 
given  by  his  hon.  friend,  but  rather  for 
the  peculiarity  of  the  regulation  drawn 
up  in  the  section.  The  Judge  who  tried 
the  case  had  the  simple  power  to  send 
a  person  between  sixteen  and  twenty-one 
to  a  Borstal  institution,  but  by  the  latter 
part  of  the  section  the  most  extravagant 
power  was  given  to  the  Home  Secretary 
to  extend  the  age  if  he  thought  fit  to 
twenty-three.  He  rather  objected  to 
that  system  of  legislation.  If  they 
wanted  to  make  the  limit  twenty-one, 
let  them,  say  so,  and  if  they  wanted  to 
make  the  limit  twenty-three  let  them 
make  that  limit.  Again,  the  Home 
Secretary  was  to  have  power  to  deal 
with  anybody  up  to  any  age.  Though 
a  Judge  had  not  power  to  send  a  man 
to  a  Borstal  institution,  and,  therefore, 
sentenced  him  to  a  year's  imprisonment, 
the  Home  Secretary,  in  exercise  of  his 
extraordinary  power  under  Clause  3, 
might  come  in  and,  if  satisfied  that  the 
person  sentenced  might  with  advantage 
be  detained  in  a  Borstal  institution, 
authorise  the  Prison  Commissioners  to 
transfer  him  from  prison  to  a  Borstal 
institution.  It  was  perfectly  clear  the 
Home  Secretary  was  to  have  unlimited 
discretion  to  send  anybody  of  any  age 
to  a  Borstal  institution.  That  was, 
on  the  whole,  right,  but  surely  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  ought  to  have 

Mr.  Benton, 


the  same  discretion.  It  was  a  monstrous 
thing  to  give  absolute  power  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  send  any  person 
of  any  age  to  a  Borstal  institution 
whilst  tying  the  discretion  of  a  Judge 
to  the  cases  of  persons  between  sixteen 
and  twenty-one  years  of  age.  He,  there- 
fore, se:on  'ed  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

''  In  page  1,  line  10,  to  leave  out  paraffraph 
(a)  of  subsection  (1)  of  Clause  1.' — [Jiaior 
RetUon,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

*The  secretary  op  STATE  por 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glab- 
STONE,  Leeds,  W.)  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  objected  to  the  discretion 
which  was  left  to  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  said  he  distinctlv 
stated  that  on  the  whole  he  thought  it 
was  a  good  thing  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  have  discretion,  but  the 
Judge  who  tried  the  case  certainly 
ought  to  have  an  equal  discretion. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  did  not 
quite  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  had  great  S3rmpathy  with 
both  the  mover  and  the  seconder  of  the 
Amendment,  but  he  must  point  out 
what  the  effect  of  it  would  be.  They 
had  found  in  the  working  of  the  piese.it 
informal  Borstal  S3r8tem  a  great  diffi- 
culty in  inducing  the  Courts  to  send 
to  the  Borstal  institutions  in  all 
cases  the  right  kind  of  persons.  Many 
Courts  were  cognisant  of  the  working  of 
that  S3rstem,but  for  one  reason  or  another 
mistakes  were  being  constantly  made 
and  the  wrong  kind  of  persons  were  being 
sent  to  the  institutions.  He  would  read 
from  the  Home  Office  Circular  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  kind  of  person  they  thought 
might  go  to  a  Borstal  institution.  It  was 
as  follows — 

**  The  class  of  persons  for  whom  the  Borstal 
system  is  devised  is  not  first  offenders  or  norices 
in  crime,  but  young  recidivists  guilty  for  the 
most  part  of  acts  of  larceny,  and  rough,  undis* 
ciplined  lads,  of  the  lounging  and  hooligan 
types,  who  are  apparently  drifting  towards  a 
career  of  crime." 

Those  were  the  persons  they  wished  to 
get  hold  of.  He  would  point  out  that  thr 
first  part  of  the  Bill  related  to  young 
offenders,  so  that  in  a  sense  the  Amend- 
ment was  out  of  order  having  regard  to  the 
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title  of  the  Bill.  He  understood  the 
kon.  Member  wished  to  remove  the  restric- 
tions. 

•Mb,  RENTON:  No;  surely  youth 
is  not  limited  to  twenty-one  years. 
Mtny  people  are  youthful  after  twenty- 
one. 

•Mb.  GLADSTONE  said  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member  wanted  to  remove  the 
restriction  on  the  age  of  sixteen  as  well 
as  twenty-one. 

•Mb.  RENTON  said  he  imagined  a 
Judge  would  not  sentence  anybody 
nnder  sixteen  to  three  years  in  a  Borstal 
institation.  He  would  send  him  to  a 
reformatory  or  somewhere  else. 

•Mb.  GLADSTONE  said  his  point  was 
that  it  was  not  desirable  in  any  case  to 
lend  to    the    Borstal    institution    lads 
under  sixteen.     They  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  either   under    the    Children    Act 
or  the  Reformatory  Act.    It  was  c'esir- 
aUe  to  give  reasonable  directions  to  the 
Coorts  as  to  the  kind  of  person  who 
ought  to  be  sent  to  Borstal.    They  said 
sixteen  was  the  lowest  age  at  which  he 
oaght  to  go.     Then  why  not  insert  the 
lunit  of  sixteen  1    Then  they  came  to  the 
limit  of  twenty-one.    All  he  coidd  say 
WIS  that  this  matter  was  very  carefully 
disciueed.     They     considered     whether 
tkev  ought  to  give  the  Court  free  dis- 
cretion to  send  to  a  Borstal  institution 
persons  above  the  age  of  twenty-one, 
sod  hid  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
on  the  whole  it  was  not  desirable,  because 
if  they  mixed  up  different  classes  of  men 
sod  juvenile  adults  the  result  must  neces- 
Mrity  be  harmful  to  their  training  and  the 
fmeral  discipline    of    the    institutions. 
Therefore,  they  thought  there  ought  to 
be  a  definite  limit  imposed  upon  magis- 
trates who  perhaps  did  not  quite  know 
the  working  of  the  system,  to  keep  them 
from  the  error  of  committing  to  Borstal 
iBstitiitionB   persons   so   far   above   the 
sge  of  twenty-one  that  they  were  totally 
s&snitable  for  the  institution.    On  the 
whole  twenty-one  was  a  reasonable  age 
to  fix.    Then  why,  he  might  be  asked, 
id  they  take  power  to  raise  it  to  twenty- 
tl*we  ?    For  one   reason  they  did  not 
*ith  to  plunge  too  far  into  this  matter 
^  first.    This  was  a  new  system.     They 
did  not  know  to  what  extent  the  Courts 
»ould  avail  themselves  of  it,  and  if  they 
»we  to  make  it  higher  than  twenty-one 
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they  might  have  too  many  cases  to 
deal  with  before  they  were  ready  to 
receive  them.  As  it  was  they  would 
have  largely  to  extend  the  Borstal  prison. 

Mr.  STAVELEY-HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Eingswinford)  said  his  reason 
for  supporting  the  Amendment  was 
that  he  thought  discretionary  power 
should  be  done  away  with.  At  any 
rate,  if  any  discretionary  power  were 
given  at  all  the  same  power  should  be 
given  to  the  Judge  or  person  who  tried 
the  prisoner  as  was  given  to  the  Homo 
Secretary,  for  this  very  obvious  reason — 
that  if  there  was  anyone  who  was 
capable  of  exercising  a  discretion  it 
was  the  Judge  who  saw  the  prisoner, 
tried  him,  and  knew  all  the  facts  of 
the  case.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
said  that  under  this  Borstal  system 
the  wrong  prisoners  were  sent,  or  that  he 
never  got  the  right  prisoners. 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  never  said  that. 
I  never  said  that  we  never  got  the  right 
prisoners.  I  said  sometimes  the  Court 
sent  the  wrong  prisoners. 

Mr.  STAVELEY-HILL  said  it 
amounted  very  much  to  the  same  thing. 
But  that  was  not  the  point.  Apparently, 
the  difficulty  was  to  get  the  right  prisoners. 
It  was  far  more  likely  that  the  right 
persons  would  be  sent  to  the  institutions 
if  the  age  were  fixed  at  twenty-three  or 
twenty-five.  It  often  happened  that 
when  the  Judges  were  trjdng  prisoners 
who  were  suitable  in  every  way  for  the 
Borstal  system  the  age-limit  crept  in 
and  the  Judges  said  that  their  discretion- 
ary power  had  ceased.  Often  between 
the  ages  of  twenty-one  and  twenty-three 
these  young  men  were  suited  to  that 
particular  treatment,  and  he  suggested 
that  the  Home  Secretary  should  make 
one  age  of  twenty-three  and  give  no 
discretionary  power  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  That  would  meet  the  objection 
of  his  hon.  friend  and  make  the  system 
much  better  and  more  workable  than  it 
was. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) 
thought  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman  did 
not  quite  understand  the  motive 
which  had  induced  his  hon.  friend 
to  move  the  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  said  it  was  almost  out 
of  order,  because  it  would  deal  with 
any  age,  whereas  this  section  was  only 
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for'tlie  reformation  of  the  young  offender. 
Under  Clause  3  the  Secretary  of  State 
niight.  send  a  man  of  eighty  to  a  Borstal 
institution,  so  that  if  the  Amendment 
was  out  of  order  this  clause  was  out  of 
order.  There  might  be  an  explanation, 
but  he  could  not  see  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  under  subsection  (2)  of 
Clause  1  the  age  could  not  be  increased 
to  twenty-three  unless  the  Home  Secre- 
tary laid  an  Order  upon  the  Table  for 
thirty  days,  and  the  House  could  move 
an  Address  to  His  Majesty  objecting  to 
the  Order.  But  why  was  it  limited  to 
twenty-three  ?  The  two  things  were 
absolutely  incompatible.  Under  this 
clause,  unless  the  Amendment  was 
carried  and  subsection  (2)  left  out,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Judge  could 
only  send  a  person  to  a  Borstal  institu- 
tion provided  he  was  between  sixteen 
and  twenty-one,  but  the  Home  Secre- 
tary could  send  him  there  if  imder 
twenty-three,  provided  he  got  an  Order 
not  objected  to  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  difference,  he  supposed,  was 
that  this  particular  person  must  have 
been  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  or 
imprisonment.  He  could  see  no  other 
difference.  In  the  first  case,  he  might 
not  have  been  sentenced.  In  the  second, 
he  must.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  give  the  Judge  the  same  power 
that  the  Home  Secretary  possessed.  He 
imderstood  the  right  hon.  GJentleman 
thought  the  Home  Secretary's  power 
should  not  be  greater  than  the  Judges'. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  object  of 
Clause  3  is  to  give  the  Home  Secretary 
power  to  correct  a  possible  mistake  by 
a  Judge  or  magistrate  from  want  of  full 
knowledge  of  the  particular  man  with 
whom  he  is  dealing,  and  to  transfer  him 
from  prison  to  a  Borstal  institution. 
The  object  obviously  is  that  only  persons 
of  the  same  classes  and  ages  who  are 
admitted  to  Borstal  institutions  shall 
be  so  transferred  from  prison.  We 
are  perfectly  ready  to  put  in  an  Amend- 
ment in  another  place  to  meet  that 
point. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY :  Then  I  will  not 
press  the  point,  beyond  saying  I  think 
the  Amendment  should  be  put  in  in 
this  place. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare  N.) 
said  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 

Sir  F.  Banbury. 


Cambridge  had  advanced  the  very  best 
reasons  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  accepted,  because  he  had  pointed  to 
those  sections  in  the  Bill  which  provided 
the  elasticity  that  was  desired  by  the 
mover  of  the  Amendment.  When  the 
matter  was  being  considered  upstairs 
they  had  all  these  suggestions  and  argu- 
ments put  before  them  and  they  adhered 
to  the  clause  because  they  Imew  they 
were  at  the  same  time  going  to  preserve 
that  elasticity  which  would  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
They  had  considered  very  closely  whether 
it  would  be  desirable  that  men  over 
twenty-one  indiscriminately  chosen  by 
Judges  who  had  not  the  proper  oppor- 
tunities of  considering  the  characters 
of  these  men  should  be  thrown  in  under 
the  Borstal  system  amongst  a  lot  of 
young  persons  of  immature  age  and 
upon  whose  minds  there  might  be  a 
very  bad  impression  made.  They  decided^ 
therefore,  that  it  was  better  to  have 
some  limit  but  at  the  same  time  that 
there  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Home  Secretary  a  discretion  to  be 
exercised  according  to  his  judgment 
upon  full  consideration.  Therefore  the 
subsection  was  introduced  raising  the 
age  of  twenty-three.  But  that  was  not 
all.  Clause  3  said  the  Secretary  of 
State  might,  if  satisfied  that  the  person 
sentenced  either  before  or  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  to  penal  servitude  or 
imprisonment  might  with  advantage 
be  detained  in  a  Borstal  institution, 
authorise  the  Prison  Commissioners  to 
transfer  him  from  prison  to  a  Borstal  in- 
stitution.  Here  were  two  methods  of 
exercising  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
Minister,  who  would  have  ample  time 
and  opportunity  under  circumstances 
not  open  to  the  Judge,  of  seeing  whether 
the  man  could  be  with  advantage  trans- 
ferred. The  Amendment  would  un- 
questionably have  his  support  if  this 
elasticity  were  not  contained  in  the 
Bill,  because  from  his  own  experience 
he  was  in  favour  of  anything  which 
would  extend  the  discretion,  either  <m 
the  part  of  the  Judge  or  of  the  Minister, 
in  favour  of  the  prisoner.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  restrained  from  supporting 
the  Amendment  by  the  fact,  that  onder 
the  hasty  judgments  that  came  to  his 
own  observation  day  by  day  in  Courts 
of  Law,  most  undesirable  men  might  be 
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thiown  in  amongst  young  people  wKom  it 
VM  the  intention  of  the  Bill  to  reclaim. 
Tor  thftt  reason  he  was  constrained  to 
B|^)ort  a  humane  Amendment — the 
fnodple  of  which  they  had  discusaed 
aprtairsL  He  was  Bony  he  could  not 
nUow  his  bon.  friend  into  the  Lobby  if  he 
vat  to  a  division. 

lU.  CARLII^  (HertfordBhire,  St' 
Albtns)  ngretted  that  the  right  hon- 
fientleman,  in  giving  the  grounds  on 
»hich  he  refused  to  accept  this  Amend- 
iteat,  should  have  given  as  his  last 
nMcn  for  ita  rejection  that  the  Bill  as 
dnfted  would  provide  the  authorities 
vith  all  the  cases  they  anticipated 
being  able  to  deal  with.  That,  of  course, 
»u  a  reason  which  it  was  extremely 
difficult,  without »  great  deal  of  technical 
knowledge  of  the  details  and  circum- 
itMces  of  the  criminal  classes  in  th( 
coontry,  for  anyone  to  estimate.  He 
nudentood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
UT  that  there  would  be  within  the  ages 
of  Riteen  to  twenty-one  as  many  cases 
u  he  thotight  the  authorities  were  likely 
u  deal  with. 

%.  GLADSTONE  said  he  did  not 
Vint  to  extend  the  area  too  much,  in  case 
liat  might  be  too  many. 

Ml  CARLILE  thought  that  was  a 
fo?  good  ground.  In  moving  this 
liuDtliDent  his  hon.  friend  had  in  mind 
»  dttire  to  see  the  system  extended,  not 
uumething  which  had  not  been  tested, 
bot  u  an  inatitntion  which  had  been 
U«(td  and  had  shown  excellent  results. 
CoMequently,  the  Home  Secretary  was 
H'H  DOW  entering  upon  an  undertaking 
^h  was  purely  experimental.  Surely 
ibe  tathorities  who  had  to  deal  with  the 
uipnKning  of  a  large  number  of  criminals 
*Diild,  in  any  case,  keep  them  in  con* 
fiHouDt  in  some  sort  of  prison,  and  they 
ni^t  so  adapt  some  of  the  convict 
"Mvms  and  prisons  that  they  might  be 
*He  to  take  in  a  very  considerable  number 
Wply  in  excess  of  what  the  right  hon. 
•Jffltleman  now  proposed.  Why  should 
»n  application  have  to  be  made  to  the 
Home  Secretary  in  every  case,  and  why 
*U  it  necessary  to  go  through  alt  that 
BMlinery  1  Surely  the  Judge  might 
Wave  instructions  from  the  Home 
^wteltry  to  guide  him  in  the  selection  of 
"^ly  persons.  Men  changed  in  their 
■odeucy    even    among    criminals     at 


different  periods  of  their  lives.  It  did 
not  follow  that  because  a  man  was  not 
reclaimable  between  sixteen  and  twenty- 
one  he  would  be  irreclaimable  after  that. 
It  was  often  found  in  practice  that 
prisoners  were  reclaimable  at  all  periods 
of  lite.  Why  should  this  system,  which 
was  well  known  to  be  efficient  and  good, 
not  be  made  applicable  to  persons  above 
twenty-three  years  of  age)  He  hoped 
his  hon.  and  gallant  friend  would  go  to  a 
division  on  this  Amendment.    He  was 
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appeared  to  be  under  the  age  of  twenty- 
one. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  Home 
Secretary  could  not  do  anything  if  they 
were  under  the  age  of  twenty-three. 

•Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  the  provision 
was  intended  to  give  the  power  to  the 
Court  if  a  person  appeared  to  be  under 
the  age  of  twenty-one. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  asked  what  would 
happen  supposing  a  person  was  over 
twenty-one  when  he  was  convicted, 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  replied  that  the 
Court  had  to  decide  whether  a  person 
appeared  to  be  under  twenty-one. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment in  Clause  3  (power  to  transfer  from 
prison  to  Borstal  institution)  providing 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  may,  in  the 
case  of  a  person  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude  or  imprisonment "  being  within 
the  limits  of  age  within  which  persons 
may  be  detained  in  a  Borstal  institution," 
authorise  the  Prison  Commissioners  to 
transfer  him  from  prison  to  a  Borstal 
institjution. 

Amendment  proposed — 
"  "  In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  woid  'im- 
priaonmpnt.'  to  insert  the  words  '  being  within 
the  limits  of  age  within  which  peraona  mkj  be 
detained  in  a  Borstal  institution.' " — (ifr, 
Oladitoiie. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

f  said  the  Home 
lent  answered  bis 
support  it  with  his 

to, 

said  that  Clause  1 
Some  Secretary  to 
itutions  in  different 
The  Amendment 
mit  those  establish- 
mber.    He  thought 

would  be  ready  to 
stitutions  were  still 
stage,  for  they  had 
ut  200  cases,  and, 
ot  gone  very  far  up 
thought  they  ought 

giving  a  boundless 


discretion  to  the  Home  OfBce  to  extend 
and  bnild  a  large  number  of  theae  in- 
stitutions before  the  experiment  had 
been  carried  through  satisfactorily. 
When  one  was  pleased  with  a  new  work 
it  was  BO  easy  to  itm  into  unnecessary 
expense  in  bricks  and  mortar,  and  hia 
object  in  inserting  this  Amendment  was 
that  the  Home  Secretary  ahonld  ba 
allowed  to  build  only  three  Borstal 
institutions.  Of  course  the  ezistii^ 
prisons  could  be  used  for  this  purpose, 
but  the  object  of  this  Amendment  was 
simply  to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Home 
Secretary  in  regard  to  the  creation  of 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  seconded  th© 
Amendment.  He  said  it  was  no  conso- 
lation to  the  taxpayers  when  asked  to 
find  a  large  sum  of  money  to  be  told 
that  the  Home  Office  had  not  spent  much. 
He  thought  some  limit  should  be  put  to 
the  reckless  expenditure  which  was 
going  on.  This  was  a  new  sj'stem,  and 
it  might  be  all  right,  but  if  it  was  found  to 
work  satisfactorily,  it  would  be  easy 
to  bring  a  Bill  to  authorise  the  building 
of  more  institutions. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  40,  after  the  word  '  e«t«b- 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  three  '  be  there  inserted." 

•Mr.  GLADSTONE  hoped  the  hoa. 
Member  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 
If  the  Borstal  institutions  were  limited 
to  three,  what  would  be  the  result  t 
Naturally  that  they  wo|^d  be  abnormally 
large,  and  if  they  were,  the  very  e\'il 
which  the  hon.  Member  an ticipat«d  would 
have  to  be  faced.  If  this  movement  was 
to  succeed,  it  would  be  a  pity  to  limit 
it  in  any  way.  If  it  was  to  fail,  the 
Amendment  was  unnecessary. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  aslced  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  RAWLINSON  moved  to  leave 
out  Clause  7,  for  the  purpose  of  gettint; 
an  explanation  from  the  Home  8ecret«rv- 
It  was  a  somewhat  new  departure  thWt 
the  Home  Secretary  with  the  approval 
of  the  Treasury  should  be  allowed  to  givo 
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unlimited  subscriptions  to  any  private 
»cietv,  however  desirable  it  mi^t  be. 
He  was  aware  that  grants  were  sometimes 
mvsteriously  made  to  private  societies, 
and  he  had  wondered  imder  what  power 
it  was  done. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  4.  line  29,  to  leave  out  Clause  7." 
—<Mr,  Bawlinson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  clause 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BJL" 

•Mb.  GLADSTONE  said  there  was  a 
precedent  for  what  was  proposed  here. 
In  this  particular  case  he  would  remind 
tke  House  that  the  most  essential  part 
of  the  Borstal  system  was  what  was 
known  as  the  "after-care  system,"  in 
^nnection  with  which  immense  labour 
▼AS  bestowed  by  those  most  excellent 
voricers  who  looked  after  the  class  with 
▼Iwm  they  were  dealing.  The  Treasury 
hki  sanctioned  an  annual  grant  of  £o01, 
whi^h  recently  had  been  raised  to  £  1,000 
for  this  excellent  purpose.  It  would 
^rdly  be  worth  while  going  on  with 
the  work  unless  some  provision  was 
mtde  for  a  financial  subsidy.  He  asked 
tke  House  to  pass  the  clause. 

Mb.  RAWLINSON  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.)  moved  to  omit  Part  II.  of  the 
Bill,  which  deals  with  the  detention 
iA  habitual  criminals.  He  said  he  per- 
fectly recognised  that  this  was  a  futile 
tuk,  because  even  if  he  were  able  to 
penoade  hon.  Members  present — a  num- 
ba  inconsiderable  as  compared  with  the 
number  elsewhere — ^he  knew  that  when 
the  division  bell  rang  those  who  were 
now  absent  would  come  in  and  over- 
whelm the  votes  of  those  who  had  heard 
th«  debate.  He  much  regretted  that 
the  benches  opposite  were  vacant 
when  they  were  discussing  this  matter 
affecting  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
He  could  conceive  no  more  grave  in- 
vasion of  what  had  been  the  unbroken 
«Hi8titutional  practice  in  this  country, 
with  regard  to  the  trial  and  sentencing 
of  prisoners,  than  that  which  now 
«nanated  from  a  Liberal  (Jovemment. 
With  the  details  of  the  Bill  he  would 


not  concern  himself.  What  he  was  con- 
cerned with  was  the  question  of  the 
inspiration  of  the  measure.  He  did  not 
know  on  what  authority  it  was  inspired. 
There  was  a  proposal  that  it  should  be 
in  the  power  of  a  chairman  of  quarter 
sessions  to  sentence  to  an  indeterminate 
period  of  imprisonment,  dependent  on 
the  good  will  of  a  prison  warder,  a  man 
convicted  three  times  of,  possibly,  a 
trivial  offence  over  an  almost  unlimited 
period.  That  was  a  most  startling  pro- 
position, and  had  no  warranty  in  the 
criminal  jurisprudence  of  this  or  any 
other  country.  Mor30ver,  this  inde- 
terminate period  of  imprisonment  could 
not  be  inflicted  unless,  as  a  condition 
precedent,  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude 
was  passed.  The  Bill,  therefore,  com- 
pelled the  presiding  Judge  to  pass  a 
sentence  of  penal  servitude  which,  but 
for  his  desire  to  inflict  the  indeterminate 
period,  he  would  probably  not  pass. 
Certain  preliminary  safeguards  had  to  be 
taken  before  a  man  could  be  charged 
with  being  an  habitual  criminal,  and  an 
absolute  right  of  appeal  was  conceded. 
He  had  to  be  found  to  be  an  habitual 
criminal,  and  he  was  to  be  so  found 
on  evidence  of  reputation  given  by 
police  officers,  gaolers,  and  persons  of 
that  description — the  most  dangerous 
kind  of  evidence  known  to  lawyers.  He 
spoke  from  long  experience,  and  he 
did  not  wish  the  House  to  understand 
that  he  regarded  that  evidence  of  no 
moment  at  all,  but  it  was  certainly  not 
evidence  which  should  have  much,  if 
any,  weight  attached  to  it  for  the  purpose 
of  imposing  a  sentence  which  was  to 
entail  such  grave  consequences  as 
this  part  of  the  Bill  contemplated. 
Assuming  that  the  tribunal  had  not 
made  a  mistake,  but  had  got  hold  of  a 
goal-bird — in  his  comparatively  small 
experience  he  had  seen  many  persons 
who  had  alternated  between  the  prison 
and  the  dock — ^he  quite  admitted  that 
if  human  justice  were  infallible,  and  if 
human  nature  were  capable  of  unerring 
judgment,  it  woidd  be  justifiable  that 
such  persons  should  be  separated  from 
their  fellow  creatures ;  but  it  was 
because  he  did  not  believe  that  human 
judgment  was  infallible  that  he  objected 
to  this  proposal  in  the  Bill.  Assuming 
that  the  man  had  been  rightly  sen- 
tenced, where  did  he  go  to  ?    He  went 
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to  penal  servitude  for  three,  four,  or 
five  years  or  more,  and  after  that  penal 
servitude  was  over  he  still  remained  in 
penal  servitude,  although  another  name 
was  given  to  it.  Although  the  Home 
Secretary  had  chosen  to  s&y  that  the 
man  might  be  confined  in  another  part 
of  the  prison  and  imder  modified  con- 
ditions, yet  this  man  was  to  be  kept  in 
prison  for  ever — [An  Hon.  Member  : 
Oh  !] — Yes,  for  ever,  except  that  after 
a  period  of  ten  years  it  would  be  obli- 
gatory upon  the  Home  Secretary  to 
make  a  special  report  to  Parliament. 
These  reports  to  Parliament — ^he  spoke 
from  experience — were  not  worth  the 
paper  they  were  written  upon ;  they 
were  absolutely  ineffective  to  assist 
Parliament  to  action.  Assuming  that 
the  Home  Secretary  did  his  duty — he 
did  not  think  any  human  being  would 
suggest  that  the  present  Home  Secretary, 
and  he  said  this  without  any  desire  to 
flatter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  did  not 
do  his  duty — assuming  that  the  Home 
Secretary  strove  his  best  to  do  his  duty, 
this  unhappy  man  would,  while  in 
prison,  be  subjected  every  six  months  to 
the  torture  of  being  brought  before  the 
board  of  visiting  justices,  inspired  with 
the  hope  of  the  opportimity  to  escape 
being  afforded  him.  On  whose  guidance, 
counsel  and  advice  would  the  Home 
Secretary  act  ?  On  the  report  of  the 
Committee  and  the  gaol  authorities. 
The  board  of  visitors  would  go  to  the 
prison,  would  talk  to  the  prisoner,  would 
accept  or  reject  what  they  thought  fit 
in  his  statements ;  but  the  real  people 
who  would  give  advice  which  would 
influence  a  decision  would  be  the  warders, 
the  subordinate  officials  of  the  gaol, 
and  upon  their  advice  the  Home  Secre- 
tary might  on  licence  dischai^e  a  pri- 
soner undergoing  preventive  detention 
if  satisfied  that  there  was  reasonable 
probability  that  he  would  not  again 
engage  in  crime.  That  was  sheer  irony. 
All  experienced  prison,  officials  would 
agree  that  the  man  most  likely  to  be 
released  from  prise  :  under  this  provi- 
sion was  not  the  sincerely  contrite  and 
penitent  prisoner,  but  the  hardened  h3rpo- 
crite,  who  was  cimnirg  enough  to  escape 
prison  discipline,  and  was  able  to  in- 
gratiate himself  with  the  warders.  He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
did  he  really  believe  that  there  was  any 
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effective  means  available  by  which  they 
could  test  whether  a  man  was  a  reformed 
character  or  not  ?  He  noticed  with 
some  amusement  some  time  ago  a  list 
of  the  marks  for  good  conduct  which 
had  been  obtained  in  a  certain  convict 
prison  by  certain  notorious  criminals 
and  most  dangerous  ruffians,  in  the 
sense  of  their  being  the  greatest  danger 
and  pests  of  society — men  convicted  as 
fraudulent  trustees  and  directors  of 
public  companies.  These  were  the  men 
to  ingratiate  themselves  with  the  prisoa 
officials,  and  who  made  themselves 
agreeable  to  the  warders.  They  were 
removed  into  the  hospital,  or  put  pla3ring 
the  organ  if  they  had  musical  ability,  as 
many  of  them  hsd.  These  were  the  men 
who  earned  the  full  nimxber  of  marks^ 
and  of  whom  the  Home  Secretarv  would 
get  good  reports  as  well-deserving  to  be 
let  out  on  licence.  He  objected  to 
giving  to  any  human  being,  however 
high  a  judicial  officer  he  might  be — ^he 
should  shrink  from  exercising  any  soch 
function  himself,  and  would  regard  it 
as  a  grievous  burden — the  right  to  con- 
fine another  human  being  for  the  rest 
of  his  days  on  the  arbitrament  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  acting  on  the  initia- 
tive of  prison  warders.  He  maintained 
that  the  system  embodied  in  this  Bill 
wiw  a  new  departure  in  the  science  of 
penology ;  it  was  an  invasion  on  the 
principles  of  punishment  which  had 
been  applied  in  any  other  civilised 
country.  He  felt  very  strongly  on  this 
matter,  and  although  he  did  not  anti- 
cipate that  he  should  succeed  in  getting^ 
official  support  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  was  sure  that  he  would  have 
the  support  of  some  hon.  Members  who 
considered  that  after  aU  the  good  of  the 
State  was  not  the  only  thing  to  be  taken 
into  account,  but  justice  to  the  indi- 
vidual.   He  begged  to  move. 

♦Mr.  BELLOC  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. Those  who  thought  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  and  himself  wished, 
he  said,  to  get  rid  of  the  principle  under* 
lying  the  second  part  of  the  Bill,  and  if 
possible  expunged  from  other  legislation* 
They  considered  it  to  be  immoral  and 
fraught  with  much  serious  danger  in 
this  and  other  departments  of  legislation. 
If  he  were  asked  why  a  Member  of 
Parliament    should   oppose    the   second 


237 


PreveiUion  of 


{24    NOVBMBBR    1908} 


Crime  BUI. 


238 


pait  of  the  Bill,  he  should  reply — although 
many  people  might  regard  it  as  somewhat 
doctrinaire — it  was  because  that  without 
doubt  if  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
were  clearly  put  before  the  English 
people  they  would  be  almost  unanimously 
rejected.  If  the  measure  were  made 
a  first-class  Bill  it  would  be  even  more 
unpopular  than  was  the  Licensing  BiU. 
In  considering  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
whpt  was  called  a  criminal  class  had  to  be 
pre-supposed.  Whatever  set  of  laws  was 
made  by  the  State,  there  was  certainly 
a  type  of  man  likely  to  break  these  laws. 
The  ofEences  dealt  with  in  this  BiU  were 
mainly  offences  against  property,  or 
minor  ofEences  which  were  morally  petty, 
but  the  method  of  dealing  with  them 
imposed  what  the  poor  regarded  as  the 
worst  pain  which  could  be  inflicted.  He 
remembered  during  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  that  a  Member  of  this  House, 
who  was  also  a  member  of  what  were 
called  the  governing  families  of  this 
country,  made  some  jokes  about  an  old 
lady  who  stole  some  bacon,  and  he 
wondered  what  the  noble  Lord  thought 
of  those  countries  where  they  punished 
those  who  stole  land?  The  noble  Lord 
appeared  to  think  that  because  an  old 
ladv  who  stole  bacon  was  a  nuisance, 
therefore  there  should  be  an  arbitrary 
right  to  put  her  in  conflnement  for 
a  period  which  might  perfectly  well, 
if  she  were  guilty  of  any  violence, 
extend  throughout  her  life.  Then  there 
was  another  point,  so  general  that  he  was 
not  sure  how  far  it  would  carry  conviction, 
though  it  was  very  plain  and  real  to  him. 
In  this  proposal  they*were  cutting  them- 
selves apart,  and  for  the  first  time,  fiom 
the  whole  traditions  of  legislation,  morals, 
and  jurisprudence  of  civilised  Europe. 
It  was  not  an  unimportant  thing  that 
for  the  first  time,  even  in  a  small 
measure  of  this  kind,  they  were  turning 
their  back  upon  what  had  been  the  theory 
of  jurisprudence  of  this  and  every  other 
civilised  countrv.  It  seemed  to  him  a 
matter  of  considerable  doubt.  There  was 
a  phrase  as  old  as  the  Romans  which  said 
that  a  man  "  purged"  his  sin.  A  due 
punishment  was  weighed  against  his 
offence,  and,  after  enduring  it,  he  was 
free  again,  and  a  responsible  citizen 
again.  That  conception  had  run  through 
the  whole  of  our  morals  and  jurisprudence 
for  3,000  years,  and  it  was  at  the  bidding 


of  pseudo-scientists  with  broken-down 
reputations  like  Lombroso's  that  they 
were  going  to  turn  their  backs  on  the 
whole  of  that  tradition.  When  he  heard 
appeals  to  new  countries — America,  and 
the  Colonies,  and  heaven  knew  where — ^he 
feared  that  the  Members  who  used  them 
had  lost  their  sense  of  things  European 
and  traditional.  The  Bill  would  probably 
become  law  because  there  was  not  a 
single  Member  in  this  House,  and  not 
even  in  the  other  House,  who  could  by 
any  conceivable  set  of  circumstances  be 
inconvenienced  by  its  proposals.  Would 
any  man  who  regarded  these  things 
lightly  ask  himself  how  his  conscience 
stood  in  the  matter  of  right  and  wrong  ? 
They  of  the  well-to-do  classes  knew  that 
they  stood  in  little  danger  from  the  laws^ 
If  they  could  apply  the  indeterminate 
sentence  to  the  type  of  evil  which  well- 
to-do  men  commit,  there  would  be  no 
chance  of  its  passing  into  law  in  this 
House,  and  still  less  in  the  other. 
It  was  almost  certain  to  pass  into 
law,  and  that  was  why  he  spoke 
with  violence.  When  it  was  passed  into 
law  they  would  have  entered  for  the  j&rst 
time  into  that  path  which  all  modern 
pseudo-sociology  was  trying  to  force 
them  into,  at  the  end  of  which  they  had 
the  tyranny  of  bureaucrats.  He  begged 
to  second. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  6,  lioe  6,  to  leave  out  Part  11  of 
the  Bill."— (ifr.  Atherley-Janes,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word 
'  whether'  in  page  5,  line  7,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

♦Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Panoras,  W.) 
said  he  made  no  apology  to  lawyers 
as  a  la3rman  for  taking  part  in  a  debate 
of  this  kind,  because  the  Home  Secretary, 
on  the  First  Beading,  said  it  was  not 
for  lawyers  only  but  every  layman  was 
entitled  to  have  a  full  voice  in  the  new 
policy  of  this  Bill.  He  gave  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  his  support  because 
of  Part  I.  and  he  had  hoped  that  Part 
II.  would  disappear  or  be  modified* 
It  would  be  remembered  that  this 
measure  was  introduced  under  the 
Ten  Minutes  Rule»  read  a  second 
time  at  a  Friday  sitting,  and  then  it 
went  to  the  Standing  Committee,  where 
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lie  gathered  from  TJie  Times  newspaper 
that  there  was  great  difficulty  in  keeping 
a  quorum,  as  there  were  many  interrup- 
tions by  counts.  Therefore,  he  thought 
this  House  ought  to  discuss  fullv  this 
grave  and  important  change  which  it 
was  proposed  to  make  in  the  criminal 
procedure  of  the  country.  The  light 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
distinguished  between  Part  I.  and  Part 
II. ;  he  said  it — 

'*  undoubtedly  raises  new  questions  upon 
which  there  may  be  serious  and,  perhaps, 
strong  differences  of  opinion.*' 

He  (Sir  W.  J.  Collins)  claimed  to 
have  Ual  some  experience  in  these 
matters,  because  he  was  on  the 
board  of  visitors  of  a  convict  prison 
for  five  years,  and  became  acquainted 
with  the  interior  of  such  places.  Under 
the  Act  of  1898  he  opened  the  first  certified 
inebriate  reformatory  of  the  London 
County  Council,  and  he  also  visited  the 
Aylesbury  State  Reformatory  and  the 
asylums  of  the  London  County  Council 
for  ten  years  or  more.  He,  therefore, 
had  had  some  opportunity  of  studying 
this  quesion  of  recidivism  in  criminals, 
and  he  would  give  the  House  his 
experience  as  a  humble  student  of 
criminology.  He  agreed  with  the  mover 
of  the  Amendment  that  it  was  desirable 
to  know  whence  had  come  the  proposal 
which  they  were  now  discussing.  What 
was  the  genesis  and  origin  of  this  Part 
II.  of  this  Prevention  of  Crimes  Bill  ? 
It  had  been  stated  in  previous  debates 
that  the  origin  of  this  Part  II.  was  the 
result  of  the  Report  of  a  certain  Com- 
mittee which  sat  in  1894,  but  he  would 
ask  thi  House  to  compare  what  it 
recommended  with  the  provisions  of  thi^> 
measure.  The  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1894  contemplated  the — 

"  Se^egation  of  habitnals  for  long  periods  of 
d<  tention,  during  which  they  would  not  be 
treated  with  the  severity  of  hard  labour  or 
penal  servitude,  but  would  be  forced  to  work 
under  less  onerous  conditions." 

They  did  not  advocate  penal  servitude 
first,  with  detention  afterwards,  but 
less  one  ous  c  -n  i  ions  from  the  first ; 
in  other  words,  they  regarded  these 
criminals,  not  as  incorrigibles,  but  as 
having  some  hope  of  redemption.  They 
did  not  recommend  eternal  damnation 
or  indefinite  detention  at  the  pleasure 
of  the  Home  Secretary.     The  right  hon. 

Sir  W.  J.  Collins. 


Gentleman  said,  with  regard  to  these 
criminals,  that  hope  and  not  fear  was  the 
best  antidote  to  criminal  habits,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  from  what  he  had 
observed  of  those  undergoing  penal 
servitude,  that  their  eager  hope  was  to  get 
release,  but  if  they  were  to  have  the 
penal  servitude  to  expiate  the  crime 
first  and  an  additional  indeterminate 
detention  at  the  end  of  it,  he  thought 
it  would  engender  not  hope  but  despair, 
and  the  words  of  Coleridge  would  apply — 

**  Work  without  hope  draws  nectar  in  a  sieve. 
And  hope  without  an  object  cannot  live.*' 

He  thought  that  this  would  be  the  result 
of  this  additional  preventive  detention 
which  they  too  would  have  to  forward 
to.  He  should  have  thought  it  was  a 
case  of — 

**  Abandon  hope  all  ye  who  enter  here." 

What  was  the  origin  of  this  plan  ?  It 
would  be  found,  not  in  the  Reports  of  any 
independent  Committee,but  it  emanated 
from  prison  officials,  and  would  be  found 
in  the  Report  of  the  Prison  CommisBion 
of  1901-1902.  He  knew  what  good 
work  the  Chairman  of  that  Commission 
had  done,  but  he  thought  he  was  undoing 
it  by  the  Amendments  he  had  pressed 
upon  the  Home  Office.  These  were 
the  results  of  the  Reports  of  a 
bureaucratic  Commission,  and  not  of 
any  independent  inquiry.  It  was 
said  to  be  easy  to  draw  the  line 
between  the  mad  and  the  bad,  but  he 
ventured  to  submit  that  it  was  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  tlo  so.  Those  who 
took  cognisance  of  these  matters  recog- 
nised  a  large  class  of  borderland  cases 
where  it  was  difficult  to  say  if  the  people 
were  mad  or  bad.  He  reciUed  the 
case  of  a  woman  who  had  had  name  rous 
short  sentences  in  HoUoway  and 
graduated  thence  to  a  certified  re- 
formatory and  thence  to  the  State 
Reformatory  where,  after  repeated 
confinement  in  the  punishment  cell,  diet 
punishment  and  straight  waistcoat,  she 
was  reported  to  be  insane  and  sent  to  an 
asylum  where  the  medical  officer  re- 
ported— 

'*  She  has  been  extremely  morose  since  her 
admission  here,  and  puts  one  in  mind  of  a  wild 
animal  at  bay.  Last  night  she  attempted 
suicide  in  a  very  determined  manner  by  tying 
some  thread  tightly  round  her  throat,  u 
asked  to  give  a  name  to  her  mental  cooditioa* 
I  should  be  inclined  to  describe  it  at  moral 
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iiiMBity  and  suicidal  impulse,  and  I  think  the 
propKMis  is  yery  unfavourable." 

Tiiese  cases  of  moral  insanity  he 
tlioQght  oar  system  failed  entirely  or 
very  largely  to  weed  out  from  our 
pnflons.  In  all  cases  of  reclamation 
or  in  any  system  of  the  allotment  of 
rewards  and  punishments,  they  must 
postulate  the  existence  of  a  will  amenable 
to  BQch  influences  as  were  brought  to  bear 
in  the  process  of  reclamation,  amenable, 
tint  is,  to  the  ordinary  motives  of 
condnct.  Unless  one  had  the  co-operation 
of  the  individual  one  was  really  fishing 
in  fishless  waters  in  attempting  to 
get  any  man  or  woman  to  improve. 
He  was  not  surprised  to  hear  the  Home 
Secretary  say  that  anything  was  better 
than  the  present  system,  because  in 'the 
Committee  upstairs  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  said — 

**  "Hie  prison  authorities  now  had  no  responsi^ 
Nfitj  for  the  prisoner's  moral  condition  or 
fitve  welfare  put  upon  them  by  law,  and  they 
*vre  not  bound  to  turn  him  out  a  better  man 
th«&  be  went  in.*' 

Toder  these  circumstances  one  was  not 
mrpiised  that  50  per  cent,  returned 
Again,  when  no  effort  was  made  to  turn 
a  man  oat  better  than  when  he  went 
ifi.  But  a  far  more  important  matter 
was  the  aspect  of  the  mental  condition 
of  these  persons.  The  Home  Secretary 
Umself  said,  when  this  question  was 
nised  on  Second  Reading,  that  many 
of  these  persons  were  mentally  deficient. 

•Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Not  the  class  we 
are  dealing  with  in  this  Bill.  i^ 

•Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  said  the  right  hon. 
^tleman  said  they  made  a  distinction 
between  "habituals"  and  '*profes- 
wjnals." 

*Ma.  GLADSTONE  said  he  quite  agreed. 
Tkey  made  a  distinction,  but  they  dis- 
tof  nished,  not  as  regarded  their  state 
ol  mind,  but  with  regard  to  the  class  of 
<^nme  committed.  The  class  his  hon. 
frioid  designated  committed,  mostly  the 
■oaD  offences,  petty  larceny,  small 
^^>fedation,  and  were  generally  vagrants. 
He  particularly  said  that  that  was  not 
^  class  tticy^were  dealing  with  imder 
^BOL  p 

•Sia  W.  J.  COLLINS  referred]  the 
n^t  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Report 
^  the  Prisons  Commission,,  which  stated 


that  with  regard  to  Parkhurst  Prison 
many  persons  had  been  foun^  insane, 
after  many  months  of  imprisonment, 
against  whom  every  class  of  crime 
was  recorded.  It  was  true,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  on 
the  Second  Reading,  that  this  question 
of  mental  deficiency  was  a  great  problem, 
and  ought  to  be  dealt  with;  but,  con- 
tinued the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  could 
not  deal  with  it  under  this  Bill.  They 
would  have  to  await  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Feeble-minded 
before  they  could  deal  with  it.  Since 
the  Second  Reading,  that  Commission  had 
reported,  and  he  found  in  the  pages  of  that 
Report  ample  corroboration  of  what  he 
had  been  saying.  That  Report  teemed 
with  evidence  that  showed  that  even 
under  the  present  system  there  were  many 
cases  besides  those  who  were  certified 
as  insane  who  were  mentally  defective 
and  not  amenable  to  prison  discipline. 
Tney  say — 

*'  At  the  house  of  detention  a  large  proportion 
are  feeble-minded  or  lunatic.  Of  these  weak* 
mindeds  (according  to  Dr.  Scott)  a  number 
are  sent  to  prison.  .  .  .  Many  who  are  only 
partially  responsible  are  punisbed  .  .  .  this 
complicates  the  administration  of  justice.'' 

The  same  is  true  at  Pentonville — 

"  Dr.  Parker  Wilson  said  that  in  that  prison 
about  100  prisoners  a  year  were  so  far 
mentally  afilicted  as  to  be  quite  unfit  for 
prison  discipline.  .  .  .  Besides  these  there  are 
not  less  than  20  per  cent,  of  the  prisoners 
who  show  signs  of  mental  inefficiency.* 

And  again,  as  Dr.  Smalley  says — 

"  Though  the  less  grave  forms  of  crime  pre- 
dominate, there  is  a  jwtentiality  in  the  feeble- 
minded class  for  crimes  of  a  more  serious 
character;  many  are  eventually  sent  into 
penal  servitude." 

He  could  quote  page  after  page  to  the  same 
effect,  but  he  would  only  give  one  more 
quotation.  The  authors  of  the  Report 
were  perfectly  familiar  with  the  Home 
Office  Rules,  and  the  Report  said — 

"These  regulations,  good  as  they  are,  do 
not  suffice.  The  conditions  of  oommittAl  and 
discharge  will  have  to  be  altered  if  remedial 
reforms  are  to  be  made.  ...  In  regard  to 
those  committed  to  convict  prisons  the  same 
evils  obtain  .  .  .  here  they  are  treated  as  this 
reiterated  evidence  shows,  without  hope  and 
without  purpose.  .  .  .  This  is  an  evil  of  the 
very  greatest  magnitude." 

And  they    recommend   that   Courts   of 
Justice  should  be  empowered — 

"To  order  the  detention  of  a  convicted 
mentally  defective  person  in  a  suitable  insti- 
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tatioQ  instead  of  pronoanoing  a  sentence  of 
imprisonment." 

That  justified  the  statement  that  he 
had  made,  that  very  little  discrimination 
took  place  to  find  out  those  who  were 
bad  and  those  who  were  mad.  He 
deeply  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  associated  his 
honoured  name  with  this  portion  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  an  advance  in  the 
direction  of  ameliorating  prison  condi- 
tions, but  was  tending  to  undo  the  great 
work  done  by  John  Howard  and  Sir 
Samuel  Romilly,  and  he  should  go  into 
the  lobby  against  it. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  as 
he  had  been  in  his  past  life  an 
habitual  criminal  he  took  some  interest 
in  this  question,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  he  could  not  understand 
how  any  English  House  of  Conmions 
could  for  a  moment  entertain  such 
a  proposal  to  leave  the  liberty  of 
these  unfortunate  people  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Judge.  The  proposal  that  they 
^hould  be  detained  for  an  unlimited 
period  was  a  scandalous  and  retrograde 
one  and  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the 
trend  of  modem  legislation.  He  had 
often  noticed  the  want  of  due  apprecia- 
tion among  people  generally  as  to  the 
punishment  it  was  for  a  human  being 
to  be  deprived  of  his  liberty.  It  was 
often  regarded  as  a  very  slight  matter 
in  this  House,  whereas  it  was  in  fact 
a  terrible  punishment.  No  matter  how 
humanely  they  might  treat  the  prisoners, 
the  very  fact  that  they  were  not  at 
liberty  but  were  locked  in  cells  under 
the  orders  of  warders  and  were  com- 
pelled to  forfeit  the  sunlight  and  air, 
the  freedom  which  the  poorest  tramp 
enjoyed,  was  a  very  great  punishment 
indeed.  He  had  known  people  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  express  surprise  that 
the  poor  preferred  to  sleep  out  in  the 
open  rather  than  submit  to  the  restraint 
of  workhouses,  and  he  did  not  wonder 
at  that,  because  of  all  the  privileges  that 
man  enjoyed  in  this  world  the  dearest 
was  that  of  liberty.  He  said,  having 
endured  it  himself,  that  there  were  few 
punishments  more  severe  than  that  of 
living  under  the  direction  of  other  men, 
unable  to  leave  a  room  8  feet  by  4  feet 
for  hours   in  the   day  without  getting 
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permission  to  do  so.  It  was  a  terrible 
thing  to  invite  a  Judge  to  deprive  a- 
human  being  of  his  liberty  for  an  indefi* 
nite  period,  not  only  on  account  of  the 
ofience  for  which  he  was  charged,  but  be- 
cause  of  some  police  record  of  his  past — 
a  record  which  was  often  exceedingly 
false,  because  those  unfortunate  people, 
who  were  more  or  less  outcasts  of  society^ 
were  in  a  most  indefensible  position  witk 
regard  to  the  record  of  their  past  Uvea 
and  very  much  at  the  mercy  of  the 
police.  When  one  was  imprisoned,  his 
mind  naturally  fixed  itself  upon  the  hope 
of  release.  The  one  redeeming  con- 
sideration in  the  term  of  imprisonment 
was  that  there  was  a  term  to  it  and  that 
the  prisoner's  mind  was  always  working 
in  the  consideration  that  he  might  get 
out;  and  the  most  humane  provision 
was  the  power  given  to  the  prisoner  to 
earn  a  shortening  of  his  sentence.  It 
was  now  proposed,  lightly  and  without 
grounds,  to  take  away  that  one  gleam, 
of  hope.  It  was  proposed  that  there 
should  be  indefinite  preventive  detention 
after  the  sentence  of  penal  servitude  or 
imprisonment.  Of  course,  he  might  hope 
sooner  or  later,  before  he  died,  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  let  him  out  if  he 
behaved  well ;  but  there  was  no  definite 
time  at  which  he  had  the  right  to  get 
out.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  most 
extraordinary  exacerbation  and  increase 
of  the  punishment  of  imprisonment.  He 
would  point  out  also  the  crimes  for  which, 
a  man  or  woman  might  be  sentenced 
to   this   preventive   detention.  The 

expression  "  crime,"  the  Bill  said,  meant 
in  England  and  Ireland  any  felony,  or 
offence  of  uttering  counterifeit  coin,  or 
getting  goods  or  money  by  fabe  pfe- 
tences,  or  oftences  of  conspiracy  to  de- 
fraud, or  any  misdemeanour  under 
Section  58  of  the  Larceny  Act.  That 
extended,  he  presumed,  to  petty  larceny 
and  small  offences  ;  and  for  these  smalU 
petty  offences  an  unfortunate  wretch 
might  be  sentenced  to  this  preventive 
system,  during  which  time  he  was  to  be 
subjected  to  the  same  treatment  as 
under  penal  servitude  or  ordinary  im- 
prisonment. There  was  nothing  at  any 
rate  to  ensure  that  he  would  not  be.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  present  treat- 
ment in  the  gaols  of  this  country  was, 
in  his  opinion,  a  great  reproach  to  the 


M 


Prevention  of 


{24  November  19:8} 


Cnme  BiU. 


24^ 


Govemment  of  the  country.    They  were 

ftccQstomed  to  find  fault,  and  be  ex- 

tiemely  critical  of  Russia,  France,  and 

other  foreign   countries;      but  it  was 

his  deliberate   conviction — and   at  one 

p^iod  of  his  life  he  had  opportunities  of 

obtaining  information  on  the  subject — 

tliAt,on  the  who  le,the  prisoners  of  most 

European    countries,    including   Russia, 

vere  hx  better  treated  than  the  prisoners 

of  this  country.    He  did  not  say  that  in 

iD06t  cases  the  prisons  were  so  sanitary, 

becaose  he  would  say  that  the  prisons  of 

England  and  Ireland  were  kept  in  an 

extremely  sanitary  condition  and  that 

the  death-rate  had  been  reduced  to  an 

exceedingly  low  point ;  but,  so  far  as  the 

mental  sufferings  of  the  inmates  was 

coQcemed,    he    believed    the    Russian 

fiYBtem  was  infinitely  superior.        There 

wu  more  association  and  less  of  that 

iwful  system  of  shutting  a  man  up  for 

i  year  and  not  allowing  him  to  speak 

to  his  fellow   men — a  S3rstem      which, 

in  his  opinion,  was  largely  responsible 

in  those    cases    of    semi-lunacy.      It 

took  a  very  strong  mind  to  undergo 

imprisonment    in    this    country   for   a 

prolonged    period    and    remain    sane. 

There  were  many  men  who  had  gone 

ittto  prison    perfectly    sane    and    who 

h«i  emerged  from  it  semi-insane  after 

»me  years    of    this    suffering.     This 

vu,  therefore,  in  his  opinion,  a  retro- 

pide  clause  which  ought  not  to  have 

^  introduced  into  a  Bill  which  had 

for  its  main  object  the  reform  of  the 

prison  system.     He  was  a  great  believer 

n  the  possibility  of  so  reforming  the 

prison  83r8tem — and  he  believed  it  was 

tbe  dnty  of  everybody  to  endeavour  so 

to  reform  it — that  it    might  not  only 

be  pnnitive    but   curative.    The    main 

^ject  of  prisons  ought  to  be  curative 

nther  than  punitive.     He  did  not  go 

"^  far  as  great  thinkers  such  as  Tolstoi 

^  held  it  a  great  crime  to  imprison 

U7  man.    He  believed  it  was  sometimes 

*  dotv  to  society  to  do  so,  but  society 

"»ed  prisoners  a  duty  scientifically  to 

^jnst  the  system  so  that  as  far  as  pos- 

Mble  it  might  be  curative.    The  system 

*t  present  was  not  curative ;    it  was  a 

asddening  system.    The  first  thing  they 

<»^t  to  do  was,  not  to  give  their  in- 

ntttion   to   Judges   to   pass   indefinite 

"  tences,  but  to  humanise  the  whole 

*^rtem  ard  turn  the  prisons  into  some- 


thing more  than  places  of  restraint- 
He  remembered  once  going  into  the 
great  prison  of  New  York.  There  were 
more  than  a  thousand  prisoners  there* 
They  were  engaged  in  useful  labour^ 
associated  together  like  rational  human 
beings,  though  no  doubt  they  were 
watched  by  armed  guards  and  every 
precaution  was  taken  to  prevent  any 
outbreak  of  violence.  If  anyone 
offended  he  was  quite  propsrly  removed 
to  the  disciplinary  prison.  They  were 
all  leading  rational  and  human  lives,, 
associated  and  working  together  during 
many  hours  of  the  day.  He  came  away 
from  that  prison  without  the  impresion 
of  horror  which  was  left  after  an  in- 
vestigation of  our  solitary  confinement 
system.  It  was  a  pity  that  in  a  Bill  of 
this  character  such  a  retrograde  clause 
should  be  inserted. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  had  Ustened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speeches  that 
had  been  made.  With  regard  to  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  Durham,  hi& 
speech  was  in  all  respects  a  travesty  of 
what  was  proposed  by  the  Bill.  He  had 
drawn  a  picture  of  a  retired  grocer  as 
Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions,  without 
any  check,  ruthlessly  sending  one  prisoner 
after  another  for  indeterminate  detention,, 
but  he  omitted  to  tell  the  House  how 
many  restrictions  there  were  upon  that* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sajford  did  not 
leave  him  much  to  answer,  because,  as 
he  said,  he  did  not  concern  himself  with 
details.  He  said  only  criminals  were 
competent  to  deal  with  great  subjects  of 
criminal  jurisprudence. 

Mr.  BELLOC  :  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
said  anything  as  silly  as  that  in  my  life* 

*Mr.  GLADSTONE  was  sorry  if  he  had 
misrepresented  the  hon.  Member,  but  he 
understood  him  to  say  that  no  Member 
of  that  House  or  of  another  placfe  was  in 
the  least  competent  to  deal  with  the 
question,  seeing  that  not  a  single  Member 
in  either  House  had  any  chance  of 
personal  experience  of  what  was  provided* 
He  thought  that  was  the  disqualification 
in  the  hon.  Member's  mind,  but  he  passed 
from  that.  The  last  two  speeches  that 
they  had  heard  had  been  distinguished 
for  one  thing  above  all  others,  and  that 
was  that  they  had  denounced  and 
criticised  in  the  most  ruthless  terms  the 
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present  system  of  penal  servitude  ard 
imprisonment.     He   agreed   with  them 
to    a   considerable  extent,    and   it  was 
because  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  friends 
that  the    Government  had  brought    in 
this  Bill.    He  maintained  that  the  Bill 
was  in  no  sense  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  described  it  to  be.    It 
was  right  enough  to  say  that  the  one 
great  element  of  hope  in  the  mind  of  the 
prisoner  was  the  thought  of  release.   That 
was  why  the  Government  had  brought  in 
the  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  was,  and 
r.lso  because  they  wished  to  see  the  man 
who   was    committed    to   this    indeter- 
minate detention  have  constantly  in  his 
mind  the  prospect  of  release  as  soon  as 
he  gave  satisfactory  assurance  that  he 
was  ready  to  lead  an  honest  life,  and  that 
he  had  in  his  own  hand  the  key  of  his 
c^wn  release.    He  was  afraid  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  read  the  Bill  all  through, 
r.nd    hoped    he     had     not     altogether 
made  up  his  mind.    He  maintained,  in 
the  first  instance,  that  the  policy  of  long, 
fixed   sentences   had   absolutely   broken 
down  in  this  country.    That  was  his  first 
position.    He  would  give  a  few  typical 
cases  of  the  kind  of  man  they  had  in  their 
mind,  and  with  whom  the  system  would 
deal.    A.,    thirty-eight    years    of    age, 
received  his  first  conviction  at  twenty- 
five  ;    had  served  sentences  of  two  and 
six  years  penal  servitude  for  forgery ; 
now  imdergoing  ten  years  for  the  same 
offence ;   time  actually  spent  in  prison, 
seven  and  a  half  years ;  a  well-educated 
man,  a  professional  forger.    B.,  forty-five 
years  of  age,  received  his  first  conviction 
at  twenty-nine ;    served  three  terms  of 
penal  servitude  and  eleven  sentences  for 
stealing ;    now   undergoing  three   years 
penal  servitude  for  stealing  and  receiving ; 
eleven  and  a  half  years  in  prison.    C., 
forty  years  of  age,  received  first  conviction 
at  tw^ty-seven ;    served  thirteen   sen- 
tences for  stealing  and  housebreaking ; 
now  serving  five  years  for  larceny ;  nine 
years  actually  in  prison.    D.,  thirty-one 
years  of  age  ;   first  conviction,  eighteen  ; 
served   nineteen    sentences   for   stealing 
and  shopbreaking ;    now  serving  three 
years  penal  servitude  for  stealing ;  seven 
and  a  half  years  in  prison.    These  were 
no  ordinary  cases.     They  were  not  men 
who  had  fallen  into  crime  in  their  youth, 
who  were  bred  up  among  evil  surround- 
ings.    Except  the  last  man,  they  began 
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their  criminal  career  when  nearly  thirty 
years  old,  and  then  took  to  it  profession- 
ally. As  they  took  to  it,  so,  if  they  chose, 
they  could  leave  it.    How  were  they  to 
deal  with  them  ?    Were  they  going  to 
continue    the    ridiculous    system    as    it 
existed  now,  founded  on  retaliation,  to 
which    the    hon.    Member    for    Salford 
seemed  wedded — the  long  fixed  sentence 
of  ten,  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  the  slow 
dragging  time  that  crushed  a  man,  body 
and  soul,  with  no  prospect    of  release, 
till    the    erd     of     th*^     fixed     period 
with  no  hope  in  him  but  dull  savage 
determination  when  he  came  out  to  have 
his  revenge,  so  far  as  he  could,  on  society  t 
He  agreed  that  they  ought  to  fight  against 
the  notion  that  there  was  a  class  of 
stereotjrped    criminal    who    must    exist 
whatever  they  did ;   and  what  they  had 
to  do  was  to  try  to  stop  crime  at  its 
source,  as^they  had  done  in  the  Probation 
Act  and  in  the  Children  Act,  and  as  they 
proposed  to  do  in  part  of  this  Bill.    But 
as  things  were,  they  had  a  large  number 
of  men  who  were  professional  criminals, 
with  no  intention  of  being  anything  else 
unless  proper  coercion,  or  proper  reforma- 
tion, was  applied.    What  was  the  present 
system  ?    How  could  there  be  any  true 
relation  between  the  measure  of  a  man's 
guilt  and  the  measure  of  the  suffering 
and  the  punishment  which  he  endured 
under  a  fixed  sentence  ?    What  justice 
was  there  in  it  ?     It  was  tragic  in  its 
effect  on   prisoners.     If  they  came   to 
short  sentences — he  was  speaking  now  of 
this  distinct  class — what  good  did  it  do  ? 
These  men  laughed  at  it.     The  present 
system  was  cruel  and  dangerous  —  cruel 
because  imder  these  fixed  sentences  it 
gave  no  hope  to  a  man,  and  it  gave  no 
incentive  to  the  prison  authorities  to  use 
the  best  means  to  reclaim  them.     It  was 
dangerous  because    it    was    ineffective. 
Recidivism     was     increasing     notwith- 
standing the   spread   of  education.    In 
1903,  out  of   2,041  prisoners,  73*9  per 
cent,  were  previously  convicted  ;  in  1908, 
out    of   2,376    prisoners,    82    per    cent, 
were  previously  convicted.    This  class  was 
increasing.    In  dealing  with  this  class  the 
present  system  was  a  failure.   It  did  not 
reform  them,  and  was  cruel.    It  was  im- 
portant the  House  should  bear  in  mind 
that  this  new  institution — he  would  not 
call   it   a   prison — was   to    be  different 
and  distinct  from  prisons  as  they  now 
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Technically    it    would   be    a 
pdsoii  ia  that  prison  rules  and  forcible 
detention  would  apply,  but  in  its  working 
it  would  be  essentiidly  different.  It  would 
be  built  in  a  different  and  selected  type 
OQ  a  site  specially  suitable,  on  a  design 
carefully    and    specially    thought    out, 
and    its    inmates    were    to    be   treated 
in  a  special  manner.      It    was  urged 
igtinst   the   Bill   that    its    worst    part 
was   Uiat    it    proposed    that    a    man 
should  first  go  through  a  sentence  of 
penal    servitude.    The    reason    for    the 
prehminary  sentence  was  that  thb  new 
institution  was  to  be  different  in  its  whole 
spirit  from  t^e  ordinaryprison.   His  design 
was  that  it  should  be  a  place  for  reforma- 
tioQ  as  well  as  of  detention.    If  a  place 
d  that  sort  was  organised,  it  was  neces- 
sanr  it  should  be  kept  from   some  of 
the    characteristics    of    the    ordinary 
pniOQ  life.    If  there  was  no  preliminary 
sentence,  and   a    man    taken   in    some 
korrible    or    disgusting    offence,     some 
brotal  robbery  with  violence  were  sent 
stzai^t  into  it,  it  would  ruin  the  whole 
conception  of  the  place.    He  would  go 
in  red  hot  from  crime,  without  any  period 
for  reflection,   and,   perhaps,   with   the 
determination   to   make   things   as   xm- 
pleasant  as  possible.    It  was  necessary, 
therefore,  that  these  men  should  go  first 
br  a  period  of  detention  in  prison.    The 
man  would  have  to  be  punished  for  the 
rtime  of  which  he  was  convicted.    It 
was  necessary  that  a  man  should  first 
undergo   a    period   of   penal   servitude. 
That  had  be^  the  opinion  in  the  Colonies 
where  the  indeterminate  system  had  been 
a<lopted.  Three  of  the  Australian  Colonies 
had  adopted  the  indeterminate  sentences 
preceded  by  a  period  of  imprisonment.  It 
was  necessary  that  the  man  should  recog- 
use  clearly  the  distinction  between  the 
pvnitive    period    in    a    convict    prison 
ttd  detenticm  in  the  reforming  institu- 
tkm.    This   period   of  detention   would 
hst  as  bug  as  the  man  persisted  in  his 
intention  to  lead  a  criminal  life.    If  he 
giTe  reasonable    undertaking    that    he 
Beast  to  turn  over  a  new  life  and  lead 
s  fiie  of  honest  work,  he  would  have  a 
rhiuce  of  carrjing  out  his' intention  at 
the  end  of  one,  two,  or  three  years  ;  that 
he  could  settle  for  himself.    And  it  was 
nnportan  t  to  remember  that  the  prelimin- 
vy  period  of  imprisonment  would  have 
Ml  important    bearing    on    the    man's 


future.  During  that  period  he  might 
by  his  conduct  earn  remission,  the 
Home  Secretary  could  shorten  the  period 
and  by  good  behaviour  he  would  have 
an  earlier  transfer  to  the  detention  insti- 
tution. That  was  to  take  the  place  of 
the  present  system— doing  time,  that 
hateful  phrase,  with  reversion  to  orims  at 
the  end  of  it.  Under  the  Bill  the  man 
would  know  when  he  entered  prison  that 
he  would  afterwards  go  into  detention 
and  would  be  detained  imtil  he  gave 
reasonable  guarantee  that  he  would  turn 
over  a  new  leaf. 

Mr.  DILLON :  How  can  the  man  give 
a  guarantee  ? 

♦Mr.:GLADSTONE  said  he  would  deal 
with  that  point  later.  At  the  moment 
he  was  tr^dng  to  link  up  the  two  forms 
of  detention.  In  the  convict  prison 
the  offender  would  recognise  facts,  he 
would  understand  that  the  State,  having 
got  hold  of  him,  would  not  allow  him  to 
revert  to  his  life  of  cr{me,  he  would 
recognise  liis  position,  and  though  it  could 
not  be  said  that  all  would  do  so,  certainly 
a  great  nimiber  would  see,  either  through 
awakening  of  conscience  or  working 
of  reason,  that  it  would  be  to  their 
interest,  that  it  would  pay  them  better 
to  give  up  crime  and  try  to  settle  to 
honest  ways  of  life.  Therefore,  he  hoped 
he  had  made  clear  that  the  period  of 
preliminary  imprisonment  and  the  period 
of  the  indeterminate  detention  must  be 
taken  together  and  worked  together* 
It  might  be  said :  "  How  do  you  deal 
with  the  criminal  who  has  been  sentenced 
to  a  long  term  of  penal  servitude  ?  It  is 
a  monstrous  thing  that  a  man  who  may 
have  been  sentenced  to  ten  or  fifteen 
years  penal  servitude  should  have  to 
undergo  an  indeterminate  term  of  deten- 
tion after  that."  He  agreed  there  might 
be  a  danger.  He  did  not  for  a  moment 
think  that  such  a  harsh  sentence  would 
be  imposed.  If  such  an  extreme  case 
happened  it  would  be  perfectly  easy  for 
the  Home  Secretary  to  adjust  the  matter 
if  it  required  adjustment.  But  what 
would  the  Ju'^.ges  do  ?  The  Judges,  he 
was  sure,  would  administer  the  Act  wisely 
and  well.  In  the  case  of  a  man  who  had 
three  records  against  him  and  was  con- 
victed of  the  fourth  qualifying  ofienrcr 
the  Judge  would  not  proceed  to  senter 
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liim  forthwith;  the  prisoner  would 
be  further  charged  with  recidivism,  and 
if  he  were  found  guilty  of  that  by  the 
jury  the  Judge  would  then  pronounce 
Bentence.  The  Judge  in  imposing  that 
sentence  would  obviously  have  regard 
to  the  whole  case  and  to  the  prisoner's 
character  and  record.  If  he  thought 
the  man  were  more  sinned  against  than 
fiinninfr  the  Judge  wou^d  make  his  penal 
servitude  short,  so  that  he  might  soon 
reach  the  indeterminate  period,  and  so 
obtain  an  early  release.  Safeguards  were 
provided  against  the  harsh  working  of 
the  Bill.  In  the  first  place  the  Public 
Prosecutor^  had  to  sanction  any  pro- 
•ceedings,  and  to  that  provision  he 
rsttached  great  importance.  He  would 
tell  the  House  why.  That  provision 
would  avoid  the  danger  to  the  individual 
which  might  result  from  a  zealous 
'policeman  who  was  too  eager  to  proceed 
against  some  inconvenient  person  in  the 
locality,  and  who  did  not  take  enough 
trouble  to  find  out  whether  he  was  a  man 
who  ought  to  be  treated  in  the  way  pro- 
posed. The  duty  of  finding  out  would 
be^put  on  the  Public  Prosecutor  who 
would  have  to  satisfy  himself  carefully 
^3  to  previous  records  and  as  to  whether 
the  person  concerned  was  a  proper  sub- 
ject for  being  dealt  with  in  this  way.  His 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  West  St. 
Pancras  seemed  to  think  that  half-witted 
people,  those  on  the  road  to  insanity, would 
be  put  into  these  places  without  any 
Testrictions.  That  would  not  be  so  at  all. 
Precautions  would  be  taken  against 
prisoners  who  were  mentally  deficient 
being  dealt  with  undei:  this  part  of  the 
Bill  as  habitual  offenders. 

Sib   W.   J.   COLLINS   asked   if   the 
-measure  provided  for  any  improvement 
in  the  present  arrangements  for  ascertain- 
ing  whether   a   prisoner  was   mentally 
<^deficient. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  it  was  im- 
possible to  provide  in  set  terms  for  the 
particular  medical  examination  that  each 
individual  should  receive  ;  but  his  hon. 
friend  might  take  it  from  him — and 
he  spoke,  not  only  for  himself,  but  for 
the  Office  which  he  represented  and 
for  the  Prison  Commissioners — that  all 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  the 
kct  would  in  each  case  of  the  indictment 

Mr,  QladsUme. 


of  a  person  for  being  an  habitual  offender 
carefully  look  into  it  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  character  of  the  man. 
The  personality  and  the  circimistances 
of  the  accused  man  would  be  considered. 
No  mentally-deficient  person  would  be 
placed  in  the  category  of  the  habitual 
offenders.  Such  cases  would  at  once 
be  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  proper 
officials,  who  would  take  care  that  they 
received  the  best  treatment  that  could 
be  given  in  the  circumstances.  Let 
the  House  also  remember  that  in  addition 
to  the  safeguard  through  the  Public 
Prosecutor,  the  jury  had  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  man  was  an  habitual  offender.  The 
Judge  had  to  be  satisfied,  likewise,  and 
in  the  background  there  was  the  Home 
Secretary  who  would  exercise  in  this, 
as  in  other  cases,  the  prerogative  of 
mercy.  The  man  had  also  an  unqualified 
right  of  appeal.  Then  if  Clauses  12  to  14  « 
were  carefully  looked  at,  it  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  all  concerned 
so  to  treat  these  people  that  they  should 
be  discharged  as  soon  as  they  were 
capable  of  earning  an  honest  livelihood  ; 
and  that  when  they  were  discharged 
on  licence  they  were  put  under  super- 
vision, personal  or  of  some  society,  so 
that  when  they  left  prison  they  would 
get  a  lift  which  would  induce  them  not 
to  go  back  to  criminal  associations,  as 
now  happened.  Subsection  (2)  of  Clause 
12  made  it  mandatory  on  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  discharge  a  prisoner  at  the 
expiration  of  ten  years  unless  he  had 
definite  reason  to  believe,  on  informatioii 
given  by  the  police,  that  the  prisoner 
would  relapse  into  crime.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  if  they  were 
going  to  undertake  a  work  of  this  kind 
they  should  make  it  complete.  He 
maintained  on  the  authority  of  many 
criminologists  in  America  and  elsewhere, 
that  the  fact  of  there  being  an  indeter* 
minate  period  of  detention  was  of  great 
assistance  in  steadying  down  hardened 
offenders.  Some  men  if  thev  knew  there 
was  a  fixed  date  for  release  would 
persist  in  defiance  of  reformatory  in> 
fluences.  They  should  know  from  the 
first  that  persistency  in  criminal  intent 
can  be  of  no  avail.  He  wished  to  hasten 
the  process  of  reformation.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  this  power  of  enforcing 
an  indeterminate  sentence  would  be 
used    except   in    rare   and    exceptional 
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dicmiLBtaiices.     He     did    not    believe 
tbt  these  men  would  stay   in   prison 
iat  more   than    three    or  fooi    years, 
bat,  supposing  that  there  were   some 
pnsonen  who  knew  that  they  most  go 
oat  at  the  end  of  ten  years,  and  who 
pretended  that  if  they  were  allowed  to  go 
free,  that  they   would  live   an  honest 
Ik  md  not  go  back  to  their  old  game 
of  forgery  or  housebreaking,  they  might 
odf  do  80  in  order  to  have  six  months 
<ir  A  jear  of  the  old  life  which  they 
thought  was    much   greater    fun    than 
bong  honest.     Suppose  that  was  known 
—and  sach  things  did  get   known   in 
piiaon— there  ought  to  be  some  power  to 
detain  these  men  in  prison  instead  of 
tllowing  them  to  go  free.    The  House 
would  remember  that  when  special  cases 
uoie  these  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment.  He  had  every  reason  to  know 
from  personal    experience    that   these 
cues  were  taken  notice  of  in  Parliament. 
HftTing  regard  to  the  practical  necessity 
of  keeping  these  men  in  prison,  this  one 
nun  leaervation  was  advisable.     The 
Booae    could     be     satisfied     that     in 
fiet   the     Act     would    compel     them 
to  release     these     men     as    soon     as 
they  possibly  could.    It  had  been  said 
that  Uiere  was  no  guarantee  for  milder 
treatment  under  this  new  system.    All 
he  could  say  was  that  they  bound  them- 
seirefl  to  what  he  had  said  in  the  House  ; 
*nd  he  called  attention  to  the  Amend- 
nenti  which  he  had  put  on  the  Paper 
to  insert  at  the  end  of  Clause  11  to  the 
^i>Oowing  effect :    "  Persons  undergoing 
pitnentive  detention  shall  be  subjected 
to  ndi   disciplinary    and    reformative 
laiheaoes,  and   shall   be    employed  on 
^  work  as  may  be  best  fitted  to  make 
ihem  able  and  willing  to  earn  an  honest  live- 
Shood  on  discharge.''     They  were  going  to 
eetaUidia  different  system.  His  hon.  friend 
^  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  had 
fwted  words  .which  he  had  used  upstairs 
a  Oonunittee,  with  regard  to  our  present 
priion  ByBtem    and    the    responsibility 
'pon  pnson  warders  and  officials.    Their 
<>Nigiiion  now  was  to  keep  the  prisoners 
^r   detention,    but    there    was    no 
ohbgation  upon  them  to  reform  them, 
«id  the  average  man  shapes  his  conduct 
^^o^^hug  to  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
pit  T^>on  him.     These  officials  were  very 
^*^  verj  kind  friends  to  the  prisoner ; 
"*«*y  i  kindly  act   even  of  a   warder 


had  been*  of  great  use  to  a  prisoner, 
but  there  was  no  system  in  it  at  all. 
It  was  a  system  of  rigid  detention 
modified  by  the  recent  provision  of 
progressive  stages  and  remission  for  good 
CO  id  let.  They  intended  that  the  higher 
respo  isibh  staff  in  this  new  institution 
should  be  specially  trained  to  new 
work,  and  their  work  would  not  only 
be  judged  by  their  success  in  keeping 
people  imder  detention,  but  by  their 
success  in  discharging  them  week  by 
week,  month  by  month,  and  year  by 
year.  Active  w»-rk  w<)uld  be  done  by  the 
special  committee  and  others  concerned 
for  training  and  reforming  the  prisoners, 
so  that  at  the  earliest-  moment  these 
men,  trained  to  work,  might  be  found 
capable  of  having  their  discharge 
and,  under  proper  supervision,  having 
every  opportunity  of  becoming  honest 
men.  Thskt  was  the  great  and  vital 
distinction  between  the  two  institutions. 
Passing  to  the  question  of  how  they 
would  know  when  to  discharge  these 
men,  he  said  that  the  prison  authorities 
often  did  know  when  a  man  ought  to 
be  discharged.  He  knew  cases  of  men 
in  regard  to  whom  the  prison  governor 
could  say :  "  That  man  will  never 
commit  another  offence."  He  had  heard 
that  from  them  himself. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said  that  in 
quite  a  number  of  cases  it  was  a  mistake. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  it  was  so,  for 
they  were  all  liable  to  mistakes,  biit  they 
had  to  exercise  the  best  judgment  they 
could.  There  weie  many  cases  of  doubt, 
and  as  regards  these  they  had  to  take 
their  chance. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  defended 
tUs  proposition  that  the  liberty  of  a 
man  was  left  at  the  mercy  of  another 
man's  opinion  of  his  acts. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that,  put  in 
that  way,  of  course  the  question  did  not 
admit  of  an  affirmative  answer,  but  he 
might  point  out  that  the  Home  Secretary 
on  the  advice  of  a  single  individual  under 
the  present  system  could  release  a  man. 

Mr.  DILLON  pointed  out  that  he 
could  release  a  man,  but  he  could  not 
prolong  his  imprisonment. 
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♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  urged  that  surely 
this  was  a  merciful  provision,  this  power  of 
release,  and  the  fact  that  they  could  release 
on  licence  enabled  them  to  release  earlier. 
If  they  could  not  release  on  licence  they 
would  not  be  able  to  release  if  they 
were  in  a  state  of  doubt.  Supposing 
one  was  in  a  state  of  doubt,  was  it  not 
perfectly  fair  to  say  to  a  man  who  had 
been  an  outlaw  against  society  :  ''  If 
you  will  give  me  this  guarantee,  I  will 
let  you  out  on  licence  earlier  than  I  would 
if  I  had  not  the  power  to  release  you  on 
licence  "  ?  Was  it  not  fair,  and  was  it  not 
a  merciful  way  of  acting  ?  He  should 
think  it  was  better  than  £xed  imprison- 
ment, of  which  hon.  Members  were  so 
much  in  favour.  They  were  adopting  a 
merciful  system  which  would  enable 
a  man  to  turn  over  a  new  leaf,  and  setting 
up  machinery  to  keep  him  straight  in  any 
path  that  he  hr,d  chosen.  He  apologised 
to  the  House  for  occupying  them  so  long 
They  proposed  to  put  the  process  of  re- 
generation within  the  power  of  these 
men.  They  were  to  have  the  key 
of  their  own  release.  If  they  would 
consent  to  become  honest  men  they 
would  be  let  out  on  licence.  Was 
that  wrong,  harsh,  or  cruel,  or  a  reaction- 
ary step  ?  If  this  was  what  an  hon. 
Member  called  a  reactionary  step,  he 
woidd  take  it,  but  it  was  not  reactionary. 
It  was,  he  said,  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  he  believed  that  this  method 
of  dealing  with  criminals  would  be 
found  the  chief  secret  of  prison 
reform.  They  did  not  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  whole  of  prison  reform  in  this 
Bill ;  this  was  an  instalment,  and  the 
experiment  would  be  watched  carefully 
by  the  whole  of  the  world  wherever 
interest  was  taken  in  these  matters. 
It  was  because  he  believed  that  the  Bill 
was  merciful  to  criminals  many  of  whom 
would  reform  if  given  an  opportunity, 
that  he  asked  this  House  to  reject  the 
Amendment.  „  ^ 

^  Mr.'FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks)  said 
the  House  had  listened  with  very  great 
interest  to  the  exhaustive  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  he  thought  it 
had  done  so  with  a  good  deal  of  sym- 
pathy with  what  he  said,  but  at  that  late 
hour  he  did  not  intend  to  give  a  detailed 
criticism  of  the  measure  or  to  examine 


the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  support  of  it.  What  he  rose  to  do  was 
to  suggest  that  in  view  of  the  lateness  of 
the  hour  the  debate  might  be  now  ad- 
journed, because  it  was  obviously  not 
a  proper  time  of  the  night  to  enter  upon 
a  detailed  discussion  of  so  important  a 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  remember  that  they  only  began 
discussion  of  the  Bill  at  a  late  hour, 
9.30,  whereas  it  was  hoped  to  have  taken 
it  at  an  earlier  hour  of  the  evening,  and 
he  thought  it  was  not  at  all  the  fault  of 
those  Members  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  that  they  were  prevented 
from  carrying  out  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  arrived  at.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  for  him  to  labour  the  point 
any  further,  and  he  would  simply  move 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr,  Henry  Forster,) 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  of  course 
recognised  the  fact  that  the  beginning  of 
the  debate  was  made  later  than  was  anti* 
cipated  by  the  prolongation  of  discussion 
of  the  Scottish  Education  Bill,  but  he 
might  point  out  that  there  was  full  dis- 
cussion on  the  Second  Reading,  when  all 
these   matters  were  discussed   at  verv 

• 

considerable  length,  whilst  he  would 
respectfully  suggest  that  not  much  more 
time  was  necessary  to  discuss  the  particu- 
lar Amendment  under  consideration. 
But  having  regard  to  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
and  to  the  fact  that  he  himself  had  taken 
up  a  very  considerable  portion  of  time, 
he  should  not  like  to  press  the  House  to 
sit  longer,  and  therefore  accepted  the 
Motion. 

{^Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

^  Debate  to  be  resumed^upon  Friday. 

4  Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance^ 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st  July, 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 

Adjourned    at    thirteen    minatc* 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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The  Lord  Cranworth  took  the  Oath, 
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LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL. 

\    Petition  of  Messrs.  Rees  and  Freres, 

I  o!o,  Tictoria  Street,  Westminster,  Parlia- 

I  mentary  Agents,  praying  for  leave  to 

present  a  petition  of  owners  and  rate- 

1  payers  m  the  borough  of  Hanley,  praying 

^to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the  Bill, 

.  ihlioiigh  the  time  limited  by  Standing 

;  Older  No.  93  for  presenting  such  petition 

•  bai  expired  ;     read,  and  ordered  to  lie 

^  00  the  Table,  and  Standing  Order  No.  93 

i  to  be  considered  To-morrow  in  order  to 

^  tu  being  dispensed  with  in  respect  of 

I  tb  Btid  petition. 
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LICENSINO  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  of ;    Of  Wesleyan 

XeAodist  Churches  at  Carlos  Bay,  New- 

qniy,  Penton,    Birtley,   Chartershaugh, 

Brecon  Hill,  Bromley  Road,  Hanwood ; 

T^perance  Meeting,  Moss  Side,  Man- 

fbttter ;   Wesley  Guild,  Ilford  ;    Sunday 

School  Teachers,  Brentwood  ;     Church 

^Hficets    and    Sunday    School,    Argyle 

*^t,  Hull;       Officers,    West   Parade 

Jtwon,  Hull ;     Officers  and  Members, 

ftovidence  Row  Mission,  Hull ;  Teachers 

ttd  Officers  of  Sunday  School,  (Jrosvenor 

^twet,  Hull;      Bible  Class,   Walthown 

^t,  Hull;     Sunday  School,  Princes 

Avenue,  Hull;    Wesley  Guild,   Princes 

Avente,  Hull;  Trustees,  Stewards,  etc., 

Wnces   Avenue,    Hull ;       Temperance 

)feting,  Society  Class,  Wesleyan  Method- 

litMisniMi,  and  Sunday  School,  Hamilton 

n»ce,  Hull ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 

^tdey   Guild,     and     Sunday     School, 

BeTeriey  Road,  .Hull;       Free    Church 

^^twuicil,  Sunday  School  Teachers,  Leaders 

wd  Stewards,  Wesley  Guild,  and  Trustees, 

J««leyAn  Church,  Hebburn  ;    Wesleyan 

frtbodUt  Churches  at   Knight   Street, 

;jttr'w,  and  Bolton  Colliery;     Officers, 

Jl^feyan   Church,    Hebburn    Colliery; 

"Seen,  Wesleyan  Church,  Argyle  Street, 

TOLCXCVIL    [FouBTH  Series.] 


Hebburn  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Overthorpe  ;  Band  of  Hope,  Fern  Hill, 
Salop ;  Wesleyan  Mission,  Broad  Ma 
Hall,  Bristol ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Brontrewyn  Talsarnan  ;  Wesley 
Churches  at  Carew,  Penmaer  ;  Wesley 
Guild,  Takingates  ;  Brotherhood,  Norton, 
Stockton-on-Tees ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Dilhom ;  Wesley  Guild,  Park 
Road,  Newcastle ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Bolton  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Danley,  Salop ;  Welsh  Wesleyan 
Churches  at  Kidwelty,  Hesenon  Bem- 
brey  ;  Temperance  Society,  Newport, 
Isle  of  Wight ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Shorwill ;  Wesley  Guilds  at 
Newport,  Isle  of  Wight ;  Finsbury 
Park ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Etringfcon  Street,  Plymouth  ;  Brother- 
hood and  Sunday  School  at  Conway 
Road,  Cardift ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Churches  at  Steyne  Gardens,  Worthing, 
Trinity,  Paddington ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Lancing ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Shoreham ;  Sunday  School,  South  Bank„ 
Middlesbrough ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  South  Bank  ;  Wesley  Guild,. 
Leigh  ;  Band  of  Hope,  Wellington  r 
Leaders  Meeting,  Tadcaster ;  Free 
Churches,  Grassington,  York ;  Wesley 
Guild,  Horden,  Sunderland ;  MenV 
Bible  Class,  Sidcup ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Kingsley,  Cheadle  ;  Wesley  Bible  Class, 
Baptist  Mills,  Bristol ;  Temperance 
Committee,  Fartown  ;  Sunday  School, 
Fartown  ;  Band  of  Hops,  Fartown  ; 
Local  Preachers  Meeting,  Queen's  Street, 
Huddersfield  ;  Sunday  School,  Rowleys 
Hill ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,. 
Rowley  Hill ;  Sundav  School,  Upper- 
heaton  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,. 
Upperheaton  ;  Band  of  Hop3,.Upp3r- 
heaton  ;  Sunday  School,  Houses  Hill ; 
Mutual  Improvement  Society,  Dart- 
mouth ;  Wesley  Guild  and  Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Tynemouth  ;  Wesley 
Guild  and  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
Clarendon  Park ;  Wesleyan  Mission, 
Mansfield  Street ;  Wesleyan  Institute, 
Bishop  Street ;  Wesleyan  School,  The 
Glen  ;  Missionary  Meeting,  Glen  Majjna  ; 
Mission  Service,  Bread  Street ;  Men's 
Bible  Class  and  Sunday  School,  Clarendon 
Park  ;  Sunday  School  Teachers,  Ayleston 
Park  ;  Wesleyan  Congregation,  Bread 
Street ;  Two  Senior  Classes,  Clarence 
Hall ;  Society  Class,  Llanish-^n  ;  Wes- 
leyan Methodist  Churches  at  Ebbw  Vale 
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and    Beaufort ;       Wesleyan    Methodist 
Church,  Cardiff ;  Wesley  Guild's  District 
Council,    CardifE ;        Brotherhood    and 
Sisterhood,   Sheffield  ;      Good  Templars 
Sub-Conference,        Houghton-le- Spring ; 
Wesleyan   Methodist   Church,    Pluladel- 
phia,  Durham  ;      Band  of  Hope,  New 
Bury,  Famworth  ;    Brotherhood,  Albert 
Hall,  Nottingham  ;    Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,    Victoria    Hall,    Nottingham ; 
Society  Class,  Montford  Bridge  ;    Bands 
of  Hope  at  Rilla  Mill  and  Venterdon ; 
Adult   Bible  Class,   Frankwell,   Shrews- 
bury ;       Society    Classes    at    Montford 
Bridge   and    Morton   Mill ;      Wesleyan 
Churches  at  Keswick  and  Cockermouth  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches  at  Dalton- 
in-Fumess      and      Barrow-in-Fumess ; 
Mission    Serv'ice,    Wesleyan    Melhodist 
Church,  and  Public  Conference,  White- 
haven ;   Men's  Bible  Class,  Whitehaven  ; 
Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,Noith  Street, 
Nottingham  ;    Temperance  and  Band  of 
Hope  Committee,  Manchester  ;    Wesley 
Guild,    Cheadle     Holme ;         Women's 
Temperance    Association,    Manchester  ; 
Central  Hall  Service,  Eccles,  Manchester ; 
Sunday    School    and    Band .  of    Hope, 
Trinity,   Eccles  ;      Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  Longsight,  Manchester ;  Sunday 
School,    Ely;        Wesley    Guild,    Clare 
Garden,   Glamorgan  ;      Sunday   School, 
Clare      Gardens,      Cardift ;     Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Ely ;    Sunday  School 
and  Band  of  Hope  and  Wesleyan  Society, 
Ludlow    Street,    CardifE    ;       Wesleyan 
Methodist  Church,  Pelton  Fell ;    Sunday 
School,   Ivybridge  ;      Brotherhood   and 
Sisterhood,  Ebenezer,  Sheffield  ;  Temper- 
ance   Society,    King    Street,    Hammer- 
smith ;     Wesley  Guild,  Victoria  Road, 
Southsea ;        Congregational       Church, 
Ebenezer,    Uppermill ;       Congregational 
Church,  Dobcross,  Saddleworth  ;    Men's 
€las8,  Delph  ;    Local  Preachers,  Saddle- 
worth  ;       Wesley    Guild,    Upper   Mill ; 
Wesleyan  MethodistChurches  at  Hartland 
and  Kirkampton  ;     Gospel  Temperance 
Society  and  Wesley  Guild  at  Ivybridge  ; 
Executive    of    Weslev    Guild,    Manvers 
Street,    Trowbridge ;        Wesley    Guild, 
Market  Rasen,  Lincolnshire  ;    Wesleyan 
Methodist  Churches  at  Padstow,  Syden- 
ham ;       Wesley    Guilds    at    Helperton, 
Wesley    Road,    Trowbridge,    Ridgway, 
Plympton  ;       Sunday   School   Teacher's 
Convention,  Woodford  ;     Seven  Kings  ; 
Wesley  House  Chapel,  Romford ;    Cran- 


brook  Park ;  Wesleyan  Church,  Ilford  ; 
Wesleyan  Church,  Cotham  ;  Wesleyan 
Church,         Beckenham ;  Wesleyan 

Methodists,      West     London     Mission ; 
Whitchurch ;        Dartford ;        Wesleyan 
Methodists,   Banbury ;      Porth ;      Fen.- 
Hale ;      Woodhouse,   Sheffield ;      Warm- 
ington,  Banbury  ;    Wesleyan  Methodists 
Huddersfield  ;     Wesleyan  Circuit,  Swan- 
sea ;        Public    Meetings    at    Bolingey, 
Weston-super-Mare,      EUesmere      Road, 
Sheffield;  Rechabites,   Leicester;  Porth- 
leven,        Cornwall,        Chester-le-Street, 
Hetton-le-Hole,     Roupell    Park,     Brant 
Broughton,      Haworth,      Conisborough, 
Sheffield,  Ecclesfield,  Sheffield,  St.  Alban's 
Road,  Market  Street,  Bristol,  Bridlington, 
Regent    Road,    Salford,    Regent    Road, 
Manchester,    Central   Hall,    Manchester, 
Mostyn    Road,    S.W.,    Langwir    Priory 
Road,  Wilford  Haven,  Plumstead  Hall, 
Woolwich,  Cadishead,  Manchester,  Con- 
gleton,  Rhyl,  Quay,  Marazion,  St.  Denw, 
St.     Agnes,     Regurced,      Oswaldtwistle, 
Rishton,  Forest  Gate,   E.,  St.   Columb, 
St.    Newhm,    Stow-on-the-Wold,    Upper 
Mill,  Laddleworth,  Spilsby,  Moseley  Road, 
Birmingham,    St.    Alban's,    Cottij[igham, 
Market  Harborough,  Trustees,   Cott'mg- 
ham.  Market  Harborough,  West  Streat- 
ham,  S.W.,  Durham  Road,  Sunderland, 
North  Hill,   Trevadlock  Cross,   Audley, 
Stafford,  Easington  Lane,  County  Dur- 
ham,     Statheon,      Commercial      Road, 
Stebum,  West  Heslerton,  South  London 
Mission,    Maryport,    Fothergill,    Flimby, 
Netherton,  Gilcrux,  Mowbray,  Broi  ghion 
Moor,  Fhmby,  Aspatrix,  Baldhu,  Zelah, 
St.  Day,  Frogpool,  Cavdynham.  Truro, 
Shildon,     Riseburn,     Heighington,     St. 
Merrvn,    Upper    Tooting,    S.W.,    Lune 
Street,  Preston,  Hackney  Wick.  N.W.» 
Temperance  Union,  Rochdale,  East  Street 
Portswood,  Severs  Town,  Bitteme  Park, 
Staniland,  Halifax,  Silverstone,  Leonard 
Stanley,    New    Barnet,    Hazel    Grove, 
Barnes  Square,  Clayton-le-Moors,  MilwaU, 
Poplar   (2),   Granby,    Minehead,   Sutton 
Bonington,     Chester     Moor,     Mawgmn, 
Gweek  Helstone,  Constantine,  WalthAin 
Abbey,   Cross  Street,   Market   Drayton, 
Braunton,    Helstone,    Cheadle,      Halaa, 
Clapham,  Dewsburv,  Marble  Arch,  Hvde 
Park,    Pitt    Street,     Rotherhithe,     "R, 
Salisbury,   Leicester,   Sheffield,   Rishton, 
Grays,   Whitehaven,   Sale,   Cross   Bank, 
Padiham,    Woodford,    Churches,    PubUc 
Meetings,    Temperance    Societies,    eto^ 
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at  the    following   places :.      Aberavon, 
Port   Talbot,    Abersychan,    Accrington, 
Adwaiton,    Audenshaw,    Hooley    Hall, 
Armlev,  Steaker  Lane,  Arreton,  Isle  of 
TTight",  Bamsley  (2),  Barry,  Batley  (2), 
Beeston,  Beighton,  Bellingh^m,  Benwell, 
Bere  Alston,    Devon,   Bixdwell,   Bishop 
Auckland,  Bishopstoke,  Blackheath  (2), 
Biahopstoke  Common,  Blaenavon,  Bolton 
<2),  Boston,  Bradford  (3),  Bristol,  Bury, 
Cammelford,  Canning  Town,  E.,  Castle- 
mere,    Chorley,    Churchill,    Cwmtylery, 
Cobe,    Connai's    Quay,    Coombewater, 
Oowcs  (2),  Cowling,  Crossbills,  Crosslan3S, 
Dahon-in-Fumess,      Dalwood,      Devon, 
Darlington,  Darwin,  Lower,  Diss,  Derby, 
Down^m  Market,  Drybrook,  Dunston- 
«i-Tyne,  Eccleshill,  Bradford,  Egremont, 
Tettherstone,    Yorkshire,    Forest    Hill 
%£.,     Frodsham,     Fulwell,     Durham, 
flamdiffaith,      Gateshead,      Gillingham, 
Great  Harwood  (2),  Hedge  End,  Hartle- 
|ool,  Helsby,   HerodUfoot,   Higginshaw, 
E^h    Southwick,    High    Town,    Holt, 
Ewe,  Hull,  Heywood,  Kensington  West, 
JCng^ley,  Cheshire,  King's  Lynn,  Laister- 
djke,  Lancaster,  Launceston  (2),  Leeds 
(3),  Leicester,   Love  West   (S),  Lough- 
boroogh,     Sparrow    Hill,     Lostwithiel, 
Loath,     Manchester,     Market     Rasen, 
Middleton,  Lancashire,  Mirfield,  Mitcham 
XoU  Green,  Monkwearmouth,  Mossley. 
Netth,  Nelson,   Lancashire,   Newcastle- 
on-Tyne,      Newcastle-under-Lyne      (2), 
Xcirquay,  Nantwich,  Castle  Street,  Old- 
inn  (3),  Ossett,  Dale   Street,    Oswald- 
twist  le.  Pear  Tree  Green,  Pendleton  (2), 
Penxance,       Peterborough,       Polperro, 
Pornton,  Pudsey,  Porthleven,  Radstock 
Aod  District,     Ramsbottom,     Patmos, 
B«dditch,   Roadwater,   West  Somerset, 
Ridsdale,  Northumberland,  Rochdale  and 
District  (2),  Ryde,  St.  Bees,  St.  Dennis, 
St.  Mary's,    Scilly   Isles,   St.    Pinnock, 
8l.    Teath.     Salisbury,     Salterhebble, 
Skeemess,  Sheffield  (5),    Sheringham  (2) 
8iiuev    Row,    Shirley,     Sittingbourne 
Soatbiampton,  South  Shields,  Southwick- 
oii-Wear,  Stanhill,   Stanningley,   Stone- 
Wbl  Sunderland  (3),  Sutton  Bridge 
Steweo,  Taunton,  Tavistock  (2),  Trecan, 
P^     Trewalder,      Tontine,     Upham- 
Ventttor,  Wakefield,.  West   End,   West 
Woodbum,      Weston-super-Mare       (2) 
^ftit«gat€,       Whiteheath,       Whitford 
'kittmgUm   Moor,    Whittlesea,    Wigan 
W»  Woolton,   Isle   of   Wight,    Bristol, 


Huddersfield,  Walham  Grove;  -  tho* 
following  Lodges  of  the  Independent 
Order  of  Good  Templars :  Mount 
Pleasant,  Birmingham,  Britain's  Pride, 
Birmingham,  Hope  of  Carlisle,  Carlisle, 
Temple,  London,  Northumbrian  Pioneer, 
North  Shields,  Excelsior,  New  Bamet, 
Rescue,  Workington,  Cumberland, 
Livingstone,  Wolverhampton,  Alexandra 
Star,  Wood  Green,  Shamrock,  Thistle 
and  Rose,  New  Herrington,  Rising  Sun 
Sunderland,  True  and  Steadfast,  Castlis- 
town,  Florida,  Chester-le-Street,  The 
Heather  Bell,  Newcastle-upon-Tyn^, 
Furness,  Barrow-in-Furness,  Beacon, 
Egremont,  Cumberland,  Three  Nots, 
Frizington,  Hope  of  Dartford,  Dartford, 
John  Hudson,  Clay  Cross,  Hope,  Seaton, 
John  Bowen,  Deptford,  The  Re-union, 
Islington,  Araham  Lincoln,  Exeter. 
Mounts  Bay,  Penzance,  Sunlight,  Fal- 
mouth, James  Teare,  Devonport,  Peter 
Spence,  Newton,  George  Thomas,  Bristol, 
Dr.  Meacham's  Memorial,  Man<;hester, 
St.  Pancras,  London,  Victoria  Park 
Lodge,  Hackney,  Star  of  Hope,  North- 
ampton, Earnest  Workers,  Batley,  Dul- 
wich  United,  Dulwich,  Star  of  Peace 
South  Shields,  Montpelier,  Southport, 
Commonwealth,  Plaistow,  Benefactor  of 
Mankind,  Torpoint,  Lambeth  Persever- 
ance, South  Lambeth,  AtterclifE,  Sheffield, 
George  Wilson  MacCree,  London,  Frank- 
lin Home  Circle,  Stoke-on-Trent,  St. 
Hilda,  Hartlepool,  >Jexander,  Woodford, 
Wesley  Hall,  Liverpool,  The  Eldon^ 
Manchester,  Middlesbrough  Rescue, 
Middlesbrough-on-Tees,  Plymouth  Girded 
Loins,  Plymouth,  Steadfast  Union,  Lei- 
cester, Ashton's  Hope,  Ashton-under 
Lyne,  Benjamin  Whitworth,  Fleetwood, 
Rose  of  Somerset,  Wincanton,  Nil 
Desperandum,  Wigan,  Corinium  and 
Pitts  United,  Cirencester,  The  Happy 
Home,  Barrow-in-Furness,  George 
Cruikshank,  Canning  Town,  Dare 
to  be  a  Daniel,  Gateshead,  Sun- 
beam, Ramsgate,  Rose  of  Salford^ 
Salford,  Hope  of  Glossop,  Glossop, 
Rev.  Charles  Garrett,  Manchester, 
Stockwell's  Hope,  Lambeth,  The  Concord 
Somerton,  Faith  and  Hope,  Stone,  Up 
and  Onward,  South  Hetton,  Hope  of 
Siunmertown,  Oxford,  Halifax  (Halifax), 
Beeston  Guild,  Beeston,  Eeynsham  (Keyn- 
sham)  Enterprise,  Nottingham,  Oldbury 
Excelsior,  Oldbury,  Weston,  Bath,  Hope 
I  2 
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of  PompUett,  PompUett,  Edward  Moore, 
Wallsend-on-Tyne,  Bnrnley  Rescue,  Burn- 
ley, Pride  of  South  Moor,  South  Moor, 
Hope   of  Colne,   Colne,   Hugh   Bourne, 
Bath,  Gk)od  Intent,  Openshaw,  Pride  of 
Pangbourne  (Pangbourne),  (Jeorge  Bird, 
South  Shields,  St.  George's,  North  Ormes- 
by,  William  Boulton,  Burslem,  Bernard 
Gilpin,  Houghton-le-Spring,  St.  George's, 
Liverpool,    Star    of    Ilkeston,    Ilkeston, 
The  Vectis,  Shanklin,  Wansbeck,  Morpeth 
Tower,  Birkenhead,  Walthamstow,  Wal- 
thamstow.  Welcome,  Chippenham,  Mar- 
gate   Perseverance,    Margate,    Groodwin 
Light,  Deal,  John  Cottier,  Liscard,  Che- 
shire, Aim  at  Right,  Hyde,   Bethesda, 
Bristol,  Fountain  of  Hope,  Sandown,  I.  W. 
Hope  of  Queenboro',  Queenboro',  Ashley 
Vale,  Bristol,  Safeguard  of  Folkestone, 
Folkestone,  Safeguard  of  Andover,  An- 
dover,  Pride  of  Oldham,  Oldham,  Pride  of 
Norton,  Norton-on-Tees,  Jubilee  Star  of 
the   East,   Sunderland,   Stand   like   the 
Brave,  Craghead,  Wigston,  St.  Wolstens, 
Wigston,  St.  Helens  Pioneer,  St.  Helens, 
Freedom    of    London,    Bethnal    Green, 
Advance,  Ramsgate,  Bridport  Crusader, 
Bridport,    Cobden,    Stratford,    Roberts- 
bridge,  Robertsbridge,  Benjamin  Parson's 
Eblcy,  Unity  and  Advance,  Truro,  Dawn 
of  Hope,  Hebbum  New  Town,  Waterloo, 
Shefi&eld,   Work  of  Love,   Birmingham, 
Rising  Star,  Bedlington,  Stratford  Ex- 
celsior,   Stratford,    Right    over    Wrong, 
Petersfield,  John  Williams,  Leicester,  Har- 
bour  of   Safety,    Dipton,    New     Hope, 
Huddersfield,  Pant  of  Renown,  Loftus, 
Stillington  Progressive,  Stillington,  Hope 
of  Heeley,  Sheffield,  Sir  Francis  Chantrey, 
Sheffield,  Temperance  Mission,   Warring- 
ton, Liverpool  Zion,  Liverpool,  Samaritan, 
Cheltenham,    Rose    of    Eden,    Shildon, 
Hope    of    Dunston,    Dunston-on-Tyne, 
The  Herschel,   Slough,   Happy  Family, 
Preston,     No    Surrender,     Nottingham, 
Guiding  Star,  Bootle,  Mizpah,  Tooting, 
Northern     Light,    Newcastle  -  on  -  Tyne, 
Crolden  Rule,  Doncaster,  Home  Mbsion, 
Huddersfield,    Eastbourne,    Eastbourne, 
Earnest  and    True,  Weston-super-Mare, 
Edward  Saunders,  Lavington,  Cromwell, 
Huntingdon,  Reformer,  Seaton  Delavel, 
Progress,  Yatton,  Star  of  Hope,  Tims- 
bury,  Cestrian,  Chester,  Excelsior,  Not- 
tingham, Catherine  Couzens,  King's  L3mn, 
Par  Star  of  Hope,  Par,  Hope  of  Earls- 
town,  Earlestown,  Truro  Guiding  Star, 


Truro,   Hope   of   Wick,   Littlehampton,, 
Sparlding  Water,  Gurney  Valley,  Beacon 
Light,  Cleethorpes,  Spa,  Melksham,  Blos- 
som of  Friendship,  Leeds,  General  Gordon, 
Bedlington,  Lady  Boyne,  Langley  Moor, 
The  Central,   Newcastle-on-Tyne,   Hope 
of  Hayden,  Haydon  Bridge,  Help  andl 
Refuge,  Redruth^  Templar's  Pride,  Liver- 
pool, Everton  Excelsior,  Liverpool,  Bran- 
don  Mount   Beulah,   Brandon   Colliery, 
Star  of  Worcester,  Worcester,  Watford, 
Watford,        Chelmsford,        Chelmsford, 
Barnes,  Barnes,  Dawn  of  Liberty,  South- 
ampton,   Come   and    Welcome,    Yeovil, 
The  Refuge,  Wallingford,  Whitfield  Ex- 
celsior, Ashford,  Kent,  Widnes  Consola- 
tion, Widnes,  Hope  of  Murton,  Murton, 
Harbour  Light,  Rotherhithe,  Kirkbride, 
Delight,  Kirkbride,  Jubilee,  Ljmton,  Em- 
blem of  Purity,  Sunnyside,  near  Tow  Law, 
Sidcup  Advance,  Sidcup,  Charity,  East- 
bourne, Star  of  the  Glen,  Hedley  Hill, 
Pull    Together,    Shipley,    New    Seaham 
Jubilee,    New    Seaham,    Auckland    Re- 
former, Bishop  Auckland,  Hope  of  Tiver- 
ton, Tiverton,  London  Tabernacle,  Chel- 
sea, Hope  of  Howden,  Howden-le-Wear, 
Alpha,  Leigh,  Rose  of  England,  Tyward- 
reath,  Light  of  the  Valley,  Bishop  Auck- 
land, Rose  of  Sunnybrow,  Bishop  Auck- 
land,   Red    Hill    Safeguard,    Red    Hill, 
Greorge    Thomeleo,    Walworth,    Myrtle 
Grove,  Eastwood,  Unity  Camp,  Folke- 
stone, Onward  and  Upward,  Dartmouth^ 
Brunswick,    West    Hartlepool,     Bolden 
Jubilee,    Bolden    Colliery,    St.    James, 
Sheffield,  Harbour  of  Refuge,  Haswell, 
Ro89  of  Love,  Coundon,  Riverside,  Liver- 
pool,   Tiverton,    Bath,    Royal     Sussex 
Brighton,    Neal    Dow,    Ardingley,    Ex- 
celsior, Newport  Pagnell,  Star  of  Hope, 
West    Hartlepool,    Offspring    of    Hope, 
Bootle,  Perseverance,  Exeter,  Peace  and 
Ui-ity,    Workington,    Eltringham    Pros* 
pect,  Prudhoe,  Thomas  Munday,  Black- 
friars,  The  Corsham,  Gleaner,  Corsham, 
Gordon,  Lympstone,  Hope  of  Ruspidge, 
Cinderford,     Henshaw,     Oldham,     John 
Harrisor.,  Birkenhead,  Hope  of  St.  Barth- 
olomew, Pendleton,    Bolton    Claremont, 
Bolton,  Perseverance,  Rotherham,  Kens- 
ington Royal  Standard,  Liverpool,  Laoock 
Perseverance,  Lacock,  Newbury  Endea- 
vour, Newbury,  Sir  Horace  Neol,  Hinck- 
ley, Friends  of  Godalming,  Godalminfc« 
Castle,    Laurceston,  Cranbrook,    Word, 
Birmingham    Cambrian,    Aston    Mmnor, 
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Hugh  Bourne,  Kingstor.,  XJr.ited  Eftort 
EnJl,  Friend,    Stockton-on-Tees,   Perse- 
verance, Norwich,  Victory  of  Chopwell, 
Chopwcll,    Pride    of    Ipswich,    Ipswich, 
£niest  Jones,  Consett,  Bond  of  Unity, 
Manor  Park,  Hope  of  Mount  Pleasant, 
Crook,    Pdilaworth    Welcome    Stranger, 
Faibworth,    California    Rescue,    Derby, 
Ark  of  Sifety,  Carlingcott,  The  Home 
Agair,  Burslem,  Jubilee  Pansy,  Darlas- 
to\  Elizabeth  Box  Memorial,  Ihirsley, 
Hope  of  Ealing,  Ealing,  Star  of  Grorleston, 
Gorleston,  Crusaders  of  Chertsoy,  Chert- 
aer,    Avon    Valley,    Ringwood,    James 
Towers',  Birkenhead,  Wild  Rose,  Even- 
wood,  Edward  Pease,  Darlington,  Direct 
Veto,  Birmingham,  Invincible  Crusader, 
Haidstone,   Nil  Desperandum,  Birming- 
liam,    Neal    Dow,    Honiton,    Sobriety, 
Birtley,    S.O.,     Amicable,    Chesterfield, 
5ever  Die,  Peasedown  St.  John,  Bramp- 
ton Lifeboat,  Chesterfield,  Southsea  Royal 
Aftert,    Portsmouth,        Hurstmoncieux 
Cisile,  Hurstmoncieux,  Southtown,  Great 
Yirmouth,  Stantonbury  Pioneer,  Wolver- 
lor.The  Isle  of  Thanet,Ma'gate,  Charltons 
Excelsior,    Stangbrow,   Trinity   Pioneer, 
London,  Queen's  Own,  London,  Star  of 
the   EUst,    Broadstairs,    Olive    Braiich 
Cockfield,  The  Heart  and  Hand,  Byers 
Creer,  Armoury  Lodge,  Southall,  Walmer 
Castle,  Lower  Walmer,  William  Tweedie, 
Camberwell,    Lifeboat,    Irthlingborough, 
Sileby  United,  Sileby,  Morecambe,  More- 
cambe.  The  Turn,  of  the  Tide,  Walworth, 
Hope  of    Brixton,    Clapham,    Hope   of 
Haverton  Hill,  Haverton  Hill,  Go  For- 
ward, Wandsworth,  The  Mizpah,  Plum- 
ftcad,   Humanity,   Willesden,    Bradford 
Onward,  Bradford,  Yorkshire,  Hope  of 
Remington,  Ashford,  Kent,  Work  and 
Wir.,  Bhth  Bridge,  Roselands  Jubilee, 
Eastbourne,  Sunbeam,  Wakefield,  Haopy 
Home,  South  Wigston,  One  More  Effort, 
Wandsworth,     David    Melvin,     Oxford, 
Valley  of  Peace,  Pentonville,  Battersea 
Welcome,  Battersea,  Park  Vale,  Leicester 
Earmonius,  Hull,  Parton  Jubilee,  Parton 
Heart  of  Oak,  North  Shields,  Bowes  Park 
Wood    Green,    Jubilee    Emancipation 
Witton    Gilbert,    Rose    of    Newbottle 
5ewbottle,  Ar  sworth  Jubilee,  Answorth 
W.    E.   -Gladstone,    Wallsend-on-Tyne 
Stttle  Memorial,  Leicester,  Jacks  Palace 
Limehoase,  Workers-on-the-Eill,  Tunstall 
Topshani,  Topsham,  Hope  of  Paignton 
Paigrtor,  Hope,   Crawley,   Darnall  Re 
^^aers,  Sheffield,  Rayleigh  Endeavour 


Rayleigh,  East  Eam  Samaritan,  Easrt 
Ham,  Dulwich  Victorious,  East  Dulwich, 
Standard,  Gorton,  Willis  Loyal  and  True, 
Greencroft,  The  Harmony,  Hackney,  Star 
of  Cravan,  Barnoldswick,  Star  of  St.  Mary, 
Southampton,  Burnham,  Bumham,  Tees- 
dale  Social,  Middleton-in-Teesdale,  Star  of 
Hove,  Hove,  Hope  of  Wadsley  Bridge, 
Wadsley  Bridge,  Pride  of  Stowmarket, 
Stowmarket,  Edgbaston  United,  Bir- 
mingham, Southwick  Seamen's  Friend, 
Southwick,  Parkeston  Alexandra,  Parkes- 
ton.  Port,  Coventry,  Seven  Kings,  Seven 
Kings,  Rose  of  Derby,  Derby,  Home  of 
Peace,  Barrow-in-Fumess,  Goldsithney, 
Goldsithney,  Hope  of  Disley,  Disley^ 
Frederick  Meyer,  Lambeth,  Staithes 
Rescue,  Staithes,  Hope  of  Henfield,  Hen- 
field,  Essex  Onward,  Leyton,  Lord  Nelson's 
Memorial,  Ashton-under-Lyne,  Hope  of 
Staindrop,  Staindrop,  Hope  of  Laindon, 
Laindon,  The  Whitgift,  Croydon,  Man- 
ningham  Progressive,  Bradford,  Hope 
of  Hasland,  Hasland,  James  Mackenie, 
South  Shields,  The  Coleridge,  Ottery 
St.  Mary,  Swan  Templars,  Liverpool, 
Pride  of  Chilton,  Chilton,  Whitgift  Effort, 
Southbourne,  St.  James  of  Watford, 
Watford,  Mary  Gibbs,  Custom  House, 
Sandiacre  and  Stapleford  United,  Sandi- 
acre.  Monument,  Wellington,  Somerset, 
Vale  of  Tanfield  Lea,  Tanfield,  Hope 
of  Vange,  Vange,  Sherwood  Forest, 
Nottingham,  Hornsey  St.  George,  Horn- 
sey,  J.  S.  Vorley,  Coalville,  Ephphatha, 
Shefiield,  Hope  of  Ropley,  Ropley,  Nil 
Desperandum,  Rochford,  Kislingbury, 
KisUngbury,  Anchor,  Grimsby,  East  Ham 
Nazareth,  East  Ham,  Hope  of  Grays, 
Grays,  Hope  of  Greenhill,  Harrow, 
Crediton,  Crediton,  Bedfont  Unity,  Bed- 
font,  Hope  of  Ardwick,  Manchester, 
Grassmoor  Forward,  Grassmoor,  Carlton, 
Birmingham,  Adderbury  Ark  of  Love, 
Adderbury,  Pride  of  Gillingham,  Gillingr 
ham,  Dorset,  The  Crystal,  Workington, 
Solway  Spring,  Flimby,  Hope  of  Crook, 
Crook,  Ever  Welcome,  Stretford,  Star 
of  Belgravia,  London,  Surbiton,  Surbiton, 
The  Tramway  Beacon  Light,  Broadstairs, 
Edridge,  Croydon,  Wardley  Rover, 
Wardley  Colliery,  The  United,  Reigate, 
Moorland  Pioneer,  Leek,  Dover  Em- 
manuel, Dover,  Kensington  Perseverance, 
Kensington,  Hope  of  Potters  Green, 
Coventry,  Wimbledon,  Wimblcidon,  EUes- 
mere  Pioneer,  Fam worth,  Hope  of  Erding^ 
ton,    Birmingham,   Reddish,    Stockport* 
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Mildred  Forth,  Leicester,  North  Wal- 
bottle  Reform,  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  Pride 
Off  the  Isle,  Barrow-in-Furness,  M.  A. 
Pearce,  Deptford,  Peckham,  Peckham 
Rye,  Excelsior,  Birmingham,  Crystal 
•Palace,  Penge,  St.  Andrew's,  Hebbum, 
Golden  Stream,  Bermondsey,  Sir  Wilfred 
Lawson,  Cockermonth,  Southsea,  Ports- 
mouth, William  Palmer,  Tottenham, 
Flower  of  the  West,  Whitehaven,  James 
McCurry,  Chelsea,  Press  Forward,  Maiden- 
head, Felling  Safeguard,  Felling-on-Tyne, 
United  Jubilee,  Leeds,  Temperance  Hall, 
Walsall,  Caroline  Lawson,  Aspatria,  City 
of  London,  Clerkenwell,  Dingle,  Liver- 
pool, Star  of  the  Cotswold,  Chedworth, 
Manchester  Pioneer,  Manchester,  Hope 
of  Chorley,  Chorley,  Grand  Alliance, 
Manchester,  Jesse  Sessions,  Gloucester, 
Lincohishire's  First,  Lincoln,  City  of 
Oxford,  Oxford,  Onward,  Stockton-on- 
Tees,  Samuel  Albert,  Newton  Abbot, 
Torbay,  Brixham,  Black  Diamond,  Dear- 
ham,  Enterprise,  Wigton,  Hope  of  Weston, 
Bath,  Spellow  Templars,  Liverpool,  Win- 
ton,  Marylebone,  Birkenhead  Hope, 
Birkenhead,  Toxteth,  Liverpool,  Pure 
Stream,  Broughton,  Open  Door,  Belmont, 
William  Woodall,  Hull,  UnderclifE, 
Ventnor,  Flow  of  Severn,  Newnham, 
"Wlberforce,  Middlesbrough,  Harmony, 
Huddersfield,  Richmond  Hill,  Richmond, 
Good  Hope,  Norwich,  No  Surrender, 
Shildon,  Star  of  Solway,  Maryport, 
Hope  of  Mitcham,  Mitcham,  Champion, 
Lee,  Pride  of  Birkenhead,  Birkenhead, 
Seacomb  Bethel,  Seacombe,  Benjamin 
Hill,  Bermondsey,  James  Thome,  Bristol, 
Torquay  Excelsior,  Torquay,  Star  of 
Hope,  Poole,  Charles  Garrett,  Burslem, 
Reading,  Reading,  Henry  Ansell,  London, 
Ephraim  Ellis,  Derby,  Surrey  Com- 
mercial, Rotherhithe,  Swindon  United, 
Swindon,  London  Olive  Branch,  London, 
Hand  of  Friendship,  Hoxton,  Templars 
Alliance,  Portsmouth,  Jabez  Burns, 
London,  Lindum,  Lincoln,  Wiveliscombe, 
Wiveliscombe,  Rock  of  Safety,  Leicester, 
Hope  of  Bearwood,  Smethwick,  Forward, 
Birmingham,  County  Palatine,  Lancaster, 

Northampton  Pioneer,  Northampton, 
Highworth  Perseverance,  Highworth, 
Abingdon,  Abingdon,  Rialto,  Sheffield, 
Frederick  Shaw,  Northampton,  Star  of 
Biotton,  Brotton,  Ralph  Walton,  North 
Shields,  First  Suffolk  St.  Edmunds,  Burv 
St.  Bdi^unds,  Hebburn's  Hope,  Hebbum, 


Hope  of  Rushden,  Rushden,  Fair  City,. 
Gloucester,  Hope  of  Landport,  Ports- 
mouth, Silver  Stream,  Lewisham,  St. 
Leonards,  Hastings,  Seghill  Blake,  Seghill,. 
St.  Oswald,  Oswestry,  Whitefield,  London. 
Henry  Kirke  White,  Nottingham,  Bother,. 
Rotherham,  Ark  of  Love,  Pljrmouth,. 
Hope  of  Banbur}',  Banbury,  Croydon 
Pioneer,  Croydon,  Aldershot,  Aldershot^ 
EUesmere,  Sheffield,  Nephalia,  South- 
port,  Hope  of  Droylesden,  Borough 
Market,  Southwark,  Rochdale  Pioneer^ 
Rochdale,  Gleam  of  Sunshine,  Birken- 
head, Plumstead  Victory,  PlumsteAd.. 
Hope  to  Prosper,  Clenchwarton,  Guild- 
ford, Guildford,  Tivolian,  Cheltenham,. 
Liskeard,  Liskeard,  Forest  Gate  Per- 
severance, Forest  Gate,  Lewes  Castle,, 
Lewes,  Hope  of  Nunhead,  Nunhead^ 
True  and  Ever  Faithful,  High  Brooms, 
Central,  Stockport,  Dawn  of  Peace, 
Guisbrough,  Hope  of  Wiiitchurch,  Whit- 
church, CTiamwood,  Loughborough,  Ad* 
miral  Blake,  Bridgwater,  Sir  Walter  C. 
Trevelyan,  Blyth,  Bracknell,  Bracknell,, 
Dawn  of  Hope,  Southampton,  Hope  of 
South  Norwood,  South  Norwood,  Olive 
Branch,  North  Shields,  Rose  of  Brentford,. 
Brentford,  Star  of  Peace,  Hinckley,. 
Nelson  Welcome,  Nelson,  Tiverton,  Tiver- 
ton, Hope  of  Newchurch,  Newchurch, 
Bilston,  Rainbow,  Bilston,  Peaceful  Pro- 
gress, Birkdale,  George  Clark,  Yeovil,. 
Wolcot  (Jood  Samaritan,  Bath,  Chel- 
tonian,  Cheltenham,  Star  of  Faith,  Barn- 
staple, James  Rewcastle,  Hartlepool^ 
Morning  Star,  Rawtenstall,  Jubilee,  Scar* 
borough.  Star  of  Hope,  Wroxall,  Prid© 
of  Thornaby,  Thornaby,  Plymouth,  Ply* 
mouth.  Beacon  of  Hope,  Tow  Law,  Ark 
of  Safety,  Coalville,  Nil  Desperandum,. 
Wales,  Hope  of  Louth,  Louth,  Light  on 
the  Hill,  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  George 
Dodds,  Tudhoe  Colliery,  England's  Pride,. 
Brierley  Hill,  Marlborough,  Clielsea,  Hop» 
of  Teesdale,  Barnard  Castle,  Hope  of 
Hindley,  Hindley,  Wesley,  Exeter,  Pride 
of  Fishponds,  Fishponds,  Hope  of  Ann- 
field  Plain,  AnnfieW  Plain,  Cohie  Valley, 
Huddersfield,  Enterprise,  Oldhwn,  Star 
of  Blackburn,  Blackburn,  Robert  Raikee, 

Gloucester,  Hope  of  Longtown,  Long- 
town,  Hope  of  WiUington,  Wellington, 
Bona  Fide,  Porthleven,  True  Friendship^ 
North  Shields,  Faithful  Friend,  Butter- 
knowle.  Three  Town  Excelsior,  Stone- 
house,  Gvood  of  the  Order,  Catford,  Hope 
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of   Burton,   Burton-on-Tient,   Hamilton 
Square,   Birkenhead,   Pride  of   Orimes- 
thorpe,  ShefiSeld,  Hope  of  West  Stanley, 
West  Stanley,  Rose  of  Badford,  Notting- 
ham, Dr.  John  Fothergill,  Darlington, 
Rose  of  Accrington,  Accrington,  Pride 
of  East  Ham,  East  Ham,  A'^tive,  Newark, 
Star  of  Bethlehem,  Hull,  Pride  of   the 
West,  Tow  Law,  Granite  Rock,  Mount 
Sarrell,  Hope  of  New  Trimdon,  Trimdon, 
Nuneaton's  Hope,  Nuneaton,  Hambledon 
Hill,  Market  Rasen,  Julius  Benn,  Bow, 
Hope     of     Leytonstone,     Leytonstone, 
Floreat  Hova,   Hove,  Hope  of  Nettle- 
worth    and    Plawsworth,    Nettlesworth, 
Pride  of  Rusholme,   Manchester,   Safe- 
guard, Wymondham,  John  Bright,  Ayloa- 
ford,    Bournville,    Bournville,   Rar    of 
Hope,    Southampton,    William    Woods 
Memorial,     Ashton-under-Lyne,    Alert, 
Bermondsey,  Triumph,  Accrington,  Star 
of   Peddington,    Teddington,    Emanuel, 
Leicester,    Alpaca,    Bradford,    Hope   of 
Marloy  Hill,  Sunniside,  Anchor,  Merton, 
Retford     Excelsior,     Retford,     General 
Gordon,    Bedlington    Station,    Crescent, 
Northwich,  Perseverance,  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne,    Hope    of    Tyldesley,    Tyldesley, 
John    Ingram,    Stamford,    Edmondsley 
Safeguard,  Edmondsley,  Carshalton  Rain- 
bow, Carshalton,  Parkstone,  Poole,  Sturdy 
Coljrton,  Norman,  Wellingborough,  Ad- 
vance Guard,  Brighton,  Star  of  Hope, 
Burslem,       Boscombe,       Bournemouth, 
Crown  of   Surrey,    Norwood,    Pride   of 
Exeter,  Exeter,  Friendly  Help,  Arnold, 
Memorial,  Hull,  Endeavour,  Nantwich, 
Bonehill    Branch,   Warrington,    Bethel, 
Great  Yarmouth,  Beacon-  Light,  Strat- 
ford, Stand  like  the  Brave,  l^^emouth. 
Island  Centre,  Newport,  Welcome,  Lowes- 
toft,   Laurel    Mount,    Shipley,    Josiah 
Wedgwood,  Burslem,  Hope  of  Browney, 
Browney,  Pilsley  Jubilee,  Pilsley,  Jubilee 
Effort,  High  Littleton,  Sutton  Excelsior, 
Sutton,  Tower  of  Refuge,  Manchester, 
East  Angba,  Beccles,  Isaac  Love,  Durham, 
Star  of  Hammersmith,   Hammersmith, 
Bradford  City,  Bradford,  Good  Shepherd, 
Hammersmith,  Peter  the  Hermit,  Ply- 
mouth, Cowes    Harbour    Light,   Cowes. 
Stratford  Enterprise,  Stratford,  Robert 
Nicholson,  Rosehill-on-Tyne,   Shepherd's 
Bush  Reform,   Hammersmith,    City    of 
Newcastle,  Newcaetle-on-Tyne,   Star  of 
St.  Denys,  Southampton,  William  Tyn- 
dale,    Gloucester,    Lighthouse,    Westyn 
Rhyn,    Shaftesbury     Park,    Battersea, 


Diamond  Jubilee,  Salford,  Crystal  Water>^ 
Hetton-le-Hole,    Stephen   Percy,    Guild* 
ford,  Deus  Vult,  Cambridge,  Undaunted. 
Highbridge,    Star   of   Widnes,    Widnes. 
Energy,    Gillingham,   Chesterton   Provi- 
dence,  Cambridge,   Maybury   Sunbeam* 
Woking,   lily  of    the    Valley,   Quebec* 
Star  of  Hope,  Harwich,  Excelsior,  Staines, 
Fenny  Stratford,  Fenny  Stratford,  Hope 
of  Wem,  Wem,  Oxford  Nimshi,  Sheffield, 
Hope    of    Worksop,    Worksop,    Gains- 
borough,   Sudbury,     Thomas    Guthrie, 
Sheemess,    Deal    with    them    Kindly, 
Fenton,   George   Peabody,   Pelton  Fell, 
Star    of    Hope,    Normanton,    Rose    of 
Wheatley  Hill,  Wheatley  Hill,  Famham, 
Famham,  Sunbury  Ark  of  Safety,  Sun- 
bury,  Devon  Excelsior,  North  Tawton, 
Triumph  of  Hope,   Spennymoor,  Hope 
of  Rugby,  Rugby,  Unity  and  Liberty, 
West  Ham,  Sure  Refuge,  New  Maiden, 
Southampton,    Southampton,    Hope    of 
Silksworth,     New     Silksworth,     Ocean 
Grimsby,  Oldham,  Perseverance,  Oldham, 
Stamford,    Southwark,    No    Surrender, 
Sheffield,  Totterdown  Excelsior,  Bristol, 
St.  Ivo,   St.  Ives,   Grosvenor,   London, 
Charles  Walsham,  Hull,  Workman's  Own, 
Worthing,    St.    John's    Hill,    Clapham, 
Hope  of  All  Souls,  Liverpool,  Advance 
Battersea,  Grovelands,  Reading,  King's 
Cross    Excelsior,    London,    Sir    Thomas 
White,     Coventry,     Ryhope    Ebenezer, 
Ryhope,   Fortress,   Peterborough,   Hope 
of  Billy  Row,  Crook,  Loyal  Favourite, 
Islington,  Sumus,  Middlesborough,  Trinity 
Star,  Sittingbourne,  St.  Aubyn,  Devon- 
port,    Hopeful,    Uxbridge,    St.    Paul's 
Excelsior,  Wolverhampton,  Hill  of  Zion, 
Swanscombe,  Jubilee  Lighthouse,  Brier- 
ley  Hill,  Pride  of  Hythe,  Hythe,   Hand 
of    Friendship,    Southampton,    Beacon 
of  the  Border,  Carlisle,  Nil  Desperindum 
Leeds,    Rose    of    Blisworth,    Blisworth, 
Hope  of  Lingdale,  lingdale,  Equal  Hights, 
Felling,    Friend   of   All,    Lemington-on- 
Tyne,  Comer  Stone,  Poplar,  Excelsior, 
Northampton,  Vale  of  Hope,  S  ourbridge, 
James    Eaton,    Camberwell,    HoUoway 
United,    HoUoway,    Always    Aspiring, 
West  Hartlepool,  Rescue  of  Throckley, 
Throckley,   Prince   of  Peace,   Leicester, 
Frederick  Cavendish,  Chiswick,  Stability 
Thurlby,    Hope    to    Win,   Sounthorpe, 
Stand  Firm,  Bumopfield,  Pride  of  Essex, 
West  Ham,  Manors,  Ifewcastle-on^-Tyne, 
Pride  of  the  Lea,  Luton,  Never  Venture 
Never  Win,  Haverhill,  Long  Reign.  New 
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Biancepeth,   Ivy,   Acton,    Weston  Star, 
Maidstone,    King   of  the    Forest,   Dry- 
brook,   Hope  of  Streatham,  Streatham, 
Cheddington      Progress,      Cheddington, 
Helping  Hand,   Gosforth,  Fetter  Lane, 
Leytonstone,  Elizabeth  Fry,  East  Ham, 
Victory  Win,  Fulham,  Northgate,  Great 
Yarmouth,  Valediction,  Iver,  Never  Too 
Late,  Tunbridge  Wells,  Pride  of  Tran- 
mere,  Birkenhead,  P  easant  Here,  Ash- 
ton-under-Lyne,  Sunshine  and  Gladness, 
Catchgate,  Henry  Browne,  London,  Bum- 
ley    Lily    White,     Burnley,    Bletchley, 
Bletchley,    Westboume,     Bournemouth, 
Tustin,  Horley,  Albany,  Finsbury,  Min- 
tem    Pioneer,    Hoxton,    Walton    Olive 
Branch,     Walton,     Shepherd's    Rescue, 
Leeds,    Providence,    Sheffield,    Pendle- 
bury   Blue   Ribbon,   Pendlebury,   Pride 
of  Normanton,  Derby,  Christian  Workers, 
Highbury,      Barrowford,      Barrowford, 
Gleam  of  Hope,  Middlesbrough,  Edmon- 
ton,  Edmonton,   Alexandra,   Blackpool, 
Hope    for    Success,    Keighley,    Thomas 
Whittaker,  Weston-super-Mare,  Hope  of 
Coulsdon,    Croydon,    Richard    Cadbury, 
Birmingham,    Fellowship,    Croydon,    St. 
Margaret's  Excelsior,  Isleworth,  Bishop 
Beveridge,  Barrow-on-Soar,  Bromsgrove, 
Livincible,  Bromsgrove,  Tongham  Aggres 
ive,  Tongham,  Sileby  Star  of  Hope,  Sileby, 
Hope  of  Claydon,  Steeple  Claydon,  War- 
spite,    Silvertown,    Leyton    Coronation, 
Leyton,    Ashford,    Middlesex,    Ashford, 
Sussex     Rescue,     Portslade-by-the-Sea, 
George    Muller,    Bristol,     Westcliffe-on- 
Sea,   Southend-on-Sea,   Tring  Excelsior, 
Tring,   Borough,    Torquay,    Smallbridge 
Crusaders,    Rochdale,    Congress,    Seven - 
oaks.  Progress,  Famworth,  J.  B.  Finch, 
Peckham,  Excelsior,  Carlisle,  Pilots  Safe- 
guard,   South   Shields,    Camberley   and 
Yorktown  United,  Camberley,  Hope  of 
St.  Andrew's,  Bishop  Auckland,  Warwick 
Victory,  Warwick,  Eldon  Rescue,  Eldon, 
Hope  of  Mapperley,   Mapperley,   Shep- 
herd's   Bush    Advance,    Hammersmith, 
Bootle  Excelsior,  Bootle,  Bow  Brickhill, 
Bow    Brickhill,    Hope   of   Southchurch, 
Southend-on-Sea,    Faversham    Out   and 
Out,  Faversham,  Victory,  London,  Bum- 
ley  Grood  Samaritan,  Burnley,  Grood  Hope 
of  King's  Norton,  King's  Norton,    Mona 
of     Douglas,      Douglas,      Swallowfield, 
Swallowfield,  Hinckley's  Pride,  Hinckley, 
Lily  of  the  Green,  Bradford,  Frederick 
James,     Twickenham,    Good    Hope    of 
Isleworth,     Isleworth,     Talbot     I^sscue, 


South    Shields,    Pride    of    Bembridge, 
Bembridge,   Silverton   Primrose,   Silver- 
town,  Perseverance,  Oswestry,  Becken- 
ham,    Beckenham,    Lily   of    Ladworth, 
Ludworth,  Caldecote  Excelsior,  Caldecote, 
Boumemouth  Safeguard,  Boumemoatht 
Fulham   Perseverance,   Fulham,   Ridge- 
mont,  Ridgmont,  Beacon  Light,  Glouces- 
ter,   Ivy   Branch,   Gravesend,  Hope   of 
Conisborough,    Conisborough,    Pride    of 
Long  Eaton,  Long  Eaton,  Mirfield,  Mii- 
field,  Victoria,  Grimsby,  Aintree  Pioneer, 
Liverpool,   Neston   Endeavour,  Neston, 
Beehive,  Birmingham,  Lily  of  the  Valley, 
Haslingden,   Hand   in   Hand,    StafEord, 
Hope  of  Redfields,  Bristol,  Dove  Valley, 
Ashbourne,    Manor    Park,    East    Ham, 
Mortlake     Pioneer,    Mortlake,    Star    of 
Oswaldtwistle,    Oswaldtwistle,    Peaccfid 
Home,   Dronfield,   Egremont   Excelsior, 
Egremont,  De  Winton  Memorial,  Easing- 
ton  Lane,    Whitley   Bay,  Whitley  Bay, 
Beacon  Light  of   New  Boultham,  New 
Boultham,  Cambois  Progress,  Cambois, 
Branksome    Forward,    Poole,    Ashfield, 
Liverpool,  Fratemity,  Kingswood.  Rail- 
way Mission,  Bedford,  Egerton  Mission, 
New  Brighton,  Ilford  Welcome,  Dford, 
Pride  of   Beacontree  Heath,   Romford, 
Wolverton  St.  (Jeorge's,  Wolverton,  Essex 
Exempler,  Plaistow,  Hope  of  Ferryhill 
Station,    Ferryhill,   Heme    Bay,    Heme 
Bay,  Staveley  Onward,  Staveley,  Hope 
of  St.  Anne's,  St.  Anne's-on-Sea,  Woking 
Rescue,   Woking,    Shiney   Row,  Shiney 
Row,  Upper  Parkstone  Sunbeam,  Park- 
stone,  Sunbeam  of  Worrall  Hill,  Glouces- 
ter,  Sir  Wilfrid,   Leytonstone,   Star  of 
Acomb,   Acomb,    Pride  of  Washington 
Washington,    Grood    Intent    of    Cleator 
Moor,        Cleator       Moor,       Waterfoot 
Prosperity,     Waterfoot,     West     Kirby 
Endeavour,   West   Kirby,  Loyal  Hope, 
York,    Blackpool    Lifeboat,    BlackproL, 
Central,    Leicester,  Hugh  Bourne  Mem- 
orial, Tunstall,  Dawn  of  Day,  Ash  Vale, 
Sir  W.  Lawson  Memorial,  Wandsworth^ 
Hope  of  Kelly  Bray,  Callington,  Hope  of 
Holmes,  Rotherham,  Watson  Street  Mis- 
sion, Plaistow,  John  Stobbs,  Cullercoacs, 
Helping     Hand,     Droitwich,     Hope    of 
Willenhall,  WillenhaU,  Work  and  Win, 
Yardley   Hastings,    United   Conquerors, 
Plaistow,  Star  of  St.  George,  Devonport, 
The  Hartlepool's  Friend,  West  Hartle- 
pool,   Earlsfield,   Wandsworth,    OrenfeU 
Memorial,  King's  Norton,  Nutfield  City 
of  Refuge,  Nutfield,  Hope  of  Southwmrk, 
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Sotithwark,  Rajnes  Park,  Merton,  Wood- 

lide  Ph)gres8,  Croydon,  Heart  of  Britain, 

Diventiy,  Rehoboth,  Percy  Main,  Good 

Courage,  Bitterne,  Excelsior,  Carterton, 

HeATitree,  Heavitree,  Blackpool  Welcome 

BUckpooI,  Young  People's  Refuge,  Lum- 

fcr.  Good  Treasure,  Soutbwark,  Meadow 

raited,  Nottingham,  Pride  of  Apperley, 

Bndford,  Mayflower,   West  Ham,  Life 

Line,  Torquay,    Tranmere    St.     Paul's, 

Birkenhead,    Pride    of    Station    Grates, 

Pradhoe,  Star  of  Victory,   Scunthorpe, 

Xusfield  Reform,   Mansfield,   Hope   of 

Everton,  Liverpool,  Washington,  Little 

Brington,    Henry    Bloomer,    HoUoway, 

Pride  of  South  Shields,  South  Shields ; 

Of  the  following  District  Lodges  of  the 

Good  Templars  :    Berkshire,  Devonshire, 

lOi   Devonshire,    South- West,    Essex, 

Sent,  East,    Kent,    West,    Lancashire, 

Sooth-East,    NorfoUc,    Salop,    Somerset, 

Eirt,  Surrey,  East  and  Mid,  Worcester- 

ikiK,Torkshire,  Central,  Yorkshire,  East 

Rswitive   Committees   of   Cumberland, 

NoitktndMid  District  Lodge,  Durham, 

StHrth  District  Lodge,  Middlesex  District 

Lodge,  Yorkshire,   South-West  listrict 

Lodge ;  Quarterly  Session  of  the  Devon- 

«iuie.   South- West,    Juvenile    Council; 

Tnited  Sunday   Service   of  Lodges    in 

fevonshire,  South-West ;  United  Meeting 

ofGood  Templars  of  Northamptonshire 

tt  Rashden  ;      Temperance  Meeting  in 

«imection  with  the  Good  Templars  at 

U^Dshalme  ;    Quarterly  Meeting  of  the 

Lfrieesterahire  District  Juvenile  Council ; 

L^Bctshire,  South-East  District  Juvenile 

l^ovncil ;  Good  Templars  of  Great  Grims- 

^T  ind  Cleethorpes  in  United  Session  at 

Wnttby ;  Romford  Group  (Constituency) 

<^nvention    at    East    Ham ;       Weekly 

fcrting  of  Good  Templars  at  Darlington, 

^b-Dirtrict  of  Good  Templars  comprising 

R«g»te.  Redhill,  Horley,  and  Nutfield ; 

iSttreT  East  and  Mid  District  Political 

Cowcil  Meeting  (7th  November) ;  Surrey 

K««t  and  Mid  District  Political  Council 

fcrting   (11th    November) ;  Surrey  East 

ttd  Mid  District  Good  of  Order  Com- 

*«*«e ;  Sheffield  Convention  of  Lodges  ; 

PttWic  Meeting  in  connection  with  Surrey 

E«t  and  Mid  Juvenile  Council ;    Public 

^'••ting  of  Citizens  at  Dover;     Public 

^'eeting  of  Inhabitants  of  Torquay  and 

**>^libottrhood ;        Public    Meeting    of 

Iflktbrtants  of  Half -Way  House,  Minster ; 

^^^^n    of     (Congregational     Church, 


Staithes,  Yorkshire ;  Resolution  from 
Primitive  Methodist  C!hurch,  Bedlington 
Station ;  Resolution  from  Primitive 
Methodist  CJhurch,  Browney  Colliery ; 
Public  Meeting  of  Citizens  held  at 
Worthing;  Railway  Mission  (Christian 
Endeavour  Society,  Bedford  ;  Public 
Meeting  held  at  Leicester  ;  Public  Tem- 
perance Meeting  held  in  Leeds  ;  Public 
Temperance  Meeting  held  at  Croydon ; 
Public  Temperance  Meeting  held  at 
Salford ;  Public  Meeting  of  Inhabitants, 
Eastbourne ;  Public  Meeting  of  Inhabi- 
tants, Sutton,  Surrey ;  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  Poor  Law  Guardians,  University 
Professors,  etc..  Members  of  the  Medical 
Profession  ;  Head  Masters,  Mistresses, 
and  Teachers  in  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Schools  (2) ;  Birmingham 
Nurses  (3) ;  Independent  Labour  Party  ; 
Rel'g^ous  Listitutions  of  Various  Denomi- 
nations (8) ;  (Seneral  Petitions  from  the 
Inhabitants  of  Birmingham  and  District 
(19) ;  Societies  and  Guilds  at .  Colne  (2) ; 
Downham  and  District,  Leeds,  Birken- 
shaw.  South  Shields,  Tyne  Dock, 
Shoreham,  Swindon,  Mansfield,  Downham 
Market,  High  Bentham,  25  Lodges  of 
the  International  Order  of  Good  Templars, 
Bands  of  Hope  at  Barton  St.  David, 
Vobster,  Brampton,  South  Shields,  Bacup, 
Sheffield,  Yorkshire,  Bromley  Common, 
Carshalton,  Bolton,  Colne  (3),  Tonbridge, 
Desborough,  Bude  (2),  Winton,  Waddock, 
Penryn,  Iffid-Somerset,  Whaddon,  Paulton 
and  District,  Littleworth,  Grospel  Tem- 
perance Union  and  United  Temperance 
Action  (Council,  South  Shields;  .League 
of  Sympathy  and  Band  of  Hope,  Derby ; 
Temperance  Societies  at  Melbourne,  Mat- 
lock, Rothwell ;  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Railway  Servants  and  Peaceful  Dove 
Friendly  Society,  Keighley ;  Temperance 
Council,  Leeds  ;  Total  Abstinence  Society, 
Downham  Market ;  Temperance  Workers 
Somerton ;  Temperance  Societies,  Wes- 
ton-super-Mare ;  United  Temperance 
Council,  Swindon  ;  Baptist  Temperance 
Society,  Ilfracombe  ;  United  Temperance 
Council,  Ilfracombe ;  Great  Western 
Railway  Temperance  Union,  Swindon ; 
Help  Myself  Society  and  Temperance 
Society,  Reading ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Barnstaple  ;  Temperance  Society  Bed* 
minster;  Total  Abstinence  Societies  at 
Churchill,  Ilchester,  Shebbear ;  Tem- 
perance Societies  at  Bourton  and  Yeats, 
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Land  Key,  Portesham,  Winscombe,  Claw- 
ton,  Calne,  Mere,  Finsbury;  Anti- 
Smoking  League,  Bristol ;  Presb3rterian 
Ooild,  Willington ;  North  Eastern  Bail- 
way  Temperance  Union,  Hartlepool ; 
Sons  of  Temperance  Friendly  Society, 
Hull ;  Wesley  Church,  Hartlepool ; 
Christian  Temperance  Association, 
Sheffield ;  Temperance  Societies  at 
Botherham ,  Morley  ;  Temperance 
Workers,  Liverpool ;  Temperance  Society, 
Biidsomer  Norton ;  Band  of  Hope, 
Nelson ;  Public  Meetings  at  Neston, 
Liverpool,  Colnbrook,  Bicester,  Preston, 
Croston,  Lancashire,  Burnley,  Freckleton, 
Ashton-on-Bibble,  Bradford,  Golcar ; 
Employees  of  9  Firms  at  Pl3anouth ; 
United  Methodist  Churches  at  Bedlington, 
Cambois,  Newcastle-on-Tjoie,  Peckham ; 
Primitive  Methodists  of  Budgeway,  Bed- 
lington ;  We8le3^n  Churches  at  Greenhill, 
Polbatluc  ;  United  Methodists,  Liskeard ; 
Congregational  Churches  at  Liskeard, 
Bainham,  Hawkesbury,  Buckley  ;  Baptist 
Church,  Wandsworth  ;  Free  Christian 
Church  Dover,  Unitarian  Church,  Belper ; 
Free  Church  Council,  Woolwich  ;  Public 
Meetings  at  Westmarsh,  Tollington  Park, 
Inhabitants  of  Tollington  Park,  Westhay 
and  Meath,  Wincanton,  East  Leeds ; 
Public  Meetings  at  Wandsworth  (2) 
Sutton-on-lrent,  Walworth  and  Newing- 
ton,  Boyal  Victoria  Hall,  Waterloo  Boad 
(3),  Broadstairs,  Stourmouth ;  British 
Women's  Temperance  Associations  at 
Scotswood-on-Tyne,  Oillingham,  Putney, 
Heaton,  Glo  'cestershire ;  Adult  School 
Union,  Bradford ;  Baptist  Church,  Wal- 
worth ;  Baptist  Christian  Endeavour, 
Earlsfield  ;  Wesleyan  Sunday  School, 
Bromley,  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Society,  Strood  ;  Band  of  Hope,  Folke- 
stone ;  Temperance  Associations  at 
Eastington,  Hunslet ;  Total  Abstinence 
Society,  Ash,  Middlesex  lemperance 
Federation,  Unitarian  Temperance 
Society,  East  Hill,  Wandsworth  ;  Pleasant 
Sunday  Afternoon  Society,  Camberwell ; 
Total  Abstinence  Society,  Highgate ; 
emperance  Union,  Wandsworth  ;    Tem- 

?erance  Societies,  Huddersfield,  Stone- 
ouse ;  Adult  School,  Wakefield ; 
National  Citizens'  Convention,  St.  Ja-nes'^ 
Hall ;  250  ents  of  the  Independent  Order 
of  Bechabites ;  Public  Meetings  at 
Newport,     Kendal,     Disley,     Bea4ing, 

Ossett,  Great   Horton,    AUerton,  Wake- 

fieW,      Mirfield,      Purston      Pontcfract, 


Outwood,  Bradford,  Guisley,  Cottingley, 
Wrenthorpe,  Shipley,  Otley,  Driglington, 
Earley,    Little    Horton,    Bamoldswick, 
Littletown,    Bradford,    Wigan,    Wyke, 
Frome,  Wilton,  Gospel  Oak,  Chertaey, 
South  Norwood,   Northampton,  Clifton 
and   Bristol,   Bath;    Baptist   Churches 
at  Bristol,  Upper  Tooting,  Southfields  ; 
Baptist  Mission  at  Southfields  ;   Baptist 
Churches  at  Downend,  Grays,  Bother- 
ham  ;  Congregational  Churches  at  Ocken- 
don,    Withenedge,    Sandford,    Oldham, 
Bristol  (4),  Clifton;    United  Methodist 
Churches    at    Bristol    (9),    Claveriism, 
Sheffield ;        Independent       Methodists 
Churches  at  Ince,   Ashton ;    Primitivo 
Methodists    at    Bristol    (3),    Sheffield, 
Walton,    Liverpool,    Two    Missions    at 
Bristol ;  Friends  Meeting,  Bristol ;  Free 
Church      Council,     Hants     Federation 
Y.M.C.A.,  Mass  Meeting  Free  Churches, 
Southampton ;    Chapek  at   PiUdngton, 
Kendal ;  Churches,  Chapek,  and  IGssions 
at  Hollinwood,  Sheffield,  Glossop,  Bes- 
minster,  Bristol,  Fishponds,  Bristol  (2), 
Methodist  Churches  at  Bam? ley,  Sheffield, 
Garsgill,  Port  Clarence,  Middieiborongh, 
Stainton     in     Cleveland,     Bristol     (4), 
Brimington,  Stockbridge,  Brighton  (2), 
Stainforth ;  Mission,  Nottingham  ;  Con- 
gregational    Church,    Pwhelli ;     Church 
of  Our  Father,  Botherham;    Wesleyan 
Mission,  Middlesborough  ;  Sergeant  Street 
Chapel,  Bedminster,  Bristol,  M^^thodist 
Missions  at  Bristol  (2) ;  Middlesborough 
Presbyterian    Church    and    Society    of 
Friends,       Middlesborough,       Women's 
Pleasant    Hour,    Shortlands;     Sunday 
Schools  at  Claverham,  Kennington,  S.B., 
Shortlands;     Schools   at    Sheffield    (2). 
Hull,    Stockton    on    Tees;     Church    of 
England  Temperance  Society  at  Ivegill, 
Beading  ;  Inhabitants  of  Beading,  Avon* 
mouth,      Shortlands ;       Congregational 
Church,  Bristol ;    Press  Forwaid  Tem- 
perance Society,  Beading  ;  •  Public  Meet* 
ing,    Baunthorpe ;        Young    Women's 
Christian    Association,    Bromley ;     Car- 
brook  Beform   Ladies  Class,   Sheffield  ; 
Bailway  Mission  Christian  Association, 
Sh'^ffield ;       Nottingham      Temperance 
Federation,  Nottingham  ;  Heavy  WooUen 
Union   Temperance   Association,    Dews- 
bury  ;    Wesleyan   Sunday  School,   Port 
Clarence ;     Wesley    Guilds    at    Yeovil^ 
Hoylake,   Birkenhead,   Middlesborough  ; 
Ladies  Missionary  Auxiliary,  Claverham  ; 
Women's   Total   Abstinence   Unions    at 
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Tlwmton  Heath,     Claverham,     British 
Women's  Temperance  Association,  Leeds, 
Libetal  Association,  Street,  Temperance 
ind  Total  Abstinence  Societies  at  Halifax, 
Winchmore  Hill,  Middlesboro',  Notting- 
iim;    Bands    of   Hope    at    Crownhill, 
Ywtil,  New  Brighton,  Liskeard,  Bristol, 
Bromlev,  Cheriton  Fitzpaine  ;   Christian 
EfideAvour    Societies    at     Middlesboro', 
aerwell,   Plymouth   (8),    St.   Budeaux, 
Devonport  (7),  Union  Street,  Plymouth, 
Embankment  Road,  Plymouth,  Plymp- 
m,   Maidstone,     Bromley,    Hull     (2), 
Middfcsborough ;    Men's  Adult   School, 
Jtipk  Hill,    Bristol;     Men's    Meeting, 
La^ton,   Bristol ;     Wesleyan     Mothers 
feting,  Hiddlesborough ;   Adult  Schools 
tt    Dewsbury,      Middlesborough      (2) ; 
Jbtiws  Meeting  and  Adult  Bible  Class, 
XkUksborough  ;  Pleasant  Sunday  After- 
awn  Societies  :  West  Kirby,  Bristol  (2) ; 
Y«ag  Men's    Prayer  Meeting,    Ponta- 
•i*^;  Carbrook  Reform  Men's  Class, 
^«Md;   Men's  Meeting,  Wandsworth, 
?.^.;    Daniell's    Society    Classes     at 
KiUlesborough,    New     Brighton      (3) ; 
BwtteAoods    at    Hoylake,     Bromley, 
Bwtol,  Rymouth,  Foots  Cray,  Balham  ; 
^ehall  Men's   Bible   Oass,    Bristol; 
*4ft«bury      Crusade,       Bristol;      92 
'«t«    of      the     Independent      Order 
«f  fiechabites ;     Primitive     Methodist 
ftnidtes  at  West  Pelton,  South  Moor, 
Aukfield  Plain  (2),  East  Stanley,  Tanfield 
^  Greencroft,  Bumhope,  Oxhill,  West 
''^•filev,    Castletown,    Lowick,    Wooler, 
fiWd,    Belford,    Donaldson's     Lodge, 
•«on,  Birtlev,  Fatfield,  Pelton,  Porto- 
WK   Kneblesworth,    Waldridge    Fell, 
^    Fell,    Chester-le-Street,    Pelsall, 
•^tattky  (2),  Fosdyke,  Barton-on-Hum- 
k   Bonley,     Goxill,    South     Femby, 
nr*J,  Wootton,  East  Halton,  Thornton, 
^«amgton,    Horkston,    New    HoUand, 
Voriftby,    Barrow-on-Humber,     Market 
S*«n,  Osgodby,  Gainsboro'  (2),  Morton, 
C«agiam,  6ringley-on-the-Hill,  Walk- 
^^^am.    Crowley,      Keadley,      Beltoft, 
Wttd,  Crowle,  Liskeard,  Cheesewring, 
Jj«»r,    King's    Lynn,    Clenchwarton, 
■■^ttgham.  Grimston,  6a3rton  Thorpe, 
^  Walton,    Gayton,    West    Winch, 
^  Getnans.  St.  Mary,  Dalkeith,  Blaken- 
«*u«leworth,  Newcastle-on-Tyne  (4), 
2"  Antony-on-Tyne,    Welker-on-Tync, 
J^J^Moor,  WalJsend-on-Tyne,  Baildon ; 
2^  of  Christ  at  Erdington,  Birming- 
***    Baristown,     Newton-le- Willows  ; 


Wesleyan  Churches,  Windmill  Hill^ 
Shipley  (2),  Baildon  Green,  Rotherham^ 
Masbro',  Doncaster,  Looe ;  Methodist 
New  Connexion,  Brighouse ;  United 
Methodists  of  Bristol  (1),  Nailsea,  Mount 
Warleggan,  St.  Neot's,  Bolventor,  East 
Looe,  Polperro,  Widegates,  St.  Cleer, 
Alvaston  Mission ;  Baptist  Churches  at 
Bristol  (3),  Leytonstone,  Oxford ;  Con- 
gregational Churches  at  Looe,  KeigUey, 
Shipley,  Bridlington,  Brighouse ;  0\A 
Meeting  House,  Framlingham ;  Inde- 
pendent Church,  Windhjll,  Shipley; 
Broadmead  Chapel,  Bristol ;  Crossway 
Central  Mission,  Old  Kent  Road ;  Town 
Hall,  Cottingley,  Yorkshire ;  Popular 
Service  Peoples  Hall,  Shipley;  Robert 
Hall  Memorial  Chapel,  Leicester ;  Mission 
HaUs  at  Liverpool  (4) ;  Unitarian 
Churches  at  Bedfield,  Sale ;  Free  Churchea 
at  Uminster,  Halesowen,  Wejmiouth ; 
Society  of  Friends,  Sheffield;  Churcli 
of  England  Men's  Society,  Bournemouth  ; 
Adult  Schools  at  Wanstead  (2) ;  Young 
Women's  Christian  Association,  Leyton- 
stdne  ;  Men's  Own  Brotherhood,  Bristol ; 
Adult  Schools  at  Shipley,  Bridlington 
(2),  Weston-super-Mare;  Men's  Own 
Meeting,  Saltaire ;  Men's  Pleasant  Sun- 
day Afternoon,  Enfield;  Young  Men's 
Bible  Class,  Derby;  Men's  Society, 
Oxford  ;  Crown  Hall,  Men's,  Liverpool ; 
Men's  Own  (Baptist),  Bristol ;  Christian 
Endeavour  Rallies  .  at  Mexborough, 
Bridlington ;  Young  People's  Society, 
Bridlington ;  Wesley  Guilds,  etc.  at 
Derby,  North  Cave,  Handley;  Adult 
Bible  Class  at  Hosforth;  Free  ChurcK 
federation,  Cheriton  Fitzpaine ;  Con- 
gregational Church,  Baughmg ;  District 
Band  of  Hope  Union,  Keighley ;  Banda 
of  Hope  at  Derby  (2) ;  Bands  of  Hope, 
Temperance  Societies  at  Clifton,  Don- 
caster  (4),  Alvaston,  Bridgwater  (2), 
Leytonstone,  Swindon  (2),  Leicester, 
Weston,  Keighley  (2),  Derby,  Cotting- 
ham,  Sheffield,  Hull,  Enderby,  Blackburn, 
Newington  Green,  Tanfield  Lea;  In- 
habitants of  Thatcham,  Horsham  ;  Meet- 
ings at  Hull,  South  Cave,  Hither  Green, 
Cheltenham,  Gloucester,  Brighouse,  Great 
Coates,  Healing ;  Lihabitants  of  Dursley  ^ 
Wesleyan  Sunday  Schools  at  Rother- 
ham,  Rastrick,  Baildon,  Keighley 
(3),  Halifax;  Lidependent  Order 
of  Rechabites  (23) ;  Independent  Metho- 
dist Church,  Warmley;  Cramtington 
Free  Church  Council ;  Some  Members  and 
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Adherents  of  the  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Ohurch  in  England ;  Calvinistic  Methodist 
Churches  and  Congregations :  In  Pem- 
broke, Merioneth,  Montgomery,  Anglesey, 
and  Flint  (119) ;  1,200  Lodges  of  the 
International  Order  of  Good  Templars; 
Luton  Friends  Adult  School ;  Meetings  : 
At  Tamworth,  Derby,  Reddish,  Rochdale, 
IlWey,  Erdington,  Peranzabula,  Birming- 
ham, Honiton,  Bury,  Gorton ;  Three 
Independent  Methodist  Churches,  Colne 
District ;  Ur.ited  Methodist  Church, 
Preston  ;  Committee  of  Band  of  Hope 
Union,  Burton-on-Trer  t ;  Congrega- 
tional Churches  at  Derby  and  Twyford  ; 
Independent  Methodist  Church,  Wigan; 
Wesley  Church,  Scittoway ;  International 
Order  of  Good  Templars  (8) ;  Inhabi- 
tants of  Liverpool,R\iardear,  Bootle,  San- 
down,  New  Bamet,  Maldor»,  Temperance 
Organisations  :  At  Ipswich,  Wellington, 
Bury,  Derby,  Carroz,  West  Norwood, 
Leeds  (2),  Ossett ;  National  United 
Temperance         Council ;  Methodist 

Churches :  At  Reading,  Belper  (2), 
Carnarvon,  Newcastle  (2),  Pendleton, 
Soughton,  Wigan,  Oldham,  Ashton,  Liver- 
pool, South  Shields,  Monmouth ;  Wes- 
leyan Churches  :  At  Walworth,  Durham, 
Rechabites  (5) ;  Churches,  Schools,  etc. : 
At  Rhymney,  Frodham,  Middlesborough, 
Doncaster,  Usk,  Middletor,  Bury ;  Per- 
sons signing  :  Church  of  England  Tem- 
perance Society  (3),  Good  Templars  (8), 
Temperance  Societies  and  Bands  of  Eope 
at  Buckland,  Sway,  Portsmouth  (3), 
Winchester,  Christchurch,  Churches  and 
Schools  at  Liss,  Southsea,  Portsmouth 
(4),  Newcastle-on-Tyne  (4),  Capel  Mawi*! 
Gro,  Doncaster,  Vale  of  Dovey,  Guemy- 
pant,  Scarborough,  Abertysswg  (2),  Claw- 
ton,  Liscard  (2),  Halifax,  Birmingham, 
Bast  Ardsley  ;  Inhabitants  of  Eastrey  ; 
Churches,  Societies,  Public  Meetings, 
Schools,  Guilds,  etc. :  At  Carrog,  Ipswich, 
Barnsley,  Glossop,  Willington,  Cheritor 
Fitzpaine,  Pendleton,  Kimberworth, 
Scarborough  (3),  Aston,  Cockermouth, 
Middleton,  South  Shields,  York,  Chiswick, 
Tunstall,  Sheffield,  Ilkeston,  Horrsey, 
Ossett  (3),  Enfield,  Dunfermline,  Bis'  op 
Stortford,  Lye,  Ripley,  Wirsford,  Blis- 
wortht  Birmingham  (3),  Oakworth,  Lon- 
don, St.  Helens,  Wood  Green,  Hassocks 
<2),  Ditchlirg,  Prescot,  Bowerbrook, 
King's  Heath,  Carnarvon,  Norwood, 
Droylesden,  Sirhowy,  Soughtor,  Ynysv- 
bwl,    Ladywood,    Derby,    Shipston,    St. 


Clears,  Reigate,  Thirsk,  Femhead,  Mold. 
Middlesborough,  Usk,  Handler,  Rowdon, 
Birmingham,  Low  Bentham,  South  Man- 
chester, Rechabites  (52),  Leicester,  South 
Wales,     Dumbarton,      Ayr,      Dingwall, 
Sheffield,Dundee,  Derby,  Wellingborough, 
Mexborough,    Bolton,   Dunstable,    New- 
castle-under-Lvme  (3),  Handford,  Bald- 
wins   Gate,    Macclesfield    (2),    Poynton. 
Good    Templars    (2),    St.     Helen's     (3) 
Southmoor,    Sheffield,    Heald,     Bristol. 
Colden,     Pontefract,     Liverpool,     Hull, 
Grays,  Rechabites  (4),  Whitehaven,  Tar- 
porley,  Wrexham  (3),  Richmond,  Oldham 
(2),  Ince,  King's  Lynn,  Boston,  Wrangle. 
Leigh,  Bury,  Fulham,  Salisbury,  Chard, 
Birkenhead  (2),   Birmingham  (5),   Sons 
of  the  Phoenix,  Crank,  Varteg,  Blaenavor, 
Gamdiffdith,  Dudley,    Walton,    North- 
ampton (2),  Harlestone  Road,  Liverpool 
(2),    Yarmouth,     Upholland,     Appleby. 
Seacombe,  Gooch,  Smethwick,  Oldbury, 
New  Bamet,  Abercynon,  New  Brumby. 
Leeds  (2),  Croft,  Irby,  Leverton,  Thame. 
Barlestone,  Nelson  (4),   Burnley,  Colne 
(2),   Brierfield,   Rechabites,  Good  Tem- 
plars, Twyford,  Cradley,  Preston,  East- 
bourne, Aylesbury  (2) ;  read,  and  ordere<l 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Petitions  against :  Of  persons  sigrirg 
(7) ;  Pontypridd  and  Rhondda  Vallep 
Licensed  Victuallers  Association  ;  Inhab- 
itants of  Liverpool,  Chester  and  District 
(4) ;  Inkpen.  Read,  and  ordered  to 
1*0  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


TRADE  REPORTS   (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

No.  671.  China  (Report  on  thf 
physical  commercial,  social,  and  genera! 
conditions  of  Ichang  and  neighbourhood  | 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


UCENSINQ  BILL. 
[Skcovd  Rbadiko.] 

Oraer  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoonc 
Reading  read. 

♦The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  axi 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  ro»  thi 
COLONIES  (The  Earl  of  Cbiwk)  :    M] 
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Loidi,  the  task  of  commending  to  your 
Lorddup's  House  a  Bill,  many  of  the 
provisionB  of  which  are  known  to  be 
diiustefol  to  the  majority  of  the  House, 
li  it  no  time  an  easy  or  simple  one,  but 
on  tiiis  occasion,  in  asking  your  Lord- 
i^  to  give  a  Second  Reading  to  the 
Liccfising  Bill,  my  task  is  one  of  addi- 
tMti  difficulty  owing  to  the  very  special 
ifid  angular  circumstances  under  which 
n  meet  for  the  purpose.  Your  Lord- 
fkip6*  House  is  often  an  assembly  of 
aon^e  conclusions,  but  in  my  ex- 
peneaee  I  never  remember  an  occasion 
n  which  the  conclusion  has  been  so 
oopletely,  so  palpably,  and,  I  may  say, 
V)  cynically  foregone  as  it  is  on  this 
AC&sion. 

I  hare  learned,  through  what  are 
Qown  as  the  ordinary  channels  of 
tdonnation,  that  your  Lordships  held 
iiitting  yesterday,  not  in  this  Chamber, 
^  m  a  famous  house  in  a  famous 
iqniR.  and  that  at  that  sitting  a  novel 
«i^  of  this  Bill,  interposed  between 
tie  Fust  and  Second  Readings,  was 
(Qcsidered.  So  far  as  I  am  able  to 
wW  from  the  published  reports,  the 
Ml  was  very  rapidly  considered.  We 
ifiv  of  guillotine  and  closure  by  com- 
?<tinent8,  but  yesterday,  so  far  as  I 
»c  aMe  to  understand,  the  measure 
»«  closured  without  compartments. 
I  la  bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  think 
*>  manner  in  which  that  proceeding 
^«  conducted  will  redound  in  the 
^utry  to  the  credit  of  your  Lordships' 
3oBe— I  will  not  say  as  a  revising 
^iimber,  but  as  an  assembly  which 
waitts  to  be  deliberative.  We  shall 
^^«.  I  suppose,  to  accept  the  result  of 
■^  meeting,  unless  some  general  epi- 
^«iic  such  as  overtook  the  Egyptians 
^  tke  days  of  Moses  were  to  fall  upon 
^  noble  Lords  opposite,  which  for 
P^iwnal  reasons  we  should  deeply 
^•iore.  We  must,  I  suppose,  assume 
^t  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
^?^  will  be  carried,  and  even  if  that 
*5^^>y  ^idemic  were  to  take  place, 
» ireat  are  the  resources  of  the  noble 
*«^«88  opposite  that,  if,  like  Pharaoh, 
^  »ew  to  hardai  his  heart,  I  have  no 
^^  he  could  bring  up  a  fresh  host  to 
•^«rwhebn  the  staunch,  but  sparse, 
*^^*i«*a  on  these  benches. 


In  spite  of  what  occurred  yesterday, 
I  feel  it  is  due  to  the  House,  and  dua 
also  to  those  who  are  sitting  on  these 
Benches,  that  we  should  state  our  case. 
I  confess,  however,  that  I  am  tempted, 
to  state  it  in  a  somewhat  different 
manner  from  that  which  I  should  have 
employed  if  the  Bill  were  going  to  be 
dealt  with  on  its  merits  in  the  ordinary 
manner.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be 
reasonable  to  dwell  less  upon  this,  and 
that  clause  of  the  Bill  in  order,  than  tc^ 
say  something  on  the  general  principles 
on  which  the  Bill  is  founded,  and  on  the 
general  effect  which  will  result  from 
setting  aside  this  measure — if  your 
Lordships  do  so — and  leaving  things 
in  the  condition  in  which  they  are  at 
this  moment. 

My  Lords,  this  measure  is  designed  to 
attack  the  most  serious  and  the  most 
tremendous  of  all  our  social  problems. 
I  may  make  a  quotation  from  the  Majo- 
rity Report  of  the  Commission  of  1899, 
which  has  been  quoted  a  hundred  times 
in  this  controversy,  but  will  bear  quota- 
tion again.  That  majority,  as  your 
Lordships  will  remember,  contained  in 
its  ranl^  eight  gentlemen  of  the  highest 
character  who  were  themselves  interested 
in  the  trade.  In  the  course  of  their 
Report   it   was   said — 

"  A  gigantic  evil  remains  to  be  remedied,  and 
hardly  any  sacrifice  would  be  too  great  which 
would  result  in  a  marked  diminution  of  this- 
national  degradation." 

I  turn  from  that  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  and  I  see  he  does 
not  speak  of  sacrifice.  He  speaks  of 
inconvenience.  "Grave"  inconvenience 
would  be  caused  to  many  of  His  Majesty's 
subjects  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  My 
Lo:ds,  I  do  not  believe  it  is  possible  to 
engage  in  any  scheme  of  social  reform  on. 
any  subject  without  causing  incon- 
venience to  some  person.  Whether  your 
object  is  better  housing  of  the  people,  or 
social  improvement  in  any  direction,  yoia 
cannot  proceed  without  causing  incon- 
venience, and  I  vent  ire  to  say  that, 
if  this  great  problem  is  to  be  dealt  with^ 
there  must  be,  beyond  inconvenience^ 
something  of  that  spirit  of  sacrifice  men^ 
tioned  in  the  Majority  Report.  If  there 
is  to  be  a  diminution  of  the  drink  trade,, 
it  must,  no  doubt,  be  accompanied  by 
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some  loss  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  it, 
and  it  is  also  undoubtedly  true  that  a 
serious  diminution  in  the  volume  of  the 
drink  trade  will  involve  a  sacrifice  of 
revenue  on  the  part  of  the  nation. 

It  is  said,  on  the  authority  of  those 
who  have  studied  this  matter  closely, 
that  not  less  than  one-sixth  of  the  income 
of  the  working  classes  of  this  country  is 
spent  upon  alcoholic  drink.    That  bare 
statement  is  in  itself,  I  think,  a  justifica- 
tion  for  attempting  to   deal  with  the 
subject.    But  it  is  said  by  some — true, 
tlus  is  a  deplorable  state  of  things,  but 
you  can  do  little  or  nothing  by  legisla- 
tion ;    you  must  trust  to  moral  agencies, 
to  general  social  progress  and  the  spread 
of   education,    and    so    forth.    Well,    I 
have  noticed  that  those  statements  are 
not  made   bv  those  who  conduct  the 
moral   agencies  of  the   country.    They 
are  made,  as  a  rule,  I  think,  by  people 
who  do  not  themselves  take  any  very 
active  part  in  promoting  social  progress. 
You  do  not  hear  those  statements  from 
those  who  spend  their  lives  in  working 
among  the  poor.    I  should  be  very  much 
surprised  to  hear  them — at  any  rate  to 
any  extent — from  the  right  rev.  bench, 
who  have  practical  experience  in  these 
matters  beyond  any  wfaach  is  given  to  us 
lay  Members  of  your  Lordships*  House. 
It  is  said  you  cannot  make  the  people 
sober  bv  Act  of  Parliament.    It  b  true, 
in  a  sense,  that  you  cannot.    You  cannot 
make  people  moral  by  Act  of  Parliament, ; 
but  that  does  not  prevent  your  combating  | 
open  attempts  to  encourage  immorality. ' 
The  fact  is,  and  surelv  it  is  well-known  , 
to  those  who  attempt  to  study  social 
problems,  that  there  is  an  inter-action 
hetween  these  moral  agencies  and  legis- 
lation.   They  act  and  re-act   on  each 
other  and  help  each  other  towards  the 
object  it  is  their  desire  to  attain.     In 
this  very  matter  I  remember  being  told 
by  the  last  Norwegian  Minister  to  this  ' 
country  that  he  had  been  greatly  im- 
pressed by  the  manner  in  which  temper- 
ance  legislation   and   what    apparently 
was  a  voluntary  change  in  the  habits  of 
the  people  in  regard  to  excessive  drinking  ; 
had  gone  hand  in  hand,  though  it  was 
difficult    to    say    more    than    that    it 
liad  been  simultaneous,  and  it  was  not  ' 
«a9y  to  say  precisely  what  could  be  put  i 
down  to  the  score  of  one  and  what  to  the  , 
score   of   the   other.     We   believe   that . 

±  The  Sari  of  Crewe. 


similar  results  will  be  looked  for  by  wise 
legislation  in  this  country.    My  Lords, 
you  cannot  make  people  kind  by  Act  of 
Parliament.    Take,    for    instance,    the 
different  Acts  of  Parliament  which  have 
been  passed  in  relation  to  children.    A 
large  part  of  the  benefit  of  that  legislation 
has  not  been  the  pimishment  of  those  who 
are  actively  cruel  to  children,  but  the 
inculcation  of  a  higher  standard  and  a 
better  habit,  and  a  sense  of  responsibilitj 
which  b  brought  home  to  people  by  the 
fact  of  the  legislation  that  has  been  pauued. 
We  are  told  that  the  licensed  trade  ought 
not   to   be  harassed   because   excessive 
drinking,  or  at  any  rate  drunkenness,  is 
as  much  condemned  by  the  trade,  and. 
indeed,  is  as  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the 
trade,  as  an3rthing  can  be.     I  should  never 
doubt  for  a  moment  the  sincerity  of  anv 
person  engaged  either  in  the  wholesale 
or  the  retail  sale  of  alcoholic  drink  who 
reprehended  drunkenness.     Far  from  it, 
but  the  mere  fact  in  itself,  it  seems  to  me, 
does  not  take  one  very  far.      If  anyone 
were  to  ask  those  who  are  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  such  places  as 
the  Casino  at  Monte  Carlo,  whetner  they 
objected  to  high  play  and  to  people 
ruming  themselves  at  the  tables,  I  have 
no  doubt  they  would  say  with  the  utmost 
candour  that  they  did.    How  much  more 
sensible,  they  would  say,  would  it  be,  if 
instead  of  ten  people  coming  to  lose  £1,000 
1,000  people  came  and  were  prepared  to 
lose  a  small  sum  like   £10.    Similarlv 
no  doubt,  with  the  trade  in  drink.    How 
much  more  rational  if  fewer  people  drank 
so    much    and    more    people   drank  a 
smaller  amount.       But    this    does  not 
take  you  very  far.    What  we  want  to 
know  is  whether  the  licensed  trade  as  a 
whole  is  prepared   to   admit  that  the 
volume    of    the    trade    ought    to    be 
very  greatly  reduced  in  the  interests  of 
the  public.    I  have  no  doubt  that  among 
those  engaged  in  the  trade  there  are  a 
number  who  would  be  willing  to  agree 
to  a  pecuniary  sacrifice  for  this  object, 
but  whether  it  is  true  of  the  trade  as  a 
whole  I  confess  that  I  feel  some  little 
doubt. 

We  are  at  present  under  the  Lioensuu 
Act  of  1904.  That  meaaore  mitft,  I 
suppose,  in  view  of  the  noble  Marqa^s'i 
Amendment,  be  taken  as  repreaenttng 
the  last  word  on  temperance  legialatton 
ia    this    country.      We   shall   have  to 
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•ondoct  oar  affairs,  if  your  Lord- 
diips  reject  the  Bill^  at  any  rate 
for  A  considerable  time  to  come  under 
the  Act  of  1904.  We  opposed  the  Act 
of  1904  because  we  thought  that  it  made 
it  more  difficult  to  cope  with  this  form 
(A  lutioDal  degradation  to  which  the 
Majority  Report  referred.  But  the  Act 
of  190*  did  recognise  the  principle  of 
reduction  in  the  number  of  public- 
kouaes.  That  principle  of  reduction  we 
n  carry  further  in  the  first  clause  of 
tkis  Bill.  By  it  we  institute  a  system 
of  statutory  general  reduction,  according 
to  i  scale  which  will  be  found  in  the  first 
«kedule.  The  scale  is  uniform,  but  it 
I  subject  to  certain  exceptions.  Where, 
far  instance,  it  can  be  shown  that  a 
ficeoce  to  sell  alcoholic  drink  is  merely 
iwiliary  to  other  purposes ;  where  it 
GUI  be  shown  that,  as,  for  instance,  in 
tie  case  of  pleasure  resorts,  there  is 
wed  for  a  larger  supply  owing  to  a  great 
iafiox  of  visitors  in  the  summer  months 
Hn  inch  cases  provision  b  made  for 
aufAoriB  to  the  general  standard  and 
tie  general  rule. 

On  this  matter  of  reduction,  there  are 

tio  argmnents  which  are  not  exactly 

fiOQpatible  with   each   other,   although 

tkr  are  often  used  by  people  speaking 

Q  tlie  same  interest.    The  first  is  that 

ndoction    in    the    number    of    public- 

^Bwt&  has  no  proved  relation  to  the 

^minution  in  the  amount  of  drunke^i- 

DMs.   What     exactly     is     meant     by 

dnmkenness  ?    Some  people  rely  simply 

*Bd  solely  on  convictions  for  drunken- 

•«,  but  I  cannot  conceive  a  more  falla- 

ooM  test  than  that.    The  real  point  is  : 

I»  tkere  a  relation  between  the  reduc- 

tioa  in  the  number  of  licences  and  exces- 

lire  drinking  ?      I     believe     that     the 

testimony  of  the  police  on  this  point  is 

iimost  unanimous.    You  cannot  say  of 

*  particular    place    that    because    one 

powc-house  is  closed,  therefore  a  wave 

«f  sobriety  passes  over  the  neighbour- 

«od-    But  speaking  generally,  and  espec- 

^y  in  regard  to  crowded  centres  of 

F^pulatbn,  there  can   be   no   question 

^  the  reduction  in  the   number  of 

**<*occs  bears  a  very  real  relation  to  the 

*J"^  of   excessive    drinking.      After 

•"»  it  ahnost  stands  to  reason  that  it 

J™**  be  80.    It  is  a  commonplace  of  a 

™<i«d  pulpits — we  have  heard  it  over 

•**  over  again— that  particular  kinds  of 


temptations,  such  as  those  which  induct 
people  to  drink — ^temptations,  that  is  to 
say,  whiqh  appeal  to  the  senses — ^are 
made  infinitely  more  difficult  to  resist 
by  the  multiplication  of  opportunity. 
That  is  a  positive  platitude ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  it  goes  a  long  way  towards 
proving  this  particular  case.  I  would 
remind  the  House  also  that  both  the 
Majority  and  the  Minority  Report  of  the 
Commission  of  1899  stated  that  in  their 
view  a  large  reduction  in  the  number  of 
licences  was  necessary  for  the  improve^ 
ment  of  the  condition  of  the  cpuntry. 

The  other  argimient  used  against  this 
Bill  is  that  the  reduction  which  is  now 
proceeding  under  the  Act  of  1904  makes  it 
needless  to  do  anything  to  accelerate  it. 
It  is  said  that  something  like  1,200 
licences  a  year  have  been  reduced  in  the 
first  three  years  operation  of  the  Act. 
Even  supposing  that  to  be  a  sufficient 
number,  which  may  well  be  disputed, 
there  are  one  or  two  considerations 
that  have  to  be  borne  in  mind.  That 
reduction  is  very  unequal  in  its  incidence 
and  its  inequality  is  not  in  proportion 
to  the  number  of  licences  held  in  various 
places.  Further,  is  there  any  guarantee 
that  anything  like  this  rate  of  reduction 
is  likely  to  continue  ?  In  1907,  one 
licensing  authority  in  five  was  doing 
nothing,  was  taking  absolutely  no  steps 
at  all  towards  extinguishing  licences 
under  the  Act  of  1904.  In  Great  Yar* 
mouth  there  is  one  public-house,  in- 
cluding beer-houses,  for  every  200  in* 
habitants ;  that  is  to  say,  about  one  for 
every  fifty  adult  males;  and  nothing  has 
been  done.  In  Huntingdonshire  there  is 
one  public-house,,  including  beer-houses, 
for  just  over  100  of  the  inhabitants,  or  one 
for  every  twenty-five  adult  males.  The 
licensing  authority  there  have  recently 
informed  the  Home  Office,  imder  the 
Act  of  1904,  that  they  do  not  intend  to 
impose  any  compensation  levy,  or  to 
proceed  any  further  under  the  Act.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  local  circum^ 
stances  may  be,  but  the  figures  are  as  I 
have  stated.  There  is  no  guarantee, 
indeed,  that  any  licensing  authority 
which  is  now  proceeding  with  some 
activity  under  the  Act  may  not  discon- 
tinue its  efiorts  at  any  moment.  When 
therefore  people  argue  that  the  present 
reduction  ought  to  be  multipbed  by 
fourteen  in  respect  of  the  next  fourteen 
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years,  I  submit  that  this  is  a  calculation 
for  which  there  is  no  basis  whatever. 

The  reduction  is  now  also  an  unequal 
one.  It  is  subject  to  the  peculiar  views 
of  the  licensing  authorities.  We  propose 
to  institute  a  national  system  of  reduc- 
tion. I  may  mention,  in  relation  to  this 
question  of  reduction,  two  points  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  One  is  the  provision 
for  what  is  known  as  optional  reduction — 
allowing  justices  of  the  peace  to  reduce  to 
a  point  even  beyoid  the  scale  if 
they  dosire  to  do  so,  subject  to  a 
point  which  I  will  mention  directly — 
that  is  to  say,  placing  licensing,  so  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  in  the  position  in 
which  it  was  before  the  Act  of  1904 ; 
and  the  other  b  the  provision  contained 
in  Clause  9,  allowing  a  special  further 
reduction  in  Wales  in  consideration  of 
the  desire  for  temperance  indicated  by 
many  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  favoured 
coimtry.  But,  my  Lords,  in  relation  to 
both  of  these  this  has  to  be  borne  in  mind, 
that  optional  reduction  and  that  further 
reduction  can  only  take  place  when  there 
is  money  from  the  compensation  levy 
Bufficjent  to  meet  the  extra  compensation. 
Now,  a  national  system  involves  the 
creation  of  a  central  authority ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Bill  proposes  to  create  a 
Licensing  Commission.  Three  gentlemen 
of  standing  and  merit  have  been  named 
as  Licensing  Commissioners.  Their  busi- 
ness is  to  approve  schemes  made  by 
justices  of  the  peace  for  carrying  out 
statutory  reduction,  or,  in  the  improbable 
event  of  a  scheme  not  being  made,  of 
making  one  themselves.  It  is  also  their 
business  to  impose  a  scale  of  charges  for 
the  compensation  levy,  according  to  the 
second  Schedule  of  the  Bill.  But  what 
they  do  not  do  is  almost  as  important 
as  what  they  do.  They  do  not  select  the 
particular  licences  which  are  to  be  ex- 
tinguished. That  duty  is  left  to  the 
justices  in  consideration  of  their  superior 
local  knowledge,  and  they  do  not  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  compensation  to  be 
paid.  That  is  determined  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue. 

I  pass  to  what  may  be  regarded  in  some 
respacts  as  the  central  point  of  the  Bill,  I 
mean  the  institution  of  a  time -limit — 
that  is  to  say,  at  the  end  of  fourteen 
years  the  compensation  levy  ceases  and 
all  licences  become  subject  to  the  con- 
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ditions  applicable  to  new  licences.  la 
addition  to  that,  a  further  seven  years 
of  respite  without  payment  of  compensa- 
tion levy,  but  qualified  in  a  manner 
which  I  will  explain  later  on,  is  given  to 
the  licence-holder.  There  is  one  point  I 
desire  to  impress  on  the  House,  and  it  is 
this,  that  the  addition  of  seven  years  is 
of  much  greater  advantage  to  the  tnde 
than  the  difference  between  fourteen  and 
twenty-one  years.  A  sinking  fund  to 
provide  £100  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years 
at  4  per  cent,  would  be  £5  9s.  4d.  To 
provide  the  same  amount  at  the  end  of 
twenty-one  years,  at  the  same  rate 
per  cent.,  the  sum  necessary  is  only 
£3  2s.  7d.,  so  that  by  the  addition  of 
seven  years  the  charge  is  reduced  by 
something  between  two -fifths  and  a  half. 
That  is  a  point  which  may  have  escaped 
the  notice  of  some  of  your  Lordships. 
The  time  limit  is,  of  course,  bound  ap 
with  the  question  of  monopoly  value. 
The  existence  of  monopoly  value  and  the 
fact  that  it  should  properly  be  secured  to 
the  community  was  recognised  in  the 
Act  of  1904,  but  only  in  regard  to  new 
licences.  Our  proposition  is  to  apply  it, 
under  conditions,  to  all  licences. 

Much  argument  has  taken  place  as  to 
the  nature  of  a  licence.  We  have,  after 
a  great  deal  of  discussion,  extracted  from 
the  principal  opponents  of  the  Bill  the 
statement  that  a  licence  is  not  a  freehold^ 
but  that  it  is  a  property,  and  apparently 
a  property  for  more  than  one  year. 
We  prefer  to  speak  of  it  as  a  property  for 
one  year  with  an  expectation,  and  it  is  on 
those  lines  that  we  have  dealt  with  it. 
After  all,  it  is  a  very  limited  kind  of 
property.  You  cannot  sell  it,  you  can* 
not  exchange  it,  you  cannot  bequeath  it, 
you  must  not  even  give  it  away ;  yet  at 
the  same  time  there  is  no  reversion  of  it  in 
favour  of  any  other  person.  By  law  it  is 
an  annual  gift  from  the  State — not  held 
during  good  behaviour,  because,  if  it 
were,  there  would  be  no  need  to  come 
every  year  for  a  fresh  licence.  And, 
finally,  nobody  disputes  the  power  which 
the  State  or  the  Government  of  the  day 
has  to  make  it  absolutely  valueless,  so  far 
as  monopoly  is  concerned,  by  the  inde- 
finite multiplication  of  licences.  In  ihese 
circumstances  can  the  prospect  of  re- 
newal be  regarded  as  anything  beyond 
an  expectation  ?    One  of  our  complaints 
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ftgiinst  the  Act  of  1904  was  that  it 
attempted  to  give,  and,  as  far  as  an  Act 
of  Parliament  can,  until  reversed,  did  give 
in  respect  of  that  mere  expectation, 
something  like  a  vested  interest  in  a 
Bcence,  and  it  is  in  respect  of  that  vested 
interest  we  ofier  the  liberal  terms  of 
fonrteeD  years  plus  seven  years  to  those 
tIm)  hold  a  licence. 

It  is  said  that  death  duties  are  paid  on  a 
licence  on  the  expectation  that  it  would 
W  renewed.     The  answer  to  that  is,  of 
<oar8e,  that  estate  duty  is  paid  on  what 
the  Tslae  may  be  at  the  moment — ^and 
fittt  the  value  may  be  in  a  year,  or  two 
TNLTs,  or   ten     years   time,    the    State 
doei  not  take   any  cognisance  of.     In 
iGother  place  the  Prime  Minister  men- 
tioned the  case  of  a  racehorse  with  great 
expectations,    but    a    very    large    sum 
migkt  have  to  be  paid  by  way  of  death 
duties,  ahhougb  the  horse  should  never 
rn  another  race.    The  same  principle 
tppbs  to  works  of  art  and  articles  of 
jewellery ;  they  are  valued  according  to 
T^  thev  will  fetch  at  the  moment,  and 
tile  licence,  therefore,  at  what  the  public 
IS  the  moment  believes  expectation  of 
ftfiewal  to  be.     But  then  it  is  said  that 
a  any  case  it  is  an  unfair  and  a  hard 
tUng  to  impose   a  time-limit   and  to 
mpoee  concurrently  a  system  of  insur- 
uce.   The  argument  is  that  you  insure 
tpmt  loss  for  a  term  of  years,  and  at  the 
ttdof  the  period  you  are  not  left  with  the 
property  which  you  insured.    That  also 
is  *  very  familiar  operation.    Insurances 
br  limited  periods  are  within  the  know- 
■^  of  all  your   Lordships,   and  the 
^ptment   appears   to    have    no    basis, 
^<«ttase  a  hundied  parallel    cases    can 
•••fly  be  found  by  amybody  who  cares 
to  look  for  them. 

h  is  true  that  the  resumption  at  the 
«od  of  the  period  is  one  of  the  prime 
fettMes  of  this  Bill.  It  is  in  respect  of 
^  resumption  that  the  charges  of  con- 
•**<*tion  and  robbery  have  been  so  freely 
jerefled  at  us  with  such  a  wealth  of 
^lu^tion  and  invective.  But  if  it  is 
^  caie  that  the  licence  is  not  a  freehold 
^  most  be  determinable  at  some  period 
^^  ionie  such  way  as  we  have  proposed. 
^*  is  open  to  anybody  to  criticise  the 
P^'^icular  method,  term,  and  plan  that 
*^  have  adopted  ;  but  after  the  admis- 
^^  wkich  Mr.  Balfour  made  in  another 
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place  on  the  Third  Reading — ^namely, 
that  a  time-limit  in  itself  could  not  be 
regarded  as  an  unfair  proposition — ^I 
really  think  that  these  charges  of  robbery 
and  confiscation  might  be  dropped  or 
withdrawn.  The  charge  of  robbery  is 
founded,  I  think,  not  so  much  on  what 
would  happen  to  the  ordinary  trader, 
be  he  brewer  or  licence-holder,  but 
rather  on  what  is  supposed  to  be  going  to 
happen  to  the  people  who  have  invested 
their  money  in  limited  companies  dealing 
with  these  matters. 

Joint  stock  enterprise  has  done  a 
great  deal  for  this  country,  though  some 
disadvantages  may  have  attached  to  it 
in  some  of  its  developments — even  such 
developments  as  ordinary  retail  trading, 
and  even  banking.  But  so  far  as  the 
application  of  the  joint  stock  principle  to 
the  retail  sale  of  drink  is  concerned,  I 
believe  it  has  been  an  absolutely  un- 
mitigated disadvantage  to  everybody 
concerned.  To  travesty  a  famous  quota- 
tion, it  is  twice  cursed.  It  curses  him 
that  takes  and  him  that  gives.  It  has 
not  improved  the  quality  of  the  article 
supplied  to  the  public,  and  it  has  not  added 
anything,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  to  the 
convenience  of  the  public ;  but  it  has 
caused  a  great  loss  to  a  very  large  number 
of  people  and  it  has  placed  a  great  number 
of  highly  respectable  people — respectable 
themselves  and  worshippii^g  respect- 
ability in  others — in  the  position  of  being 
obliged,  for  their  own  profit,  to  exploit 
the  vices  and  the  weaknesses  of  their 
fellow-countrymen. 

One  is  almost  tempted  to  wonder  when 
one  hears  of  the  sanctity  attaching  to  all 
these  shareholders  who  have  invested 
money  in  these  unhappy  enterprises, 
whether,  if  other  enterprises  had  been 
carried  on  on  the  joint  stock  principle, 
they  would  have  been  equally  fortunate. 
We  have  had  at  different  times  Bills 
dealing  with  another  class  of  persons — 
a  very  hard-working  class  of  people — ^the 
street  bookmakers,  who  have  received 
very  little  sympathy  in  this  House.  I 
cannot  help  wondering  if  it  had  occurred 
to  any  of  them  to  float  their  enterprises 
on  the  market,  with  all  the  apparatus 
of  preference  and  ordinary  shares — and 
from  what  I  have  heard  of  the  magnitude 
of  their  operations  some  of  them  might 
almost  have  done  so — whether,  instead 

K 


291 


Licensinj 


{LORDS} 


BUI. 


2tt 


of  leceiving  the  very  short  shrift  they 
have  received  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
they  would  have  received  that  overflowing 
measure  of  sympathy  which  you  extend 
to  the  shareholders  who  own  tied  houses. 
There  is  another  class  who  were  very 
severely  dealt  with  in  this  House,  a  class 
who,  I  imagine,  may  do  some  service  to 
the  public,  but  whose  trade  is  open  to 
abuses — I  mean  the  money-lenders.  I 
am  told  they  are  very  apt,  wlule  remaining 
individuab,  to  describe  themselves  as 
companies.  I  wonder  whether,  if  some 
of  them  did  become  companies,  while 
retpining  their  profits  as  individuals, 
when  the  Moneylenders'  Bill  was  before 
the  House  they  would  have  received  the 
affectionate  sympathy  of  the  majority  of 
your  Lordslups.  We  all  regret  that 
anybody  should  lose  money  in  unf  orttmate 
enterprises.  There  has  been,  I  am  afraid, 
a  very  serious  loss  to  many  people  who 
could  ill  afiord  to  lose  in  connection  with 
these  great  joint  stock  enterprises ;  but 
it  has  never  been  the  custom,  so  far  as  I 
know,  in  your  Lordships'  House  to  regard 
the  interests  of  the  weak  or  foolish  share- 
holder as  overriding  public  advantage 
and  public  necessity.  No  one  ever  spoke 
more  strongly  on  that  point  than  the  late 
Lord  Salisbury.  He  often  used  to  warn  us 
that  the  pity  which  people  must  feel 
for  the  unfortunate  shareholder,  if  in- 
dulged in  too  freely,  may  lead  us  into  very 
deep  water  indeed. 

^  I  pass  for  a  moment  to  the  consideration 
of  another  principle  contained  in  this 
Bill — I  mean  the  modified  extent  to 
which  the  principle  of  local  option  is 
introduced.  That,  I  suppose,  is  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Marquess,  may 
cause  inconvenience  to  some  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects.  By  Part  II.  of  the 
Bill,  new  licences  of  all  kinds,  on  and  off, 
are  subjected  to  local  option  by  a  bare 
majority.  That,  of  course,  is  a  provision 
which  is  not  of  a  very  far-reaching 
character,  but  is  of  an  experimental 
nature.  Then  we  propose  at  the  end  of 
the  fourteen  years  that  there  should  be 
a  general  introduction  of  the  principle  of 
local  option  by  a  two-thirds  majority, 
applicable  to  on  but  not  to  off-licences. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  always  believed 
that  local  option  was  a  principle  that 
ought  to  be  tried  in  a  matter  as  difficult 
as    this    is,    among    other    experiments 
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which  I  believe  to  be  of  vahie  ;  and  that, 
I  think,  is  the  manner  in  which  k)cal 
option  is  probably  regarded  by  the 
majority  of  those  in  favour  of  temperance 
reform.  There  are  others,  we  know, 
who  regard  it  as  the  one  panacea  for  the 
great  national  evil,  but  there  are  probably 
more  who  desire  to  see  it  applied  by  way 
of  experiment. 

On  this  question  of  local  option,  per- 
haps I  may  remind  the  House  of  this, 
that  there  is  a  very  distinct  possibility  a» 
matters  now  stand  of  the  exercise  in  this 
country,  not  of  a  local  option,  but  of  a 
local  veto,  because  if  a  landlord  objects  to 
alcoholic  drinks  being    sold    upon  his 
estate,  he  has  an  absolute  power  of  veto. 
There  are  cases  in  which  it  has  been 
exercised  out  of  regard  to  the  teetotal 
movement,  but  it  is  also  exercised  m 
another  way  by  people  who  are  not 
teetotallers,  and  do  not  care  for  teetotal 
principles.      It    is    freely  exercised  by 
landowners    and    building    speculators 
in  respect  of  particular  neighbourhoods. 
There    are    neighbourhoods    which  our 
forefathers  would  have  called  so  genteel 
that  they  would  not  stand  a  public-house 
in  the  immediate  neighbourhood.     \x^ 
that  case  the  local  veto  comes  into  force 
without  any  reference  to  the  wishes  or 
needs  of  those  inhabiting  the  diitrietr 
who  may  not  be  genteel  and  who  may 
desire  a  public-house.    I  confess  that  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  the  existence  of 
these  powers,  whether  they  are  right  or 
wrong,  to  a  great  extent  destro3r8  the 
case  against  local  option  as  understood 
and  as  laid  down  in  this  Bill.    Whatever 
may  be  the  objections  to  a  large  majority 
having  power  to  deprive  other  people, 
not  of  drink,  but  of  drinking  in  a  psr* 
ticular  way  and  in  a  particular  place, 
they  seem  to  me  to  sink  into  nothingness 
by  the  fact  that  that  power  should  be 
exercised     potentially,      and,     indeed, 
actually,  by  a  single  individual  or  by  s 
small  group  of  individuab. 

Now  I  turn  to  another  matter  in  which 
the  charge  of  robbery  is  freely  used,  I 
mean  the  question  of  the  basis  on  which 
compensation  under  this  Bill  is  to  be 
assessed.  It  is  a  highly  technical  matt^, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships long  upon  it.  There  has  been  tome 
dispute  as  to  what  was  intended  on  this 
1  subject  by  the  Act  of  1904,  but  I  do  not 
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know  diat  we  need  trouble  ourselves  a 
pett  deal  about  that,  because  we  know 
tbt  the  intentions  of  Parliament  do  not 
mitter.  What  n^itters  is  what  the  Act 
Actually  says  as  interpreted  by  His 
lajesty's  Judges ;  and  in  this  case  the 
let  has  been  interpreted  by  what  is 
funiliarly  spoken  of  as  the  Kennedy 
judgment,  by  which  compensation  be- 
eime  payable,  not  as  was  supposed  by 
nost  to  be  the  case,  on  the  value  of  the 
Ijeence  as  such,  but,  in  addition  to  that, 
QD  the  value  of  the  profits  earned  in  the 
rtolcsale  trade  by  the  brewer  who  owns 
the  tied  houses. 

Whatever  may  be  said  of  tied  houses, 
tbere  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  effect  of  the 
Kennedy  judgment,  that  it  does  give  a 
gbiification  to  the  tied  house  as  compared 
vhh  the  free  house.  If  you  have  two 
pobfie  houses  side  by  side---say  the  King's 
Hetd  and  the  Red  Lion,  and  the  King's 
Held  is  a  tied  house  in  t^e  occupation  of 
A  |Rat  firm  of  brewers  such  as  Messrs. 
l^itncy,  Combe  &  Company — ^I  mention 
tion  ift  one  of  the  greatest  London  firms 
-tbt  is  a  tied  house  for  the  supply  of 
beer  tnd  porter.  If  that  house  is  com- 
poborilv  closed,  under  the  Kennedy 
lodgment  the  compensation  payable  is 
&ot  only  in  respect  to  the  trade  done  in 
tk  house,  but  also  in  respect  to  the  loss 
■Bttined  by  Messrs.  Watney  in  the 
pwfit  upon  the  porter  supplied  by  them. 
Ihe  other  house  next  door — ^the  **  Red 
J^"— is  a  free  house,  and  the  owner 
ot  it  is  free  to  buy  where  he  likes,  and 
«n»lies,  say,  the  porter  produced  by 
^buB.  Ouinness  &  Company.  This 
^oQse  is  also  closed,  and  all  that  is  re- 
«wl  by  way  of  compensation  is  the 
^<ii&peQaAtion  for  loss  of  trade  done  in 
tk  house ;  Messrs.  Ouinness  get  nothing, 
fc  that  logical  ?  Why  should  one  firm  of 
^^n  get  compensation  in  respect  of 
^  vhol^le  profits  and  not  another  ? 
"^t  Hessrs.  Guinness  lose  is  precisely 
^  asme  aivaitage  as  the  other  firm 
"■^  an  outlet  for  a  certain  quantity  of 
^  wholesale  product.  Therefore,  it 
*  ^ffidoubtedly  the  case  that  the  tied 
■wiie  receives,  but  only  in  respect  of 
w-HM)t  in  respect  of  mineral  waters 
*^  other  things — this  special  recom- 
Peaae,  We  shall,  perhaps,  hear  from 
Jw  Lords  who  share  responsibility 
■Jf  the  Act  of  1904  what  the  inten- 
*••»  of   Parliament   when    that   Act 


was  passed  were,  but,  so  far  as  my 
opinion  goes,  it  is  very  hard  to  believe 
that  such  were  their  intentions,  though 
it  is  quite  another  thing  to  say  and  I 
do  not  say  so  for  a  moment — ^that  as  the 
Act  was  passed,  the  judgment  of  Lord 
Justice  l^nnedy,  as  he  now  is,  is  open 
to  cavil  on  that  account. 

What  we  propose  is  that  for  purposes 
of  compensation  Schedule  A  of  the 
income-tax — ^that  is  to  say,  what  is 
payable  in  respect  of  lands  and  tenements 
— should  be  the  scale  on  which  the 
compensation  should  be  assessed,  and 
I  shall  await  with  considerable  interest 
any  criticisms  upon  this  particular  pro- 
vision which  may  attempt  to  show  that 
Schedule  A  is  an  unfair  basis  to  take. 
It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  matter  now 
stands,  that  taking  that  basis  would  in 
individual  cases  diminish  the  amount: 
of  compensation  that  would  be  given,, 
but  that  is  not  the  point;  the  point  is 
whether  it  is  in  itself  unfair  to  take  this 
as  a  basis.  I  will  only  say  this  further 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  that  by 
Clause  10  we  do  give  a  very  distinct 
relief  to  a  class  who  have,  I  think,  not 
received  quite  a  fair  share  of  what  has 
been  going  by  way  of  compensation. 
I  mean  the  tenants  and  managers  of 
tied  houses  ;  they  have  not  in  the  past 
received  their  due  share  of  the  very 
large  compensation  given,  and  by  thiis 
clause  we  design  a  remedy  for  that. 

One  charge  brought  against  us  is 
that,  although  we  are  p3rsecuting  the 
trade,  we  do  not  effect  anything  by  our 
p3rsecution,  that  our  persecution  in 
any  case  would  be  immoral,  but  con- 
ceivably it  might  be  effective.  Noble 
Lords  will  say  it  is  not  even  effective,, 
and  for  this  reason,  that  while  we  are 
engaged  in  harassing  vendors  of  alcoholic^ 
drinks  in  public-houses  there  will  be  a 
great  and  proportionate  increase  in  the 
amount  of  liquor  consumed  either  off 
the  premises  or  in  clubs,  and  that  there** 
fore  all  our  efforts  in  promoting  temper- 
ance  will  be  in  vain  and  nugatory. 
The  form  in  which  this  charge  is  generally 
worded  is  that  this  Bill  will  lead 
to  secret  drinking ;  but  I  sometimes 
wonder  what  exactly  is  meant  by  secret 
drinking  as  the  words  are  used  in  this 
connection.  Is  it  secret  drinking  if  a 
man  drinks  in  his  own  house  ?    If  that  is 
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80,  most  of  us  in  this  House,  I  am  afraid, 
would  be  accused  of  secret  drinking ; 
yet  the  manner  in  which  the  charge  is 
brought  would  lead  us  to  suppose  that, 
if  a  poor  man  takes  home  a  bottle  of 
whiskey  or  a  gallon  of  beer,  he  is  thereby 
considered  to  be  addicted  to  secret 
drinking. 

Whatever    you    may    do    there    will 
always   be   a   certain  amount,   even   a 
considerable    amount,    of   really    secret 
drinking    by    dipsomaniacs,    and    as    a 
matter  of  fact  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
drinking  in  public-houses  in  what  are 
called  snugs,  and  places  of  that  kind, 
which  is  of  a  more  or  less  secret  character. 
.So  much  is  that  objected  to  in  some 
countries  that  I  believe  there  are  some 
towns  in   America  where  public-bouses 
are  obliged  to  have  glass  fronts  from  top 
to   bottom,   so  that  the  whole  oi  the 
premises  in  which  anybody  drinks  may 
be  in  full  view  from  the  street,  and  all 
who  drink  there  may  be  seen — like  fish 
in    an    aquarium.       We    do   not    make 
any  proposition  of  that  kind  in  this  Bill. 
With  regard  to  off-licences  I  should  like 
to  say  this.     It  is  sometimes  assumed 
that  off-licences  have  led  to  encourage- 
ment   of    drinking    habits    among    the 
people,  but  I  ask  noble  Lords  not  to 
accept  that  assumption ;     facts  do  not 
lead   to   that  conclusion,   and  there  is 
-very  little  evidence  to  prove  that  grocers' 
licences  have  led  in  any  degree  to  further 
<lemoralisation    of    the    habits    of    the 
people. 

Then  I  come  to  a  much  more  difficult 
question,  that  of  clubs,  and  I  would 
remind  the  House — because  it  is  some- 
times said  that  we  are  leaving  clubs 
altogether  alone— that  clubs  are,  I  will 
not  say  severely,  but  are  very  seriously 
dealt  with  in  various  clauses.  Clubs 
are  to  be  subjected,  as  they  have  never 
been  subjected  before,  to  annual  registra- 
tion, and  one  clause  is  of  a  very  important 
character,  it  enables  anybody  who  believes 
that  a  club  exists  mainly  for  drinking 
purposes  to  make  representation  of  his 
belief  to  the  authority.  We  have  also 
been  told  that  it  is  difficult  to  define 
what  is  meant  by  mainly  for  drinking 
purposes,  but  it  is  no  more  difficult 
to  define  than  hundreds  of  expressions 
of  a  similar  kind  in  various  Acts  of 
Parliament,   and   those   who   administer 

T '  c  Earl  of  Crewe. 


the  law  are  quite  competent  to  take 
all  the  considerations  into  account. 
Then  clubs  are  to  be  open  to  inspection, 
and  a  fresh  responsibility  is  placed  upon 
the  committees  who  have  the  conduct 
of  management.  I  do  not  know  whether 
your  Lordships  will  say  these  provisions 
do  not  go  far  enough,  but  they  will  have 
a  very  direct  effect,  and,  though  I  hope 
they  will  not  be  regarded  as  being  real 
hardships  to  respectable  clubs,  I  know 
that  those  who  are  concerned  with  the 
management  of  working  men's  clubs 
regard  them  as  going  as  far  as  it  is 
possible  to  go  without  undue  interference 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  and 
further,  no  doubt,  than  they  would 
have  done  themselves  if  thev  had  had 
the  drafting  of  the  Bill. 

Part  in.  of  the  Bill  deals  with  miscel- 
laneous matters,  and  the  first  has  regard 
to  Sunday  closing.  I  was  going  to  say 
that  by  common  consent — but,  I  am 
afraid,  nothing  in  relation  to  this  subject 
is  by  common  consent — the  effects  of 
Sunday  closing,  where  it  has  been  tried, 
have  been  imiformly  beneficial.  At 
present,  in  country  districts,  there  are 
six  hours,  and  in  the  metropolis  seven 
hours,  during  which  intoxicating  liquor 
can  be  sold.  We  propose  that  the  hours 
should  be  three  and  four  respectively. 
But  we  have  endeavoured — and  this 
note,  so  to  speak,  is  struck  all  through 
the  Bill — to  make  it  clear  that,  where 
alcoholic  drink  is  taken  as  an  adjunct  to 
a  meal,  and  not  separately,  a  more  liberal 
scale  of  opening  ought  to  be  permitted. 
And  that  your  Lordships  will  find  applies 
also  in  this  case.  The  bona-fide  traveller 
is  subjected  to  conditions  which  were 
suggested,  I  will  not  say  on  his  behalf, 
though  that  is,  perhaps,  not  a  wrong 
phrase  to  use,  in  the  reports  of  the  Com- 
mission of  1899.  The  minority,  if  I 
remember  aright,  suggested  seven  miles 
and  the  majority  six,  and  it  is  the  figure 
of  the  majority  that  appears  in  the 
Bill. 

Then  we  have  a  provision  for  the 
closing  of  public-houses  during  Parlia- 
mentary elections.  We  were  in  hopes 
that  tlus,  almost  alone  among  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  had  secured  the  ad- 
hesion of  Mr.  Balfour.  He  did,  I  believe, 
express  himself  at  one  moment  in  its 
favour,    but    other    counseU    prevailed. 
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lod  I  believe  he  voted  against  it  when 
t  division  was  taken  on  the  subject 
liter.  Then  there  are  several  provisions 
of  value  relating  to  the  presence  of 
cbildren  in  public-houses,  and  Clause  22, 
wiiiclL,  m  our  opinion,  is  a  clause  of 
tke  verv  highest  use,  in  that  it  em- 
powers the  magistrates  to  impose  con- 
ditions of  various  kinds  on  those  who 
ipply  for  a  licence.  The  flexibility  of 
tint  provision  is,  in  our  mind,  of  the 
gre&t«5t  possible  value. 

I  suppose  it  will  be  said,  in  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that  this  measure  has 
a«ver  been  properly  considered,  and  that 
H  received  only  hurried  Parliamentary 
itt^tion.  So  far  as  these  attacks  are  con- 
cerned, I  can  assure  your  Lordships,  from 
penooal  knowledge,  that  it  has  been  most 
wnply  considered.  The  measure  was,  for 
Mv  months,  the  subject  of  the  closest 
ttquiry,  and  the  most  careful  piecing 
^her.  As  regards  the  question 
»i«ther  it  was  hurried  through  Parlia- 
aat.  I  suppose  we  are  not  likely  to  agree. 
I  Aouid  have  thought  that  six  weeks 
<^i  Pirliamentary  time  was  not  an  inade- 
Tttte  term  for  the  consideration  of  even 
^  an  important  measure  as  this.  I 
taiinot  help  thinking  that,  if  it  had  been 
Wid  possible — I  suppose  it  never  is 
Wd  possible  in  the  case  of  a  very 
'«atentious  Bill — to  condense  and  con- 
f«itrat€  discussion  on  the  points  really 
*^  i«ne,  that  time  would  have  amply 
'«ffi<*ed;  but,  as  we  know,  concen- 
^tion  is  difficult.  Sometimes  long 
•pwches  are  made  on  very  small  points  ; 
*ad  under  the  system  of  closure  by  com- 
]*rtm«nt,  which  is  utilised  by  both 
P'rtiw,  though  both  parties  alike  admit 
« to  be  an  imperfect  machine,  it  does 
■^  to  be  almost  inevitable  that  some 
iwint«i  escape  full  notice.  But,  so  far  as 
I  »m  able  to  judge,  having  followed  the 
"i^Wes  in  another  place,  all  the  main 
Points  of  real  importance  did  receive  a 
^nr  full  and  fair  measure  of  discussion, 
^  1  shall  be  surprised  if  any  new  light 

tt  thrown  on  any  of  them  even  by  the 

*****    experienced     intellects    in     your 

"'nlships'  Eouse. 

It  appears,  as  I  said  at  the  beginning 
^  mv  remark*,  from  the  Motion  on  the 
°*per.  and  we  must  asRume  it  will  be 
J*^  that  this  Bill  will  be  lost.  Your 
^'^'^ips  might  have  decided  to  amend 


certain  of  its  provisions,  and  I  do  not 
think  you  will  find  it  altogether  easy  to 
prove  to  the  country  why  you  did  not 
adopt  that  course.  This  is  not  exclu- 
sively, or  entirely,  a  party  question,  and, 
although  the  party  line  divides  us  pretty 
clearly,  yet  I  think  that  line  is  somewhat 
irregular  here  and  there.  Although  we 
are  regularly  arrayed  against  each  other 
in  this  matter  in  this  House,  vet  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  there  are  in  the  country 
not  a  small  number  of  those  who  regularly 
support  noble  Lords  opposite  who  will 
not  entirely  welcome  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill  if  your  Lorsdhips  decide  to  reject  it. 

There  are  certain  elements  on  our  side 
quite  distinct  from  those  who  ordinarily 
support  us.  Those  who  support  us  as 
a  rule  in  the  country  have  shown  that 
they  feel  deeply  on  this  matter.  I 
myself  have  received  upwards  of  2,000 
Resolutions  in  relation  to  this  Bill  and 
some  1,400  petitions.  But  there  are 
others.  The  clergy  both  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  of  the  Church  of  Rome — 
and  I  believe  we  shall  hear  from  the  right 
rev.  bench,  who  speak  with  a  voice  of 
authority — will,  as  I  believe,  speaking 
generally,  deeply  regret  the  loss  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind.  Quite  apart  from 
this,  I  believe  there  are  a  number  of 
serious  citizens,  people  not  very  closely 
wedded  to  either  political  party,  but 
as  a  rule,  supporters  of  the  pirty  opposite 
rather  than  of  ours,  who  will  deplore  the 
fact  that  this  effort  on  behalf  of  temper- 
ance has  broken  down.  They  may^ 
perhaps,  not  like  this  or  that  provision 
in  the  Bill.  They  may  think  this  clause 
harsh  ;  they  may  think  that  other  clause 
inadequate.  But,  when  it  comes  to  con- 
eluding  that  nothing  is  to  be  done,  and 
when  no  suggestion  for  improvement  or 
Amendment  to  the  Bill  is  offered.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  they*  will  be 
rather  on  our  side  than  on  that  o  f  noble 
Lords  opposite.  There  are  some  words 
of  my  noble  friend  on  the  cross  benches^ 
Lord  Rosebery,  which  have  often  been 
quoted — 

**If  the  State  does  not  soon  control  the 
liquor  traffic,  the  liquor  traffic  will  soon  control 
the  State." 

I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  re- 
jection of  this  BiU,  ^  your  Lordships 
mean  to  reject  it,  wil'  w^—  m^  a  stage 
nearer  to  that 


299 


Licensing 


jLOBDS} 


BiU. 


300 


disastrous  to  the  commonwealth  and  so 
ignominious  to  the  leaders  of  public 
opinion  in  this  country.  Speaking  for 
ourselves,  I  can  only  say  that  we  shall 
never  regret  the  efforts  which  we  have 
made  to  avert  that  consummation  by 
bringing  in  this  Bill. 


Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
(The  Earl  of  Crewe.) 


♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE, 
who  had  given  notice  on  the  Motion  for 
the  Second  Reading,  to  move  the  follow- 
ing Resolution,  viz. — 

**  That  this  House,  while  ready  to  consider 
favourably  any  amendments  which  experience 
has  shown  to  be  necessary  in  the  law  regulating 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to  pro- 
ceed further  with  a  measure  which,  without 
materially  advancing  the  cause  of  temperance, 
would  occasion  grave  inconvenience  to  many 
of  His  Maje8ty*8  subjects,  and  violate  every 
principle  of  equity  in  its  dealings  with  the 
numerous  classes  whose  interests  will  be 
affected  by  the  Bill,** 

said :  My  Lords,  in  the  observations 
which  I  shall  have  to  address  to  your 
Lordships,  I  shall  endeavour  to  imitate 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down 
in  the  calmness  and  self-restraint  with 
which  he  has  dealt  with  this  important 
subject.  He  has  spoken  to-night  more 
in  sorrow  than  in  anger.  Indeed,  there 
Was  only  one  passage  in  his  speech  in 
which  I  thought  I  detected  a  little  out- 
'burst  of  mild  indignation.  It  was  the 
opening  passage  in  which  he  took  us  to 
task  for  having  confronted  your  Lord- 
ships' House  this  evening  with  what  he 
called  a  cynically  foregone  conclusion. 

The  noble  Earl  proceeded  to  indulge 
in  a  few  pleasantries — I  should,  if  the 
word  exbts,  be  almost  inclined  to  say, 
**  unpleasantries " — at  the  expense  of 
the  meeting  which  took  place  under  my 
roof  yesterday.  The  noble  Earl  is 
greatly  shocked  at  that  meeting.  I 
should  like  to  ask  where  and  amongst 
what  paragons  of  political  propriety 
the  noble  Earl  has  been  living  all  these 
years  ?  Has  he  never  heard  of  a  party 
meeting  to  diacuas  the  manner  in  which 
an  important  measure  should  be  treated  ? 
I  am  quite  sure  that  I  could,  without 
very  much  difficulty,  bring  to  his  notice 
a  oonsiderable  number  of  cases,  if  time 
were  given  for  the  necessary  research, 
and   owing  to  the  kindness  of  a  friend 

[  The  Eati  of  Crewe. 


who  sits  by  me,  I  am  able  to  give  him 
t^is  eveni  g  one  case  which  seems  to  be 
not  wholly  irrelevant. 

In  1886,  when  the  Home  Bule  Bill 
was  before  Parliament,  Mr.  Gladstone 
called  a  meeting  of  Liberals,  the  circular 
convening  the  meeting  being  addressed 
only  to  those  who  were  known  to  be 

Erepared  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  estab- 
shment  of  a  legislative  body  in  Dublin. 
Now,  my  doors  were  open  to  all.     There 
was  no  foregone  conclusion ;    there  was 
a  good  deal  of  free  and   not  entirely 
unanimous  discussion.    At  the  meeting 
to  which  I  refer  Mr.  Oladstone,  among 
other    remarks,    argued    that    Members 
who  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
Bill   might   still   vote   for   the   Second 
Reading,  and  see  to  its  amendment  in 
Committee.     No  such  terms  were  sug- 
gested  or    imposed    upon    those    who 
honoured  me  with  their  presence  yester- 
day.   This    Bill  moreover  has  been  so 
thoroughly  discussed  both  in  and  out  of 
Parliament  that  my  friends  who  joined 
me  yesterday  may  surely  be  excufed  if, 
having  the  whole  case  before  them,  thev 
took  counsel  together  as  to  the  manner 
in   which   the   Motion   for   the  Second 
Reading   of   this    Bill    should    be  met 
to-night. 

I  conceive  that  there  are  two  questions 
to  which  we  have  to  address  ourselves 
this  evening.  Is  new  legislation  dealing 
with  the  Uquor  traffic  necessary,  and, 
if  so,  is  the  legiriation  proposed  by  His 
Majesty's  Government  of  an  appropriate 
and  admissible  kind  ?  The  noble  Earl 
asked  us  whether  in  our  opinion  the  Act 
of  1901  was  the  last  word  upon  this  sub- 
ject. I  am  very  far  indeed  from  con- 
tending that  the  Act  of  190^  closed  the 
chapter  of  temperance  legislation.  I 
am  quite  ready  to  admit  that,  in  regard 
to  such  points  as  the  acceleration  of  tb« 
reduction  of  licences  in  places  where  it 
can  be  clearly  shown  that  that  aooelert- 
tion  has  not  been  sufficiently  rapid, 
further  legislation  may  be  neoessarr, 
and  it  has  always  seemed  to  me  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  regard 
to  the  incidence  of  the  taxation  which 
at  present  falls  upon  licensed  property. 
But  of  this,  at  any  rate,  I  am  sttrfr— 
that  any  well-considered  measure  for 
the  promotion  of  temperance  woild  be 
dealt  with  in  a  sympathetic  spirit  and 
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vitb  »B  open  mind  on  this  Bide  of  the 
Hook,  u  well  as  upon  tlie  otlter.  Not 
tLit  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  intem- 
MTUce  u  iDcreaaing  in  thia  country.  I 
da  lat  belieTe  that  it  is.  I  believe  that 
Mttstics  prove  the  oontrary.  But  I 
io  tdmit  that  this  great  qoestion  of 
enessiTe  drinking  does  nnderlie  a  nnm- 
^  of  the  moet  serious  social  problems 
«itK  wluch  Parliament  has  to  deal.  It 
ii  connected  with  the  question  of  orime, 
r\&  the  question  of  disease,  and  with 
^  question  of  the  degeneracy  of 
the  popnlatioti  in  the  most  crowded 
etsti««  of  industry.  It  is  connected,  I 
tHak,  even  with  the  question  of  un- 
tDploymeut  which  so  largely  occupies 
OD  thooghta  at  the  present  time.  And, 
tkeiefare,  I,  at  any  rate,  should  welcome 
Tith  open  arms  any  measure  which  I 
ittllr  believed  to  represent  a  complete 
ud  well-considered  eSort  to  dimmish 
tk  evils  of  excessive  drinking, 

luk  myself  whether  the  Bill  on  the 
TiUe  can  really  be  described  aa  such  a 
luuaie.  My  Lords,  I  find  in  it  nothing 
lib  what  could  be  described  as  a  frontal 
■ttick  all  along  the  line  upon  intempei 
iKt.  I  find  in  it  rather  a  congeries  of 
poposals,  hastily  put  together,  rapre- 
Mitiog  not  BO  much  a  deliberate  policy  as 
tfce  teuts — the  somewhat  motley  tenets 
—of  those  who  ate  the  most  insistent 
sdncates  of  temperance  legislation. 
Hik  Bill  is  directed  almost  entirely 
to  dealing  with  a  single  feature 
&  piobl>m :  I  mean  the  connection 
WwMn  excess  in  drinking  and  excess 
in  the  number  of  Ucenaed  premises, 
5ov,  these  two  things  certainly  do  not 
*inn  stand  to  one  another  in  the 
iJstion  of  cause  and  effect.  You  may 
hn  districU  where  drunkenness  is  very 
tcnnton  and  where  licensed  premises  are 
ft*  in  Dumber,  and,  conversely,  you  may 
bn  districU  with  a  large  number 
of  licensed  premises  and  a  clean  record 
«■  fu  aa  excessive  drinldng  is  concerned, 
b  it  only  those  who  may  be  deacribed  as 
loul  (iperts,  who  know  the  circum- 
*UntM  of  the  neighbourhood  and  of  the 
CcHutd  premises  in  question,  who  are 
•ifc  Ut  tell  you  whether  the  number  of 
^Me  pRaises  has  or  has  not  anything  to 
^  with  the  Dtevatence  of  dnmkenness. 


My  Lords,  Ihave'seen  a  great  deal  of 
evidence  to  show  that  one  of  the  results 
of  a  great  diminution  in  the  number 
of  licensed  premises  is  the  stimulation  o( 
what  I  will  term  gregarious  drinking-r 
a  form  of  drinking  which  I  believe  to  be 
very  dangerous,  under  which  an  enormous 
number  of  people  collect  on  the  same 
premises,  where  they  are  encouraged  by 
the  example  of  those  around  them  to 
driuk,and  where,  unless  I  am  misinformed, 
a  man  who  does  not  order  something  to 
drink  is  made  to  leave  the  place  to  make 
room  for  some  one  who  will  order  drink. 
A.t  any  rate,  I  suggest  that  the  theory  that 
the  reduction  in  the  number  of  licensed 
premises  inevitably  leads  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  drunkenness  is  wholly  incon- 
sistent with  the  theory  of  this  Bill, 
that  those  who  hold  licences  which 
are  to  be  allowed  to  survive  under 
the  new  system  are  to  recoup  them- 
selves and  to  gain  great  advantage  by 
the  suppression  of  competing  premiseB. 

This  Bill  deals,  then,  mainly  with  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  licences  swd 
to  be  redundant.  On  the  other  himd, 
it  neglects  altogether  a  great  part 
of  what  may  be  called  the  field  of 
temperance  reform.  There  are  surely 
two  setB  of  persons  to  be  considered 
if  you  want  to  put  a  stop  to 
excessive  drinking.  There  is  the  person 
who  sells  the  drink  and  the  person  who 
consumes  the  drink.  This  Bill  deals 
almost  entirely  with  the  sellers  and  very 
little  with  the  consumers.  Again,  it  lea vea 
on  one  side  what  I  might  almost  term 
the  real  public-house  question,  the  ques' 
tion  which  was  raised  the  other  evening 
by  my  noble  friend  Lord  Lamington — 
whether  it  is  not  possible  to  dosometlung 
to  humanise  the  public -houses,  to  en- 
courage the  use  of  lighter  and  less  dele- 
terious drinks,  and  to  promote  reasonable 
recreation  of  a  kind  which  is  not  allowed 
at  an  English  public -house. 

There  is  another  portion  of  the  field  of 

temperance   which   the    Bill   no   doubt 

touches,  but  touches  in  a  very  inadequate 

manner.    I  mean  the  question  of  clubs. 

If  there  is  one  law  which  can  be  laid  down, 

it  is  that  in  this  as  in   other  countries  a 

marked   cUminution   in  the   number  of 

ly  marked 

Abs.    Thia 

in  regud 
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on  the  tavern  bill  found  in  the  pocket 
of  the  sleeping  Falstaff — 


to  clubs  which  are  no  doubt  of  some 
value.  I  do  not  wish  to  underrate  their 
importance.  They  are  useful  provisions 
in  their  way,  but  they  do  not  in  any  way 
countervail  the  enormous  advantages 
which,  under  our  present  system,  and  still 
more  under  the  Government  Bill,  the  club 
enjoys  as  against  the  public-house. 

• 

May  I  remind  your  Lordships  of  one 
or  two  of  them  ?  The  club,  to  begin 
with,  escapes  altogether  that  local  option 


**  0  monstrous !  but  one  halfpennyworth 
of  bread  to  this  intolerable  deal  of  sadL** 

The  noble  Earl  told,  us,  however, 
that  the  Government  intended  that 
clubs  used  mainly  as  drinking 
clubs  should  be  adequately  dealt 
with.  I  thought  that  I  detected 
in  his  observations  a  little  uneasiness 
as  to  that  definition.  It  seems  to 
me    to    be    an    extraordinarily    woolly 


which  figures  conspicuously  throughout  definition,  and  one  I  am  afraid 
this  Bill.  The  club  pays  a  registration  ^y^.^  jg  ^^ther  characteristic  of  the 
fee  of  5s. ;  the  public-house  pays  for  a  ^^^g^g  language  which  we  are  so  fond 
Ucence  a  sum  which  may  range  from  •  ^f  u^serting  in  Acts  of  Parliament.  What 
£4  10s.  to  £60.  The  club  profits  by  the  •  jg  ^  ^lub  ''  mainly  used  "  for  drinking 
reduction  of  pubUc-houses,  but  pays  I  purposes  ?  As  in  the  case  of  the  club 
nothmg  towards  the  compensation  by  j  y^^y^  mentioned,  there  may  be  a  very 
which     that     reduction      is     brought    j^rge  consumption  of  Uquor ;     but  it  is 


about;  while  the  owner  of  the 
licensed  house  has  constantly  to  contri- 
bute to  the  compensation  levy.  The 
club  may  do  what  it  likes  with  its  own 
premises ;       the    owner   of   the    public- 


conceivable  that  members  may  frequent 
the  premises  for  the  pleasure  of  each 
other's  society,  perhaps  for  the  pleasure 
of  discussion,  or  other  innocuous  purposes. 
I  am  at  any  rate  imconvinced  that  this 


house  is  under  very  severe  restrictions  '  definition   wUl  serve  the  purpose  which 
as  to  any  alteration  or  improvements   ^^ie  noble  Earl  expects  of  it. 
he  may  desire  to  make.    The  club  is  i  i  •  v    • 

not  speciaUy  rated  on  account  of  the  I  Another  part  of  the  field  which  is 
privileges  it  enjoys ;  the  pubUc-house  is  largely  neglected  by  this  BiU  is  the 
specially  rated ;  and  finally,  whilst  the  i  provision  m  respect  of  off-licences.  In- 
club  may  introduce  games  and  music,  1  less  I  misunderstand  the  Bill,  these  do 
the  public-house  is  forbidden  such  acces-  ^ot  come  under  any  rigid  scale,  such 
sories.  Is  it  not  clear  that  to  deal  as  as  that  which  appUes  to  on-licences, 
severely  as  we  do  in  this  Bill  with  the  '  a^^d  they  enjoy  various  other  immumties, 
public-houses  while  allowing  the  clubs  I  The  noble  Earl  dealt  with  the  question 
to  escape,  as  lightly  as  they  wUl  escape,  I  ol  off-Ucences  and  made  light  of  the 
is  really  to  neglect  one  very  important  drinking  which  results  from  them.  He 
feature  in  this  great  question  ?  .  said  that  the  charge  against  them  was 

I  **not  proven.''  I  am  boimd  to  sf.y  that 
I  do  not  know  whether  your  Lordships  the  information  I  have  received  is  of  tn 
have  seen  a  book  recently  published  .  opposite  description.  I  am  told  that  there 
by  Messrs.  Rowntree  and  Sherwell.  It '  is  nothing  which  more  stimulates  the 
is  full  of  val  able  information,  and  most  insidious  forms  of  secret  drinkir^ 
there  is  an  extremely  interesting  passage  than  the  facility  with  which  spirits  can 
on  the  subject  of  clubs.  The  authors ;  be  obtained,  a  bottle  at  a  time,  fn>m 
give  a  table  showing  the  expenditure  the  grocers'  shops, 
of  540  clubs.  Nearly  half  a  million  is  This  Bill  is  then  mainly  a  reduction  Bill, 
spent  by  them,  but  nearly  all  the  money  ,  Now  as  to  the  policy  of  reduct:  on, I  venture 
is  spent  on  alcol  olic  liquors.  There  is  to  suggest  that  it  is  a  policy  which  is 
one  club  mentioned—I  presume  as  a  ,  wise  or  foolish  according  as  it  is  applied 
typical,  if  extreme,  case— where  the  with  or  without  discrimination.  Br 
takings  at  the  bar  amount  to  £2,690,  discrimination  I  mean  this,  that  it  i» 
whereas  the  takings  for  newspapers  good  to  reduce  licences  if  you  can  make 
were  10s.,  and  the  takings  for  bread  sure  that  the  licensed  premises  you  aw 
Ss.  7d.  I  never  expected  to  encoi  nter  -  getting  rid  of  are  really  redundant ; 
in  modern  life  so  m  m}lete  a  counter-  i  that  they  are  places,  in  which  for  tocal 
pArt  of  Prince  Hen  y'simm*  rtalcommei.t  !  reasons,  it  is  not  desirable  that  drinkiBg 
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ahaaM  be  allowed  to  be  carried  on.  But 
I  distinguish  altogether  between  reduction 
of  tliat  kind  a^  d  a  merely  arbitrary  reduc- 
tion fdmply  because  the  number  of 
licences  in  a  particular  neighbourhood 
exceeds  the  fixed  canon  which  you  have 
kid  down  by  vour  Schedule.  On  the 
initiftlive  of  the  late  Government  in 
1904,  Parliament  dealt  with  this  question 
of  the  reduction  of  licences.  We  passed 
br  a  majority  of  three  to  one  an  Act 
under  which  it  was  rendered  possible  to 
rednce  the  superfluous  licences,  and  under 
which  the  task  of  reduction  was  entrusted 
to  the  authority  most  competent  to 
perform  it.  I  mean  the  local  magistrates 
fcided  by  the  Quarter  Sessions.  We 
did  this  on  a  system  of  mutual  insur- 
»nce,  which,  I  believe,  has  operated 
v«rT  fairly,  and  we  left  the  holders  of  the 
licences  which  were  not  suppressed  in 
»  position  of  reasonable  security  for  the 
fishire. 

h  it  true  that  the  Act  of  1904  has 
Med  so  completely  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  us  to  substitute  for  it  another 
wd  wholly  different  Bill  ?.  I  do  not 
tliink  so.  I  believe  that  the  Act  of  1904 
conferred  an  inestimable  service  on 
tke  pnblic  in  this,  that  it  enabled  the 
nigistrates  without  scruple  to  get  rid 
of  licences  whenever  they  were  satisfied 
th»t  such  licences  were  redundant.  I 
ttonot  describe  the  operation  of  the 
Art  better  than  by  quoting  the  words 
wed  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  reference 
to  another  Bill  that  came  before  Parlia- 
ment in  the  previous  year.  Mr.  Asquith 
uid^ 

""The  justices  And  an  excessive  number  of 
lo^-hoQses  in  a  district  and  that  the  licensees 
•i*wiidocting  their  business  in  a  perfectly  legiti- 
ktte  Bftimer.  The  justices  are  in  a  dilemma  ; 
"tber  they  must  hold  their  hands  and  not  do 
»Wt  the  public  interest  clearly  requires  by 
ndgcmg  thf  number  of  licences,  or  they  must 
•**wt  %  Tictim  or  a  series  of  victims  among  this 
■>ft*nt  class  of  persons.  That  is  a  most 
■^idiotw  duty.  I  do  not  wonder  that  the  con- 
"•JJ^oce  U  that  the  justices  do  very  often 
Wd  their  hands  when  the  public  interest 
*l««i  thit  they  should  act." 

11»«  Act  of  1904  had  this  great  merit, 
^  it  extricated  the  magistrates  from 
the  dilemma  which  Mr.  Asquith  so  well 
•"^nhed.  Acting  on  the  discretion  thus 
P'tnthem  the  magistrates  have  made  very 
"fg*  reductions  in  the  number  of  licences. 
*  believe  they  have  reduced  them  at 


the  rate  of  something  like  1,600  a  year 
and  of  the  amount  allowed  for  compensa- 
tion no  less  than  95  per  cent,  has  already 
been  spent. 

It  is  true  that  there  are  reasons  why 
the  progress  should  not  in  the  future 
be  so  rapid  as  in  the  past.  But  one 
obstacle  has  been  interposed,  not  owing  to 
any  shortcoming  in  the  Act,  but  owing  to 
the  administrative  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  have,  unless  I  am  misinformed, 
withheld  their  consent  to  borrowing 
by  tho  e  local  authorities  who  wished  by 
this  means  further  to  expedite  the  process 
of  reduction.  At  any  rate,  we  know  that 
there  are  some  districts  in  which  the 
reductions  have  already  brought  the 
number  of  licences  down,  to  the  level  of 
the  present  Bill ;  I  hope  therefore,  it  will 
be  admitted  that  the  Act  of  1904  was  a 
valuable  measure,  and  if  there  is  any 
reason  to  believe  that  its  operation  has 
been  obstructed  and  that  there  are  recalci- 
trant benches,  it  should  not  be  beyond 
our  powers  to  stimulate  their  action ; 
but  for  that  purpose  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Bill  on  the  Table  is  by  any  means  the 
machinery  we  should  use. 

The  Bill  of  1908,  indeei,  is  something 
wholly  diSerent  from  the  Act  of  1904.  la 
the  first  place,  I  find  in  this  Bill  that  for 
the  discretion  of  the  licensing  magistrate* 
we  are  asked  to  substitute  a  cast-iron 
scale  imposed  uniformly  on  the  whole 
country.  No  sufficient  regard,  as  I 
read  the  Bill,  is  paid  to  local  pecu- 
liarities or  local  convenience.  It  is  a 
measure  which,  breathes  intolerance 
from  one  end  to  the  other.  There 
is  no  power  of  setting  a  superfluity 
of  licensed  premises  in  one  district  against 
a  deficiency  in  another  district.  The 
uniform  rigid  scale  of  the  Government 
has  apparently  been  arrived  at  without 
previous  inquiry  as  to  the  manner  in^ 
which  it  will  fit  the  requirements  of 
different  parts  of  the  country.  The 
result  is  that  we  hear  on  every  side  of 
hard  cases  which  will  arise  if  the  Bill 
becomes  law.  There  are  hard  cases  in 
the  great  cities  where  one  ward  may  find 
itself  with  an  ample  number  of  licensed 
premises  and  another  without  any  licensed 
premises  At  all  There  are  harder  cases 
still  in  the  rural  districts,  and  I  think  the 
rural  districts  are  entitled  to  our  sym- 
pathy.   The  case   of  townsmen  is  veiy 
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difEerentfrom  the  case  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  The  townsman  has  many  places 
to  which  he  can  resort  for  distraction  and 
amusement ;  the  agricultural  labourer  pro- 
bably has  his  public-house  and  nothing 
«lse.  When,  therefore,  in  a  country  district 
you  put  an  end  to  the  existence  o{  three 
public-houses  out  of  four  you  do  occasion 
what  I  venture  to  call  a  grave  incon- 
venience to  a  number  of  perfectly  innocent 
people  who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  fre- 
quenting these  houses.  I  am  told  of  a 
district  where  under  this  Bill  five  public- 
houses  would  be  left  to  an  area  of 
seventy-eight  square  miles.  [Laughter.] 
Your  Lordships  laugh;  but  to  the  wretched 
labourer  who,  at  the  end  of  a  hard  day's 
work,  wants  to  get  his  mug  of  bc«r,  it  is  by 
no  means  a  laughing  matter  that  he  should 
have  to  trudge  seven  or  eight  miles  across 
country  on  a  winter's  evening. 

I  pass  to  the  provision  which  deals  with 
the  tribunal,  and  here  I  must  say  that  I 
view  with  ever-increasing  apprehension 
the  growing  practice  of  creating  new  tri- 
bunals of  this  kind.  Tkey  are  tribunak 
improvised  ad  hoc,  manned  by  gentlemen 
of  undoubted  respectability,  usually  gen- 
tlemen of  a  certain  political  complexion, 
who  are  remunerated  by  salaries  which 
are  probably  not  sufficient  to  attract  men 
of  first-rate  position,  although  the  work 
they  have  to  do  is  of  first-rate 
importance.  Why  is  it  that  we  are  to 
distrust  the  magistrates  ?  I  want  to 
ffive  the  magistrates  a  little  testimonial 
com  the  same  source  as  the  quotation 
which  I  read  to  the  House  a  moment  ago. 
In  the  same  debate  Mr.  Asquith,  dealing 
with  the  Licensing  Bill  presented  by  Mr. 
Butcher  in  K03,  complained  tha^he  effect 
of  the  Bill  was  for  all  practical  purposes  to 
annihilate  the  discretion  which  the  law 
at  present  gives  to  the  justices.  That  is 
Just  what  we  complain  of  in  this  Bill,  that 
it  weakens  and  diminishes  the  respon- 
sibility which  the  present  law  gives  to 
the  justices.  And  I  hope  your  Lord- 
ships will  remember  that  from  this 
newly  invented  triumvirate  there  is  no 
appeal. 

f  Now,  my  Lords,  let  me  ask  how  under 
this  new  dispensation  the  victims  are 
likely  to  fare.  The  noble  Barl  gave  an 
interesting  disquisition  on  the  nature 
of  a  licence-holder's  interest.  I  use  the 
word   "interest"    advisedly,  because   I 

V  T/^  Marquess  of  Lansdawne. 


shall  be  corrected  if  I  use  the  word  "  pro- 
perty." But  is  there  no  such  thing  as  an 
interest  stopping  short  of  a  freehcSd  and 
yet  going  far  beyond  a  tenancy  at  will— 
which  can  be  measured  in  terms  of 
money  and  which  deserves  to  be  tisated 
as  a  substantial  and  curable  interest  f 
Colleagues  of  the  noble  Barl  have  spoken 
of  the  Ucence-holder's  interest  as  a  precari- 
ous interest.  That  has  not  been  the  view 
of  learned  Judges,  of  Lord  Halsbury,  of 
Lord  Bramwell,  of  Lord  Hannen,  and 
others.  The  noble  Earl  admitted  that 
these  licences  were  highly  valued  for 
death  duties,  but  he  said  that  this  proved 
nothing,  because  the  Somerset  Hoosa 
authonties  valued  property  at  whatever 
value  it  happened  to  possess  at  the 
moment  of  vduation,  and  that  what  was 
valuable  at  one  moment  miffht  cease  tobe 
valuable  at  another.  But  does  the  noble 
Earl  suggest  to  us  that  it  is  right  for  the 
State  to  act  at  one  moment  on  the 
assumption  that  a  licence  of  this  kind  is  a 
valuable  interest  in  respect  of  which  high 
duties  should  bepaid  to  itself,  and  a  few 
months  afterwards  to  say — Oh,  no ;  this 
is  a  precarious  licence  of  which  3rou  have 
no  tenure  and  in  respect  of  which  jou 
are  not  entitled  to  ask  any  compensation 
to  speak  of  ? 

Again  I  fall  back  upon  the  authority 
of  the  present  Prime  Minister.  In  the 
same  debate  Mr.  Asquith,  speaking  of  the 
licei.ce-holder*s  interest  said — 

**  When  it  is  said,  m  it  is  said,  and  properlj 
said,  that  it  is  a  judicial  di8crettoii«  what  to 
meant  is  not  a  discretion  to  be  exercised  as  in 
litigation  according  to  settled  rules  of  law  snd 
methods  of  procedure,  but  a  discretion  exercised 
in  a  judicial  temper,  not  capriciously  or  whimsi- 
cally, not  in  deference  to  any  preoonoeiTed 
theory  or  formulaJtbut  upon  a  full  ooosideratiao 
of  all  the  relevant  facts  which  affect  particulsr 
cases.!* 

Now  we  have  got  the  preconceived 
formula,  and  we  know  the  result.  In 
spite  however  of  the  noble  Earl's  refine* 
ments  upon  this  point  I  do  not  gather  that 
he  would  himself  repudiate  the  claim  of  the 
licence-holder  to  what  I  should  call  equit- 
able compensation.  The  difierenoe  be- 
tween us  is  this — What  is  and  what  isnot 
equitable  compensation  t  It  is  admitted 
by  the  noble  Earl  that  the  lioenoe-kolder 
enjoyed  a  certain  expectation  as  to  the 
renewal  of  his  licence.  What  is  the 
•'  expectation  "  worth  f 
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I  have  seen  rather  inteiesting  figures 
vliieh  bear  apoa  this  point.  In  1900  there 
veif  in  roond  figures  102,000  on-licences. 
of  these  131  were  refused — ^hardlyanyon 
groonda  of  redundancy.  That  works 
o«t  at  odds  of  700  to  one  on  renewal. 
Tliat  surely  does  show  that  the  interest 
of  the  licence-holder  is  a  substantial 
mtemt  I  would  add  that  in  this  country 
Pidiament  has  alwajB  been  careful  to 
deal  scrupulously  with  interests  of  this 
bad.  I  could  give  your  Lordships 
examples.  Do  you  remember  how  we 
<feah  with  the  officers  who  had  paid 
o?«r  legolation  prices  for  their  commis- 
aoQs  ?  That  was  a  clear  case  where 
nmetlung  had  grown  up  outside  the 
kw,  where  the  parties  had  an  expectation, 
ttd  where  the  legislation  dealt  with  that 
«q)ectation  in  a  most  equitable  and 
^trons  spirit.  Another  case  in  point 
lithe  manner  in  which  we  dealt  with  the 
<||iatioQ  of  the  Ulster  tenants  where  an 
*  expectation"  prevailed,  and  was  stereo- 
typed and  recognised  by  the  law. 

How  are  the  persons  having  this  rea- 
woable  expectation  likely  to  fare  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  1  I  will  take 
^  portion  of  them  who  will  lose  their 
hcence  whilst  the  fourteen  ye^rs  are  run- 
ling,  and  who  will  receive  compensation 
far  their  loss.  Until  now  that  compensa- 
tion has  been  based  upon  market  value, 
hst  imder  this  Bill  market  value  disappear  i 
•ndyou  have  substituted  for  it  the  <fi£fer- 
eace  in  value  of  the  premises  with  or  with- 
<W  a  licence  as  assessed  under  Schedule  A 
of  the  income-tax.  That  proposal  to 
Ising  in  the  question  of  rateable  value 
^u  condemned  in  terms  by  the  Peel 
^^wamiasion.  They  reported  against  rate- 
•Ne  value  on  the  ground  that  if  it  b** 
•dmitted  the  licence  holder's  gocdwill 
«»'iiot  be    considered,    although    they 

The  lioeoce  and  the  goodwill  are  the  things 
^  vkich  compensation  would  be  given,  not 
OB  btildiiig,  which  the  owner  would  retain.** 

Kow,  we  have  had  a  considerable  amount 
^explanation  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
thie  goodwill  is  to  be  calculated.  We 
i*'e  hei^  from  the  Prime  Minister 
^  mder  this  Bill  what  is  called  personal 
fwdwill  will  escape,  whereas  local  good- 
^  he  taken  into  accoimt.  How  are 
Tot  going  to  distinguish  between  personal 
^  local    goodwill «    What    are    the 


things  which  enter  into  goodwill  ?  Surely 
among  the  constituents  of  goodwill  may 
be  mentioned  the  attractiveness  of  the 
premises,  the  quality  of  the  liquor  known 
to  be  sold  in  them,  and  the  clientele  which 
frequents  the  particular  house.  All  these 
things  are  the  creation  of  the  licensee's 
own  efforts,  and  why  is  he  to  be  deprived 
of  them  ?  I  am  very  much  afraid  that 
when  you  get  down  to  the  bed-rock  of 
these  provisions,  you  will  find  that  the 
only  personal  goodwill  which  the  licence 
owner  will  be  allowed  to  retain  will  be 
tl^t  kind  of  personal  popularity  which 
belongs  to  the  popular  football  player 
or  cricketer :  a  goodwill  of  which  even 
His  Majesty's  (Jovemment  would  not  be 
able  to  strip  him. 

So  much  for  the  fate  of  those  licence- 
holders  who  will  be  deprived  of  their 
licences  during  the  fourteen  years.  But 
now  let  us  consider  what  will  be  the  fate 
of  those  who  survive  the  fourteen  years 
and  enter  upon  that  further  period  of 
seven  years  which  the  noble  Earl 
described  as  a  respite.  During  the 
fourteen  years  the  licence-holder  has 
beea  continually  patting  his  hand 
in  his  pocket  to  provide  compensa- 
tion for  those  licence-holders  who  find 
themselves  suppressed,  and  the  money 
he  pays,  remember,  may  go  to  com- 
pensate licence-holders  in  some  area 
far  removed  from  his  own,  so  that  he 
will  not  receive  a  single  penny  of  advan- 
tage from  what  is  spoken  of  as  the 
betterment  due  to  the  diminution  in 
the  number  of  licences.  Then  after  four- 
teen years  comes  the  period  of  respite, 
a  respite  that  seems  to  me  of  veiy 
questionable  advantage.  It  is  a  respite 
in  this  sense,  that  the  licence-holder  will 
ceane  to  contribute  to  the  compensa- 
tion levy  —  but  during  the  respite 
he  is  liable  to  be  deprived  of  his 
licence  altogether  under  the  system  of 
local  option  introduced  in  the  Bill  and 
his  security  is  gone.  He  may  be  de- 
prived of  it  either  by  the  action  of  the 
local  bench  or  by  a  two-thirds  majority 
of  the  ratepayers.  Finally,  he  may  have 
imposed  upon  him  conditions  which  would 
virtually  confiscate  a  great  part  of  his 
property. 

Then  we  come  to  the  third  stage, 
after  the  twenty-one  years.  What  hap- 
pens then  1    The  whole  of  the  monopoly 
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value  of  his  licence  is  taken  away  from 
him  and  annexed  by  the  State,  alth'>vgh 
the  State  has  not  contributed  a  farthing 
towards  the  cost  of  the  operation.  His 
goodwill,  the  result  of  his  own  hard 
work  and  energy,  disappears  and  he  is 
neither  better  nor  worse  off  than  any 
casual  competitor  who  may  appear 
upon  the  scene.  I  spoke  just  now  of 
the  extraordinary  vagueness  of  the 
language  of  the  Bill.  I  wish  some  noble 
Lord,  before  this  debate  closes,  would 
give  us  some  explanation  of  what  is 
really  meant  by  monopoly  value.  I 
should  like  to  read  the  new  definition. 
It  has  been  altered  several  times,  and 
I  will  read  it — 

**  The  monopoly  value  shall  be  taken  to  be  the 
sum  by  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue,  the  value  of  the 
premises,  as  adopted  or  estimated  for  the  purpose 
of  income-tax  under  Schedule  A,  when  licensed, 
and  without  taking  into  consideration  any 
provisions  for  the  purpose  of  securing  to  the 
public  the  monopoly  value,  exceeds  the  value 
of  the  premises  for  that  purpose  when  not 
licensed." 

• 

What  a  strange  farrago  to  hurl  at  the 
heads  of  the  trade  and  the  public !  I 
hope  we  shall  have  an  exegesis  from 
some  noble  Lord  of  the  clause  defining 
monopoly  value.  But  although  the 
words  are  obscure  I  am  very  much 
afraid  that  the  meaning  and  intentions  of 
the  Government  are  quite  plain.  I 
understand  that  what  the  Government 
have  in  view  is  that  the  public  should 
take  the  whole  of  the  difference  between 
the  income-tax  assessment  of  premises 
when  licensed  and  unlicensed,  and  that 
not  one  penny  is  to  be  given  in  con- 
sideration of  goodwill.  These  are  what 
the  noble  Earl  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
described  as  the  "  liberal  terms "  offered 
to  licence-holders  under  the  Bill.  There 
is  no  real  compensation  under  this 
Bir.  The  holders  of  the  suppressed 
licences  will  n  )t  get  adequate  compensa- 
tion, and  the  holders  of  the  surviving 
licences  will  no^  get  adequate  compeii- 
sation.  Indeed,  it  h  3  b  en  publ'clv 
stat;ed  that  under  these  clauses  some- 
thing like  80  per  cent,  of  the  property 
of  these  people  will  be  taken  from 
them  under  this  Bill.  That  calculation 
holds  the  field,  and  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  it  corrected  if  it  is  wrong.  There 
is  one  point  that  I  omitted  in  regarri 
to  tte  BO-call  d  *'comp?n8atio/'  offerjd 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdottme. 


by  His  Ma  jest  v*s  Government.  I  believe 
it  is  expected  that  during  the  seven 
years  respite  the  holders  of  these  licences 
are  to  recoup  themselves  by  the 
amouTit  of  the  busine  s  which  they 
will  do ;  in  other  words,  I  suppose 
they  are  to  push  their  trade  as 
hard  as  they  can,  to  put  as  much  water 
in  their  liquor  as  the  public  will  stand, 
and  spend  nothing  on  the  improvement 
of  the  premises.  Do  not  let  us  forget 
that  these  terms,  which  I  venture  to 
stigmatise,  putting  it  gently,  as  most 
niggardly  terms,  may  not  be  received 
at  all  by  the  victims  should  it  happen 
to  be  the  case  that  local  option  is  put 
into  operation  against  them.  I  am 
constramed  to  say  that  in  my  opinion 
these  terms  spell  absolute  ruin  for  the 
holders  of  licensed  premises.  If  it  is 
true,  as  I  am  informed,  that  the  Bill 
leaves  the  sufferers  with  only  somethmg 
like  20  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  the 
interest  which  they  now  enjoy,  I  do  not 
think  we  use  too  strong  language  when 
we  say  that  these  proposals  are  of  & 
confiscatory  description. 

But,  my  Lords,  we  have  to  consider 
not  only  the  members  of  the  trade  who 
will  suffer.  The  noble  Earl  talked 
seriously  about  the  evils  of  the  joint 
stock  system.  I  daresay  he  is  quite 
right.  Perhaps  the  evils  are  far-reach- 
ing ;  but  that  does  not  alter  the  fact 
that  if  this  Bill  becomes  law,  not  only 
the  trade,  but  an  immense  number 
of  innocent  investors  in  a  perfectly 
legitimate  business  will  be  deprived  of 
a  great  portion  of  their  property.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  possible  to  exaggerate 
the  cruelty  of  such  legislation  or  to 
dwell  too  much  on  the  serious  effect 
which  it  cannot  fail  to  have  upon 
public  confidence  in  this  country. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  how  are  we  to 
deal  with  this  Bill  ?  I  do  not  think 
any  of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House  would  entertain  for  a  moment 
the  idea  of  allowing  it  to  pass  as 
it  stands.  Are  we  then  to  amend  it  or 
are  we  to  reject  it  ?  I  freely  admit  that 
there  are  many  considerations  which 
at  first  sight  attract  me  to  the  first  of 
these  courses.  The  House  of  Conmions 
has  devoted  something  like  six  weels 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
will  be  a  matter  of  regret  to  many  of  us 
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to  tkink  t]iat  their  labours  should  be  in 
viin.    There  is   another  reason,  and  it 
i^  tUs :   that    much    advantage    might 
be    got    from   the    discussion    of   the 
BUI  in    Committee,    for     it     contains 
miny    provisions     which     we     should 
be  much  better   able  to   criticise   and 
dissect    if    we     could     get     to     close 
qotftcre  with  them  in  Committee.    But 
tk  consideration  which  weighs    most 
Tith  me  is  that  we  should,  by  reading 
this  Bill  a  second  time,  meet  the  earnest 
wishes  of  a  very  large  section  of  our 
coantrymen    who,     being    passionately 
detoteil  to  the  cause  of  temperance,  will 
indoubtedly  view  with  great  regret  the 
rejection  of  a  measure  with  the  details 
of  vhicli  they  are  probably  quite  un- 
hffliliar,  but  which  has  been  represented 
*-o  them  to  be,  and  which  they  believe 
to  be,  a  temperance   measure.     There- 
fore, it  is  not  without  much  hesitation 
tilt  I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
»teh  it  is  my  duty  to  lay  before  the 
Howe. 

But  I  am  deeply  convinced  that  it  is 
titogetlier  bevond  our  power  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  convert  this  Bill 
br  cmendment  in  Committee  into  a 
BOl  which  we  could  possibly  accept. 
Our  objections  are  directed,  not  to  points 
of  detail,  but  to  the  fundamental  prin- 
«Tple«  of  the  Bill,  ar.d  I  venture  to  say  it 
tf  not  our  business  to  tear  up  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  and  to  send  down  to 
•he  House  of  Commons  an  entirely 
^liferent  Bill  of  our  own  composition. 
The  attitude  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  shown  clearly  that  in  their 
Tww  the  proposals  which  I  have  tried 
to  criticise  to-night  are  essential  to  the 
fabric  of  the  Bill,  a'  d  it  is  to  my  mind 
*5iit?  inconceivable  that  they  should 
ictept  the  kind  of  alterations  on  which 
those  sitting  behind  me  would,  I  believe, 
t*  likely  to  insist. 

And  tliere  is  one  other  matter  which 
'^ighs  very  much  with  me  and  which 
W  strengthened  me  in  the  conclusion 
»t  which  I  have  arrived.  I  believe  it 
wonld  be  impossible  for  your  Lordships 
to  modify  the  cssei  ti:*!  piovi^ions  ol  this 
Bin  without  coming  into  conflict  with  the 
prwilege  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Most 
of  I  the  more  important  clauses,  I  am 
•dvised,  touch  the  question  of  privilege. 
^  joar  Lordships  have  had  an  object- 


lesson  during  the  present  year  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  privilege  of  the 
House  of  Commons  can  be  pleaded  by 
His  Majesty's  Ministers.  We  have  not 
forgotten  the  fate  of  our  Amendments 
to  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Bill.  Many  of 
them  were  proposals  genuinely  designed 
for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  Bill,  but 
they  were  thrown  back  in  our  faces 
because  His  Majesty's  Ministers  chose 
to  apply  to  the  case  an  interpretation  of 
the  doctrine  of  privilege  going  far  beyond 
anything  of  which  we  had  up  to  that 
time  heard. 

You  cannot  plead  privilege  in  July 
and  switch  it  off  in  December.  There- 
fore in  fairness  to  ourselves  I  recom- 
mend yout  Lordships  to  take  a  stand 
upon  our  rooted  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  this  Bill  rather  than  entangle 
ourselves  in  a  mass  of  subsidiary  points 
amid  which  the  real  issues  would  be 
obscured.  I  believe  the  country  looks 
to  us  to  protect  it  from  legislation  which 
we  believe  to  be  iniquitous  and  ill-con- 
sidered, and  I  believe  we  shall  better 
deserve  both  the  respect  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen  and  our  own  self-respect 
if  straightforwardly  and  with  the  courage 
of  our  opinions,  we  reject  the  Bill  on  its 
Second  Reading. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  *  that '  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
the  words  'this  House,  while  ready  to 
consider  favourably  any  Amendments  which 
experience  has  shown  to  be  necessary  in 
the  law  regulating  the  sale  of  intoxicatin^c 
liquors,  declines  to  proceed  further  with  a 
measure  which,  without  materially  advancing 
the  cause  of  temperance,  would  occasion  grave 
inconvenience  to  many  of  His  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, and  violate  every  principle  of  equity  in 
its  dealings  with  the  numerous  classes  whose 
interests  will  be  affecteil  by  the  Bill.'"— (JAe 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne. ) 

♦Lord  RIBBLESDALE  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  propose  to  gtand  long  between 
noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  who  wish 
to  reinforce,  if  reinforcement  were  pos- 
sible, the  arguments  which  have  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  and  noble 
Lords  on  this  side  who  wish  to  combat 
them.  But  I  should  like  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  stating  how  this  Bill 
strikes  an  average  individual  who  does 
not  hold  the  views  taken  by  noble  Lords 
opposite,  and  who  also  has  not  imbibed. 
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to  the  dregs  all  the  details  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure. 

It  was  with  surprise  and  regret  that  I 
learnt  that  the  noble  Marquess  and  his 
friends  had  declined  to  undertake  the  task 
of  amending  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
that  would  be  tantamount  to  an  accept- 
ance of  its  principles.  I  will  not  follow 
the  noble  Marquess  into  what  he  said 
regarding  the  question  of  privilege,  but 
I  will  deal  for  a  moment  with  the  ques- 
tion of  principle.  As  between  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1904  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill;  the  Act  of  1904  pro- 
vides for  a  reduction  of  licences  upon 
certain  terms,  and  for  recovery  of  State 
control — with  provisions  for  payment  of 
full  monopoly  value  for  srants  of  new 
annual  licences.  This  Bill  proceeds  on 
the  same  lines  '  plus '  the  time  limit  and 
easier  terms  as  to  the  monopoly  value. 
Thus  I  find  no  cardinal  differences  in 
pri  ciple;  the  differences  bet^^eei  us 
turn  upon  the  terms  and  the  equity 
and  effectiveness  of  the  methods — 
matters  of  detaib  for  Committee ; 
and  I  regret  that  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  should  have  asked  the  House 
to  depart  from  its  traditional  duty 
at  a  time  when  its  suggestions  and  guid- 
ance would  have  been  most  valuable. 
This  Bill  seems  to  me  to  offer  a  reasonable 
compromise  between  what  I  will  call  the 
out-and-outers  on  the  temperance  dde 
and  the  out-and-outers  on  the  trade  side. 
Because  what  we  always  sententiously 
call  this  problem  lends  itself  easily 
to  digressions.  I  will  stick  to  what 
I  conceive  to  be  the  three  main 
features  which  emerge  from  the  Bill 
before  us.  These  I  take  to  be  in 
the  first  place  the  speedy  extinction 
of  a  large  proportion  of  the  public- 
houses  throughout  the  coimtry,  the 
second  I  take  to  be  the  ultimate  resump- 
tion by  the  State  of  the  control  and  to 
some  extent  of  the  profit  arising  from 
the  possession  of  a  valuable  monopoly, 
and  the  third  I  take  to  be  the  creation 
of  an  intermediate  period  during  which 
it  is  hoped  that  the  industry  affected 
will  accommodate  itself  financially  to  the 
new  conditions  under  which  it  will  have 
to  carry  on  its  business. 

Now  I  take  the  first  main  point.  I 
think  the  noble  Marquess  just  now  ad- 
mitted, and  I  think  everybody  agreed. 

Lord  RibbUsdale. 


that  there  is  a  considerable  superfluity 
of  public-houses,  and  that  probably^ 
though  public-houses  are  generally  well 
kept  and  tidy,  and  in  fact  rather 
agreeable  looking  objects  in  the  land- 
scape, the  objection  to  th^m,  if  any, 
is  that  if  there  are  too  many,  it 
must  lead  to  more  drinking;  by 
parity  of  reasoning,  if  you  have  rather 
fewer  there  would  be  a  reasonable  chance 
of  having  a  little  less  drinking.  The 
noble  Marquess  touched  on  that,  and  he 
touched  on  it  in  a  way  that  1  rather 
expected.  He  attached  very  little  im- 
portance to  resolutions  passed  by  tem- 
perance and  friendly  societies,  and  he 
said  that  those  were  the  sort  of  things 
that  it  was  always  possible  to  fake  up, 
and  that  even  if  they  were  sincere  they 
were  based,  as  the  noble  Marquess  said 
the  Bill  was,  on  wrong  principles. 

I  think  the  best  thing  I  remember 
being  said  about  this  was  said  by 
the  late  Lord  Salisbury,  and  like  every- 
thing else  that  he  said  it  was  the  best 
thing  of  its  kind:  it  was  tbis  that 
although  he  had  a  great  many  bedrooms 
at  Hatfield,  he  did  not  find  that  that 
led  to  his  sleeping  more.  I  believe  some- 
one pointed  out  that  the  analogy  was  not 
quite  good,  but  I  am  not  quite  sure  that 
the  audience  quite  appreciated  the  irony 
of  the  noble  Marquess's  observations. 
Anyhow  I  will  not  dwell  on  the  failure  of 
that  analogy,  but  I  will  give  you  another 
which  also  belongs  to  vegetation  of  the 
chestnut  order,  to  wit,  that  of  the  poor 
woman  who  said  that  she  could  get  her 
husband  past  four  public-houses,  but  she 
could  not  get  him  past  the  fifth.  That  is 
no  doubt  a  little  rougher  in  fibre  than  Lord 
Salisbury's,  but  it  is  at  least  as  effective, 
and  probably  as  true.  Without  labour- 
ing these  points  any  further,  I  should 
like  to  say,  speaking  for  myself,  which 
is  all  I  am  speaking  for,  that  I  welcome 
the  provisions  which  are  contained  in 
this  Bill,  which  make  for  a  further  re- 
duction in  public-houses.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  defer,  as  we  all  must  defer,  to 
experts,  but  I  confess  I  like  my  own 
opinion  quite  as  much  on  this  particular 
point.  I  live  up  in  the  north  of  England 
where  we  have  very  bad  weather  and  like 
lots  of  drink  to  keep  it  in  order,  and  I 
trust  to  my  I  own  observations  on 
this    quite     as    much   as    I   do    those 
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of  the  local  expert  of  whom  the 
BoUe  Harqoeas  made  so  much  as  being 
A  sort  of  pope,  who  could  instruct  us  as 
to  whether  public-houses  made  for 
wbnety  or  not. 

Thm  as  to  the  scheme  for  compensa- 
tkiL  I  will  not  talk  about  that, 
becftose  that  seems  to  me  again  a 
fflitter  that  has  been  conceded  by  both 
pAities,  that  the  trade  have  got  to  com- 
pnuate  themselves.  I  do  not  know 
liether  the  provisions  in  the  Bill  are 
qsite  what  I  would  like  to  see  in  it  with 
ngud  to  that,  but  there,  again,  that  is 
t  point  for  Committee,  and  by  the 
mioitunate  action  which  you  have  taken, 
m.  liave  contracted  yourselves  out  of 
doing  anything  in  that  direction  or 
iboQt  anything  else. 

The  same  remark  applies  to  clubs. 
Lord  Lansdowne  talked  about  the  re- 
istntion  and  the  regulation  and  the 
lupection  of  clubs  as  desirable,  and  that 
iQ  Ais  was  not  sufficiently  provided  for 
10  tfe  Bill.  But  that  is  all  a  question 
<rf  method  and  degree,  and  there,  again, 
tliOK  also  are  matters  for  Committee. 
We  have  heard  also  something  about 
Mi  option,  and  upon  that  point 
I  woald  say,  guot  homines,  tot  senten- 
le  But  as  regards  local  option  in  this 
BOl,  local  option  is  only  an  episode  in 
it  and  the  provisions  in  that  regard 
«« ia  no  way  vital  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  BilL  You  can  take  the  whole  of 
tltOM  clauses  out,  and  still  leave  a  com- 
pkte  measore  for  readjusting  the  relations 
Wtween  the  brewing  industry  and  the 
^t»te.  Local  option  is  not  vital,  or  in 
*fi7  sense  vital,  to  the  Second  Reading 
^  the  BiD  which  you  have  just  moved 
B  not  to  be  given.  The  same  remark 
*pplies,  of  course,  to  such  points  as 
^'h^iren  being  admitted  to  bars,  and 
^wwus  other  clauses.  Those  are  all 
(^^ounittee  points. 

1  ihoold  like  to  say  one  word  with 
'^fwd  to  Sunday  closing.  I  like  the 
'^fnlationa  about  Sunday  closing,  and 
^  I  may  be  allowed  I  should  like  to  tell 
T^  the  mcdus  operandi  which  goes  on 
ia  my  village,  which  would  be  defeated, 
I  think  to  the  advantage  of  the  neigh- 
^***Aood  generally,  and  certainly  to 
■7  own,  if  the  Sunday  closing  clauses 
|***o»  law.  I  live  in  a  village  which 
»  looked  upon  as  agreeably  rural,  but 


we  are  near  a  small  manufacturing 
town,  a  very  self-contained  thriving 
place,  I  believe  it  has  got  one  of  the 
best  technical  schools  in  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  which  is  saying  a  good 
deal,  but  at  all  events  there  it  is,  & 
small  urban  town  as  you  sometimes 
find  in  the  middle  of  a  sea  of  grassw 
They  have  a  very  efficient  and  simple 
and  ingenious  way  of  managing  the 
Sunday  closing.  This  place  is  just 
within  the  three-mile  limit  of  my  village,, 
and  what  happens  is  that  at  half -past 
two  on  every  Sunday  afternoon,  which 
is  closing-time  at  the  urban  place,  a 
'bus  is  in  readiness,  and  very  often  two 
or  three  'buses,  or  as  many  'buses  as  are 
likely  to  be  required,  to  bring  over 
at  once  to  my  village  these  people  who 
have  vacated  the  public-house  at  half- 
past  two.  They  bring  them  over,  and 
they  spend  the  whole  afternoon  in  my 
village,  and  just  get  back  in  time  to 
the  place  they  came  from  by  six  o'clock, 
when  they  can  begin  drinking  over  again. 
If  this  became  law  we,  no  doubt,  up  in 
our  part  of  the  world,  would  get  rid 
of  a  good  many  people,  very  good  people 
in  their  way,  but  who  certainly  add  a 
good  deal  to  the  business  at  the  Court 
House  at  Bolton-by-Bowland  every  fort- 
night, and  who  get  into  trouble  through 
the  services  of  these  'buses,  which  bring 
them  on  Sunday  to  Gisburne. 

Now  I  will  come  to  the  second  main 
feature — I  said  I  would  try  to  stick 
to  the  main  features — which  is  the 
resumption  by  the  State  of  the  control 
of  the  monopoly  value.  Here,  as  I 
said  at  the  beginning,  I  do  not  imbibe 
quite  to  the  dregs  all  the  methods  and 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  laid 
down  by  His  Majesty's  Government,, 
and  if  this  Bill  had  been  given  a  Second 
Reading  I  should  have  liked  to  have 
said  a  word  in  favour  of  some  preference 
being  given  to  the  licensees  and  owners 
who  at  the  expiration  of  the  time-limit 
should  survive  the  tests  and  the  trials 
and  the  levies  and  the  undreamt  of 
inconveniences  to  which  they  would 
have  been  subjected,  no  doubt  sincerely 
in  the  interests  of  the  community.  1 
really  think  that  this  Old  Guard,  as  it 
were,  should  be  given  some  sort  of  pull 
over  the  new  and  untried  speculator 
who  decided  to  come  in  against  them 
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into  the  licensing  business,  possibly  one  '  invested  their  savings  in  the  brewing 
incentive  of  his  action  being  the  chance  i  industry,  seduced,  I  suppose  frona  their 
of  buying  at  a  wreckage  price  the  pre-  '  allegiance  to  what  I  think  Lord  Stowell 
mises  which  he  stepped  into,  having  got  '  celled  the  elegant  simplicity  of  the  3  per 
rid  of  this  stanch  gentleman  who,  as  I  cents.  I  suppose  the  capital  invested  in 
said  just  now,  belonged  to  the  Old  Guard.  \  the  brewery  industry  enterprises  of  this 


It  would  have  been  perfectly  possible 
to  have  drawn  clauses  to  protect  those 
individuals,  and,  although  I  do  not 
pretend  to  be  a  Parliamentary  draughts- 
man, if  we  had  got  into  Committee  I 
should  have  had  the  hardihood  to  try 
and  draw  it. 

I   said   just   now   that   I   would   say 
something  about  the  monopoly  value  as 


coimtry  amounts  to  something  like 
£2O0,06o,O0O.O00,  and  a  large  proportion 
of  those  millions  is  held  by  the  general 
investing  public.  I  rather  dissent  from 
the  views  which  have  been  taken  by 
the  Liberal  newspapers,  in  represent- 
ing the  people  who  have  invested 
their  savings  in  this  sort  of  stock 
as  a  rather  sinister  and  peculiar 
people.    Really  to  read  some  of  these 


afiected  by  tlm  BUI,  and  as  affected  by  ,  ^^  J^^  ^j^^ 

the  Act  of  1904,  and  I  should  hke  to  ,  P^j^  ^^/^^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  quirdifferent 
pomt  out  that  under  (Jause  26  of  this  ^^^^j^^j^^,;j^^^j^j^^^J^^^j^^^^ 
BiU  the  hcemee  w  placed  m  a  very  much  |  ^^  ^jy         .^  ^  ^^y         ^^  ^  ^^^^         ^ 
better  position  than  he  was  under  the  ^^^^j  ^^^^^^  take  exception  to  the 

clause  in  the  Act  of  1904.    He  becomes ,  {^/^^^^^  j,  ^^  taken  in  wme  of  our 
the  recipient  of  better  conciitions,  I  thmk  ,  ^^  ^j^^  ^.^     ^^^j^  .^  embodied 

perfectly   fair   ones     I    should    hke    to   f^^^j^  ^  ^^^  ^         ^^^^^  ^    ^^^^ 

remmd  your  Lordships  that  the  noble  j^  p^g^  headings :  "  The  Trade  «erL  the 

Marquess  was  very  enamoured  with  the  p^^^y^ „    rj^  ^^^  ^^^^  j^j^  ^^,^  ^^^ 

individuals    who    under    the    1904    Act  ^^^,j  ^^^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^,^^^,  ^^  ^ 

were  to  decide  aU  these  questions,  but  ^^                ^,  ^  ^j^^^  ^1^^  happened  to 

cunously  enough  though  you  had  such  ^^^^  j^^^^^^^   ^^^^       l^^^/J^  ^^ 

confidence  m  the  people  who  •  were  to  ^^ j  ^^^^^  .^  ^  -^^^^^                    ^ 

decide  all  these  questions  you  gave  them  themselves  become  all  but  not  merely 

no  sort  of  discretion  as  to  this  monopoly  tlicans  and  brewers  but  also  simiers. 

value,   and   however  good   a   case   was  ^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  .^  ^^^    ^^ 

shown  the  justices  were  obliged  to  claim  ^^^  j^,  ^^^^     ^              ^^^  -^^ 

to  the  very  last  farthing  that  monopoly  ^  ^  .^^^  ^^^^^  undertaking  is  an  in- 

value.     Under  the   Bill   of  the   present         i.  j  i.    j      ^i. 

JL       *       ^\,      >i         .    .  ^t  r       vestor  and  no  more  a  trader  than   an 

Oovernment   the   Commissioners  of  In-    .^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  -^  ^  money-lender. 

land  Revenue  can  remit  part,  on  good  ^^^  j  ^^^^^  ^^^  „^y^  Marquess  laid 
cause  shown,  of  an  annual  licence.  I  have  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  an  v  particular 
iio  doubt,  as  the  noble  Lord  said,  that  j^^  -^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^.^^  jj  l^slation 
Clause  6  IS  difficult  to  miderstaud  I  p„,iamVt  cannot  be  too  tender  or  too 
•do  not  know  that  I  am  nght  about  ,„„gid„^te  -^  tj^^  it  j^^l,  ^^^h  that 
the  words,  but  that  is  the  me.^nmg  .^^^^i  ^^  ^^  t^  enable  it  to  adapt  itself 
which  I  understand  is  contained  m  ^j^h  a^  little  pain  and  dislocation  a. 
the  words'  when  m  such  cases  the  pay-  j^le  to  the  new  conditions  which 
ments  shaU  not  exceed  the  monopoly  ^jU^ment  directs.  I  agree.  But  grant- 
value,  «« whereas  on  re-grant  for  a  term  ■  ^„  ^^^  ^^  ^he  other  side  of  the 
of  years  they  are  to  be  based  on  monopoly  ^^^j^  j  ^j^  ^^^^^^  ^.^^^  j^^ 
value.'     But  as  I  have  said  just  now,  m  \^   ,i„^   ^^^^^    ^                j^^^j,   ^^^ 

■both    cases    the   words    do    not    seem  ^te    brewers    are    a    sort    of    "Babes 

to  me  to    be  very  clear,  and    again  if  -^   ^^^    ^„^^ »   ^  ^^  ^^   ^^^^^    ^j 

we  had  ever  got  into  Committee  I  shou  d  ,;  ^^    ^^^    ^^^^    ^^„    ^^1^^^     ^t^^^ 

have  asked  the  Government  myself  to  ^^^   ^^^,^   ^y   ^^^^  ^^^^    ^^^.^ 

try  and  clear  that  up  a  httle.  ^^^^    ^j^,^^   ^„j    ^^^^   ^^^   ^^j^    ^^ 

Then  we  come  to  my  third  main  point  the  various  vicissitudes  which  beset  us 
or  feature.  I  should  like  to  say  a  in  a  troublesome  world.  Here,  again, 
word  here  about  those  of  whom  we  have  !  I  have  the  greatest  liking  for  brewers, 
heanl    a    good    deal,    those    who    have  '  They  represent,  I  think  we  will  all  agree. 

Lord  RibhUsd'^le. 
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t  most  attractive  form  of  competence, 
voueked  for  by  their  possession  of  fine 
homes  and  beautiful  horses,  and  rare  Sir 
Joskoa  Beynoldses  and  so  on.  I  remem- 
ber a  horae-dealer  that  I  knew  saying 
the  people  he  liked  best  were  the  brewers, 
that  he  had  a  most  charming  and  friendly 
recollection  of  a  bishop,  but  he  said : 
"Give  me  the  brewers."  He  preferred 
them  eve  i  to  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
Hoose."  But  here,  again,  I  say  that  this 
Idet  that  the  brewers  are  such  guileless 
people,  and  that  they  have  got  into  these 
difkuhies  with  tied-houses  through  no 
lort  of  fault  of  their  own,  does  seem  to  be 
ii&er  ridiculous. 

I  will  tell  yx>u  again  what  happened  to 

me,  if  it  does  not  bore  you.    Some  years 

tgo,  about  the  middle  of  the  great  specu- 

liiioii  in  public-houses,  I  owned  in  this 

very  village  which  I  have  told  3rou  about 

thiee  or  four  public-houses.    I  felt  that 

it  wis  too  many  for  one  individual  to 

Md.    I  am  in  the  enjoyment,  as  no 

doubt  all  your  Lordships  are,   of  the 

ttrvices  of   a    most   admirable    family 

lawyer,  who    lives   at   a   place   called 

Oitheroe  Castle.    He  is  the  last  man  in 

the  wodd  who  would  claim  any  of  the 

prerogatives  of  a  prophet  or  care  for  them, 

but  I  remember  very  well  that  he  said  to 

De  at  that  time  :  "  This  thing  caimot  go 

on;  sooner  or  later  you  will  have  one 

party  or  other  in  the  State  who  will 

bock  all  this  public-house  business  and 

tU  the  value  of  this  public-house  property 

to  pieces,  and,  if  you  take  my  advice,  I 

advise  you  to  sell  them."    I  took  his 

•dvicc.    I  had    rather    forgotten  what 

Ittppened,  but  I  think  these  figures  which 

I  have  just  received  by  telegram  from 

my  agent  are  rather  remarkable.     One 

^  my  houses  which  is  called  the  **  White 

Bon "  was  assessed  at  £26,  and  another 

one  called  the  "  New  Inn  "  was  assessed 

it  £38  at  the  date  of  the  sale,  September, 

1907.   Those  two  houses  made  £10,000 ; 

there  were  some  farm  buildings  with  bo' h 

of  them,  and  they  were  worth  something 

^der  £1,000.    I  had  another  inn  let, 

with  23  acres  of  land,  assessed  at  £42 10s. ; 

tbt  is  let  now,  on  a  long  lease,  again, 

to  the  same  brewer,  for  £226  a  year. 

^^t  I  say  there  is  that  if  my  lawyer  was 

*N€  to  foresee  the  complications  which 

■H^  arise— he  had  noticed,  I  suppose, 

the  Darwin   case    and    the  Sharpe    v. 
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Wakefkli  case,  and  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Licensed  Victuallers* 
Association,  I  think,  after  the  Sharpe 
V.  Wakefieli  case,  although  that  is 
disputed,  and  it  is  said  that  the 
Secretary  only  cited  his  own  view — 
but  anyhow  my  solicitor  had  noticed 
these  things,  and  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  could  not  go  on ; 
and  I  should  have  thought  that  well- 
managed  breweries  would  also  have  been 
able  to  foresee  it  and  to  protect  theit 
own  shareholders  by  makmg  due  pro- 
vision when  they  bought  houses  at  the 
kind  of  price  at  which  I  told  you  they 
bought  these  houses  of  mine. 

I  think  that  I  have  said  all  I  have  got 
to  say  except  this.  Perhaps  you  may 
think  from  what  I  have  said  just  now 
about  the  investing  public,  and  my 
tenderness  for  the  investing  public,  and. 
my  desire,  if  this  Bill  had  gone  to 
Second  Reading,  to  see  the  position  of 
the  investing  public,  and  in  some  way 
the  position  of  licensees,  made  consider- 
ably better — you  may  think  from  this 
that  I  am  entirely  with  you,  but  I 
am  not.  It  is  because  I  believe  that  a 
little  more  tenderness  ought  to  have 
been  exhibited  towards  the  investing 
public  and  the  licensees,  that  I  sa3r 
that  a  good  deal  of  that  mighti 
have  been  altered  and  improved  if  you 
had  not  contracted  yourselves  out  of 
making  suggestions  which  public  opinion 
would  have  backed  you  in.  If  you  had 
not  done  that,  I  think  the  Oovernment 
would  have  done  what  they  could  to  meet 
yo  1  by  improving  the  time-limit  and  so  on. 
A  good  many  people  think  that  the  time- 
limit  is  not  enough ;  I  belong  to  that 
persuasion.  I  should  have  liked  to  see 
it  twenty-one  years  or  even  twenty-eight 
years.  If  it  could  have  been  made 
twenty-eight  years  I  believe  it  would 
have  been  better.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  would  have  eased  the  wheels 
of  this  coach ;  I  suppose  not,  because  it 
is  a  curious  thing  that  the  time-limit 
seems  to  raise  more  angry  passions, 
almost,  than  anything  else,  even  in  the 
breasts  of  those  for  whom  it  is  supposed 
to  have  been  specially  devised.  But, 
anyho\^,  I  believe  myself  that  the 
Government  Bill  is  a  Bill  which  makes  in 
the  right  direction  for  dealing  with  the 
various  difficulties  which  surround  the 
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drinking  problem  in  this  oonntry,  and  I 
befieve  that  with  a  time  limit  of  twenty- 
five  or  twenty-eight  years  it  would  have 
given  ample  time  and  ample  fac  lities  to 
everybody  to  make  their  arrangements 
and  adjust  themselves  to  the  new  con* 
ditions.    Therefore,  as  I  have  said  just 
now,  although  I  should  have  liked  to 
have  seen  many  changes  in  the  Bill,  I 
am    an   out-and-out   supporter   of   the 
Secondf  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  I  regret 
very  much  the  line  which  I  feel  certain 
in  an  sincerity  and  seriousness  the  noble 
Marquess  and  those  who  sit  with  him 
hayr  seen  fit  to  take.    I  dislike  altogether 
any  appeal  by  either  side  in  this  House 
as  to  what  w;ould  be  popular  in  the 
country,  or  as  to  whether  you  are  con- 
sulting your  own  interests  or  otherwise. 
1  give  you  full  credit  for  your  intentions, 
and  I  give  you  full  credit  for  the  supposed 
wisdom  of  the  arguments  and  the  sincerity 
of  the  convictions  which  have  led  you  to 
take  the  line  you  have  taken.    No  doubt 
it  will  be  a  popular  line,  for  nobody  seems 
to  like  Licensing  Bills.    I  do  not  think 
the  noble  Marquess  or  his  friends  would 
bave  gone  to  the  country  on  their  1904 
Bill.    Therefore,  a  Bill  that  is  thrown 
out  neck  and  crop,  like  this  is  going  to 
be  thrown  out  to-night,  will  no  doubt 
receive  a  great  deal  of  popular  acclama- 
tion of  a  certain  sort.    I  am  reminded  of 
one  thing,   perhaps  not  touching  such 
a  big  issue,   which  has  come  back  to 
my  memory.    I  have  not  looked  it  up, 
but  I  think  I  am  accurate  in  saying  that 
when   Sir  Robert  Peel  made  his  final 
farewell  address  to  his  party,  when  he 
admitted  that  he  was  beaten  in  the  House 
of  Conmions  on  the  Corn  Laws,  he  said 
it  was  true  that  he  was  beaten,  but  he 
added   that    it   was    possible  that    his 
name  would  be  remembered  for  good 
in   many  a  poor  hou<^ehold.    I  should 
like  your  Lordships  to  consider,  giving 
you    again    credit    for    your    sincerity, 
whether  the  converse  may  not  be  true 
in  this  case,  and  whether,  by  throwing 
out  this  Bill  without  any  attempt   to 
touch  it  up  or  to  improve  it,  it  may  not 
be  the  otner  way  on,  and  that   your 
Lordships  may  not  be  remembered  for 
good  in  many  a  poor  household  where  the 
vicissitudes  of  non-employment   and  of 
illness,  and  of  many  children  to  keep, 
are  not  made  easier  by  the  neighbour- 
hood of  a  public-house. 

Lord  RMtesiak. 


♦Thb  lord  bishop  of  LONDON  : 
My  Lords,  after  the  oharming  and 
amusing  and  at  the  same  time  most 
efieotive  speech  to  whioh  we  have  just 
listened  I  am  afraid  that  what  I  have 
to  say  may  perhaps  seem  sad  and  dull, 
but  I  do  want  to-night,  not  so  much  as 
Bishop  of  London  but  as  an  old  temper* 
ance  woriser  for  thirty  years,  to  recall 
to  your  Lordships'  minds  a  few  facta 
which  really  no  one  denies.  The  fint 
is  the  awful  drink  bill  of  this  countiy. 
I  believe  that  no  one  for  a  moment 
denies  these  figures — ^they  have  been 
published  and  I  have  seen  no  denial 
of  them — that  what  is  spent  on  alcoholic 
liquor  in  thb  country  per  annum  is 
£166,425,000,  and  that  when  you  work 
out  those  figures  having  regard  to  the 
population  and  to  the  families  in  tUa 
country,  it  amounts  to  no  less  than 
7s.  3d.  per  week  on  an  average  for  every 
family  in  the  country,  and  that  is  leaving 
us  benighted  teetotallers  out  of  aoconnt 
altogether.  Therefore,  if  the  compiler 
of  these  figures  is  ri^t  when  he  saya 
that  the  expenditure  on  drink  is  7s.  Sd. 
per  family  per  week,  can  you  wonder 
that  that  expenditure  is  acoompanied 
by  urgent  complaints  that  the  ohildien 
go  without  food,  and  that  there  is  no 
provision  for  unemployment  or  for  old 
agel  That  fact  about  the  drink  biH 
of  our  country  is  not  denied*  When 
I  was  over  in  Canada  last  year; 
and  had  the  chance  of  speaking  to 
numbers  of  Canadian  men,  I  remember 
that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  did  me  the 
honour  to  sit  by  my  side,  as  I  thought, 
to  back  me  up,  and  not  only  he 
himself  but  all  the  Canadians  were 
horrified  at  these  figures.  Canada  in 
proportion  to  its  population  drinks  only 
one-fourth  of  what  the  Motiier  Conntxy 
does. 

Then  again,  at  the  Pan-Anglican 
Congress  this  year,  the  American  bidiopa 
and  the  Canadian  bishops  said  that  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  they  never 
see  a  woman  enter  a  public-house  at  aU. 
Therefore,  I  feel  this,  that  we  are  leaHy 
.n  great  danger  of  shocking  those  noble 
^sons  whom  we  have  sent  out  into  tha 
world,  and  that  our  drink  bill,  which 
we  are  ourselves  so  accustomed  to,  ia 
considered  a  disgrace  to  ns  by  the  vefy 
sons  whom  ^e  have  sent  forth  into  die 
world.    What   is   the   result   of   this  I 
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Tour  Lordships  may  have  seeu  a  little 
<]mei  bm  pol^  at  me^  in;  the  papers, 
br  idst  has  he^  called  my  "  midnight 
maicL"  That  midnight  march  was  not 
undertaken  in  any  connection  witH 
the  Licensing  Bill  at  alL  It  was 
ptrt  of  an  effort,  which  I  made  as 
KAop  o!  London  to  carry  out  a 
mission  in  central  London.  But  I  do 
not  deny  that  there  were  humorous 
ades  to  that  midnight  march.  When 
tkose  200  or  300  men  were  invited  by 
tie  Church  Army  to  sing  **  Lead,  Kindly 
li^t"  they  all  insisted  on  singing 
**?<)?  he's  a  jolly  good  fellow,"  and  still 
mote  merriment  was  excited  by  the 
efiorts  to  argue  away  that  midnight 
march;  the  public-house  people — 
exceOent  men  as  I  am  certain  tiiey  are, 
«id  when  we  speak  of  them  we  must 
always  do  justice  to  them  as  men  who, 

00  doubt,  are  trying  in  a  difficult  position 
to  do  their  best,  certainly  as  far  as  we 
bow  in  London — ^but  it  caused  certain 
nemment  that  they  should  be  asked 
to  state  how  many  drunkeu  men  they 
hi  on  their  premises  that  night,  and 
^^  the  police  were  ask^  Ixow  many 
mca  they  had  not  taken  up  on  their 
W  that  night.  The  midnight  march 
nnhed,  without  any  humour  connected 
vitk  it,  in  one  of  the  saddest  sights  I 
wtr  saw  in  my  life.  Two  himdred 
mea— one  whp  was  a  witness  with  me 
ttid  300 ;  he  says  that  I  have  imder- 
nted  it  by  100— but  at  least  200  men 
ladcr  forty,  between  half-past  eleven 
and  half-past  twelve, on  Saturday  night, 
all  oader  the  influence  of  drink  and  with 
tkeir  young  faces  seamed  with  drink. 

1  am  certain  that  if  your  Lordships 
W  seen  that  sight  it  would  have  gone 
to  Tooi  hearts  as  much  as  it  went  to 
*iae,  especially  when  I  had  the  know- 
Uge  that  if  I  had  had  the  same  organisa- 
^  the  same  band,  the  same  com- 
P^woas  with  whom  I  went  through 
^  part  of  Westminster,  I  could  have 
je«n  the  same  sight  in  every  slum  of 
w»^  at  half-past  eleven  or  twelve 
«  a  Saturday  night.  In  that  you  have 
^  first  result,  and  in  our  discussion 
to-night  you  must  not  leave  out  of  sight 
w  awful  result  of  what  the  drink  bill 
of  EngUiuI  means. 

Now  let  me  mention  another  point. 

wtmstion  was  brought  to  me  to-day 

one  of  the  prison  chaplains  in  one 
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of  our  prisons  in  England,  and  he  says  . 
that  in  the  prison  he  has  to  do  with  90" 
to  93  per  cent,  of  those  who  are  there 
are  there  directly  or  indirectly  through 
drink.    I  take  another  point.    I  had  the ' 
chief  representative  of  the  Church  Army 
down  to  see  me  to-day.    He  says  that  * 
in  their  opinion  they  might  close   all 
their  labour  homes  but  for  drink. 

The  noble  Marquess  has  spoken  qf. 
the  improvement  that  has  taken  place 
in  temperance.  Thank  God  there  has 
been  an  improvement ;  thank  Ood 
our  efforts  for  twenty-five  years  have 
not  wholly  been  in  vain,  but  at  the 
same  time  it  is  acknowledged  on  all 
hands  that  the  increase  of  drinking 
among  women  is  appalling,  and  if  we 
think  what  the  increase  of  drinking 
among  women  means,  and  its  efiect 
upon  the  coming  generation,  is  it  not 
possible  to  minimise  in  some  way  that 
awful  danger  ?  In  certain  public-houses 
I  have  been  told  that  there  are  private, 
entrances  for  women,  where  they  can 
go  in  at  one  door  and  go  out  another 
way,  so  that  women  can  now  go  into 
public-houses  more  easily  than  they 
could  before.  When  I  contrast  that 
with  what  my  brethren  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Atlantic  have  said,  the  Mother 
Country  compares  very  badly  with  them. 

Then  with  regard  to  the  effect  upon 
children.  Some  of  you  may  have  read  a 
very  interesting  book,  although  perhaps 
somewhat  sensationally  written,  called 
"The  Black  Stain,"  by  Mr.  George  R. 
Sims.  I  should  have  considered  that 
book  sensational  if  I  had  not  lived  in 
the  slums  and  seen  myself  the  sights 
that  he  has  described,  the  number  of 
children  whose  livers  have  become  har- 
dened by  gin  given  them  by  their  parents 
in  public-houses.  I  would  ask  why  id  it 
that  three  times  the  number  of  children 
are  killed  on  Saturday  nights  by  theiif 
mothers  overlaying  them?  There  can 
be  only  one  answer  to  that  and  the  ' 
answer  is  because  their  mothers  have 
been  drtink. 

Thwefore,  I  put  before  your  Lordships 
the  grossness  of  the  evil,  and  I  ask  those 
of  your  Lordships  who  care  for  the 
future  generation  to  think  what  the 
effect  of  this  is  upon  the  children.  It 
has  already  been  quoted  to-day,  but  it 
will  bear   quoting   again;      the   noble 
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Earl  when  he  introduced  the  Motion 
to-night  quoted  that  it  was  acknowledged 
by  the  whole  of  the  Majority  Commission 
that  a  gigantic  evil  remained  to  be 
remedied,  and  that  hardly  any  sacrifice 
would  be  too  great  which  would  result 
in  a  diminution  of  this  great  national 
degradation.  Therefore,  we  have  a  point 
in  our  argument  as  to  which  everyone 
agrees  that  this  is  a  national  degradation. 

Then  comes  the  question,  will  legislation 
do   any   good  ?     Let    me   be   perfectly 
frank  to-night,  my  Lords.     I  do  not  look 
to  legislation  to  do  the  chief  good ;  but 
while  I  do  not  look  to  legislation  to  do 
the  chief  good,  I  do  say  to  you,  to  use  a 
scriptural    metaphor,     that    while    we 
must  bring  spiritual  means  and  moral 
means     to     rai^     Lazarus,     you     can 
by    legislation    take     away    the    stone 
which     keeps     him     down.       I     have 
looked    very    carefully  to   see   what   I 
think  would  be  the  effect  of  diminishing 
the  number  of  public-houses  upon  the 
decrease   of  drunkenness.    I   have   had 
a  great  many  deputations  during  the  past 
few  months  from  brewers,  and  I  quite 
agree  with  the  last  speaker  that  they 
are    most    charming    men    personally. 
I  could  not  think  at  first  why  it  was  they 
wanted  so  much  to  see  me  and  to  seek 
my  acquaintance  recently,  but  I  found 
thiftt  it  was  very  often  in  order  to  try  and 
impress   upon   me   that   I   was   totally 
wrong  on  Uie  Licensing  Bill.    I  had  some 
very  interesting  conversations  with  those 
brewers,  and  I  remember  I  asked  a  mem- 
ber of  one  deputation  this  very  question  : 
**Will  the  decrease  of  public-houses  add 
to  the  profit  of  the  other  public-houses  ?  " 
**  No,"  he  said,  **  the  custom,  as  far  as  we 
can  ascertain,  entirely  evaporates."    If 
that  is  so,  then  I  say  the  reduction  of 
30,000  public-houses  is  a  great  temperance 
reform.    If,   on   the  other  hand,   other 
brewers  are  right  who  say  that  it  will 
add  to  their  profits,  then  I  do  not  think 
that  the  €k>vemment  can  look  at  it  as  an 
unjust  thing  to  ask  those  who  are  to  have 
their  trade  increased  to  pay  something 
towards  the  compensation  of  the  others. 
Therefore,  although  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  admit  that  there  are  two  sides  to 
the  question  as  to  how  much  the  closing 
of  public-houses  will  decrease  drunken- 
ness, I  think  we  are  not  far  wrong  if  we 
take  the  evidence  of  one  who  ought  to 
know,  namely,  Mr.  James,  the  President 
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of  the  Pljrmouth,  Devonport  and  Stone* 
house  Wine,  Spirit  and  Beer  Trade  Pro- 
tection Society,  who,  writing  in  1885, 
said  as  follows — 

**  Any  person  of  ordinary  intelligence  who  has 
been  in  the  trade  for  a  period  of  twelve  months- 
must  and  does  know  that  the  large  number  of 
licences  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  is  the* 
principal  cause  of  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
convictions  for  drunkenness.^ 

And  in  the  same  paper,  ''Temperance 
Legislation  and  Licensing  Reform,"  Mr  . 
James  declared  that — 

**To  remedy  the  evils  connected  with  th» 
consumption  of  alcoholic  liquor  a  large  reduction 
in  the  number  of  licences  is  absolutely  neces* 
sary. 

And  I  might  ask  why  if  that  is  not  sa 
should  the  Majority  Report  have    ad* 
vocated  the  immediate  closing  of  large- 
numbers  of  public-houses  ?     When  the 
noble     Marquess    then    stites    in     hir 
Motion  that  there  is  very  little  material 
advantage  to    temperance  in  the  Bilf 
I   must   remind   him    under  that    first 
heading  alone  what  the  closing  of  30,000 
public-houses  would  mean  to  us  as  temper- 
ance  reformers.      But  there  are  manT 
other  provisions  on  the  side  of  temperance 
in  this  Bill.    Some  have  been  mentioned  ; 
some  have  not.    If  you  had  lived  for 
nine  years  in  Bethnal  Oreen,  as  I  have 
done,  you  would  know  the  sights  yoir 
see  in  and    about    public^houses  on  '• 
Simday.    It  is  a  thing  that  is  very  dis- 
heartening when  you  see,  in  spite  of  alt 
your  efforts  by   lectures,  sermons,  and 
mission    services     every     public-house 
crammed    with    struggling    masses    of 
humanity  hour  after  hour  on  Sundays. 
I  was  very  much  disappointed  at  first 
when    1    found  in   the   Bill    that    my 
diocese   was   left  out  with   regard    U> 
Simday  closing,  but  I  was  glad  to  find 
afterwards  that  London,  if  your  Lord- 
ships do  not  throw  the  Bill  out,  is  te 
enjoy  the  T^uction  to  three  hours  of 
Sunday  opening.    Then  again,  I   think 
the  closing  of    publichouses  on  polling 
days   is   an   excellent   thing,  and   alse 
that  the  closing  of  them  before  eight 
o'clock  in  the  morning  is  an  excellent 
thing.    What    are    we    told   by    thos^ 
who   have   seen  it — I  do  not   pretend 
to    have    seen    it    myself — but    I    am 
told  that  at  six  o'clock  every  morning 
in  public-houses  you  will  see  rows  and 
rows  of  mugs  of  spirits  waiting  for  men 
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to  go  in  and  drink  to  start  their  day's 
woric  on.  As  I  say,  I  have  not  seen  it 
myself  at  six  o'clock  in  the  morning  in 
London,  but  I  know  it  is  so  in  the  north, 
and  that  is  one  of  the  great  temptations 
dut  would  be  swept  away  by  this  Bill. 
Then  again  the  bona  fide  traveller  has 
to  walk  six  miles  before  he  can  obtain 
drink.  We  are  glad  of  that.  We  are 
glad  that  the  discretion  of  the  magistrates 
is  brought  in  again,  and  although,  as  I 
skall  say  in  a  moment,  I  do  not  think 
the  BiU  has  been  strong  enough  on 
^hibs,  I  do  hold  that  it  has  been 
onjiistly  criticised  in  that  regard,  because 
the  annual  registration  of  clubs  is  a 
great  thing,  and  the  other  restrictions 
on  clubs  seem  to  me  not  to  be  despised 
At  all  Then  we  are  glad  above  all  to 
tte  the  power  that  is  given  to  the  magis- 
ftrates  to  exclude  chUdren  from  public- 
hooses.  That  is  a  thing  that  bvery 
child  lover  ought  to  be  glad  to  see  in  a 
Bin 

No  doubt  there  are  certain  defects 
in  the  Bill;  I  have  always  said  so, 
hot  those  were  just  the  defects  that  we 
veie  looking  to  your  Lordships'  House 
to  help  us  to  get  rid  of.  Personally,  I 
ahoaU  have  advocated,  I  confess,  a 
stronger  treatment  of  clubs.  There  is 
one  simple  thing  that  might  have  been 
introduced,  and  that  is  the  publication 
of  club-accounts  in  order  that  we  might 
Me  whether  they  were  in  fact  mere 
dzinking-clubs,  clubs  of  the  character, 
to  use  the  noble  Uarquess's  language, 
where  a  halfpenny  worth  of  bread  and 
«  great  amount  of  sack  was  consumed. 
1  diould  have  liked  to  have  seen,  by  a 
&clo6are  of  the  accoimts,  which  were 
the  real  clubs,  and  which  were  mere 
drinldng-clube.  Then,  again,  personally 
I  should  have  been  glad  to  have  dealt 
^th  the  oS-licences  in  a  stronger  way. 
I  cannot  agree,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  with 
the  noble  Eari  when  he  said  that  they 
did  little  to  encourage  secret  drinking. 
The  evidence  that  I  have  goes  to  show 
that  these  off-licences  are  a  mischievous 
thing  which  must  be  dealt  with  in  some 
▼»y  by  Parliament.  So  again  I  should 
have  very  much  liked  to  have  seen  in 
the  Bill  some  restriction  as  to  the  hours 
of  closing  on  Saturday  nights.  Why 
ihonld  public-houses  be  open  till  twelve 
oclock ?    I  was  hoping  that  your  Lord- 


ships would  try  and  am^nd  this  Bill, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  have  sent  it  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons  again  a  stronger  and  a  better 
BiU. 

But  it  is  said  the  Bill  is  wholly  unjust. 
Now  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that 
1  have  always  been  myself  very  soft- 
hearted about  the  length  of  the  time- limit. 
I  had  a  conversation  with  a  brewer  who 
was  a  member  of  one  of  the  deputations 
that  came  to  see  me  as  to  the  length  of 
the  time-limit,  and  I  asked  him,  "  What 
would  you  like.  How  will  twenty-eight 
years  suit  you  ?  "  He  said,  "  Twenty- 
eight  years  I  would  not  mind."  He 
was  the  head  of  a  large  brewery,  and 
I  thought  that  as  he  seemed  to  take 
twenty-eight  so  quietly  it  would  not  be 
far  wrong  to  say  that  twenty-one  would 
be  about  just.  But  personally  if  your 
Lordships  had  fixed  any  longer  time- 
limit  as  fair  I  should  never  for  a  moment 
as  a  temperance  reformer  have  objected. 
It  seems  to  me  not  beyond  the  wit  of 
man  to  fix  the  value  of  what  is  admittedly 
not  a  freehold  and  yet  whch  by  every- 
body's admission  is  a  reasonable  ex- 
pectation, and  that  it  is  a  thing  that 
we  might  have  done  and  done  most 
usefully  for  the  country.  But,  of  course, 
what  it  comes  to  is  this,  that  if  this  Bill 
is  rejected  on  the  Second  Reading  licensed 
property  becomes  practically  a  freehold. 

Then  again  I  would  deal  for  a  moment 
with  what  the  previous  speaker,  the 
noble  Lord  who  preceded  me,  said  with 
regard  to  the  knowledge  of  the  trade. 
Mr.  Thomas  Nash's  statement  years  ago 
has  been  often  quoted — 

**  There  cannot  be  the  smallest  doubt  that  in 
the  strict  sense  no  such  thing  as  a  vested 
interest  exists,  and  that  subject  to  appeal  the 
magistrates  can  refuse  to  renew  the  largest, 
most  useful,  and  best-conducted  hotel  in  £ng« 
land.  I  daresay  that  this  will  stagger  many 
owners,  but  it  is  high  time  that  the  trade  fully 
realised  their  position,  and  did  not  remain  an 
instant  in  a  state  of  false  security.*' 

Much  more  recently,  and  much  more 
forcibly — I  am  quoting  from  the  Blue- 
book  of  the  Trade  of  1903— mutual 
insurance  is  advocated  as  follows — 

' '  The  idea  was  a  great  one  and,  like  most  great 
ideas,  was  simple.  Capital  was  invested  in  a 
defective  security  ;  the  property  which  depends 
for  its  value  on  a  licence.  The  defect,  judged 
by  past  experience,  was  not  a  very  serious  one  ; 
but  there  it  was ;  licences,  by  legal  and  judicial 
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methods-might  ht  destroyed.  The  ezigeneies  of 
»  hrewer^^niBinCfSs  compelled  the  invMtmeiit  in 
lioensed  proMrty,  snd  the  force  of  competition 
pnM)tici^y  droTQ  the  whole  of  the  capital  into 
snch  business.  With  all  their  eggs  in  one 
basket,  and  that  radically  defeotiye,  what 
more  neoessary  than  a  sound  scheme  for 
remedyiii^  the  defects.** 

It  seems  to  me  while  we  are  most 
EiudouB — I  am  certain  I  am — to  do  full 
jutftice  to  the  trade,  and  lull  justice 
to  levery  man,  we  are  deluding  ourselves 
if  we  think  that  the  trade  were  so  simple 
as  not  to  know  the  facts  of  the  case  all 
the  way  round. 

I  have  just  two  more  points  and  I 
have  done.  It  is.  said  that  the  Licensing 
Bill  1^  really  been  the  cause  of  the 
xuin .  of  many  honourable  firms,  but 
do  let .  me  recall  to  your  Lordiships* 
attention  the  .perfectly  cold  and  critical 
article .  that  appeared  in  The  Times 
linancial  Supplement  o{  6th  March, 
1908.  It  is  contained  in  this  statement 
ealled  "  The  Truth  about  the  Brewery 
ICarket."    It  says— 

"  The  Licensing  Bill  what^yer  it  may  threaten 
has  not  killed  the  brewery  market ;  the  market 
was  dead  before,  and  dead  as  the  result  of  the 
speculation  by  brewers  in  tied  houses,  which 
onlminated  ten  years  ago,  and  has  been  collaps- 
liig  year  by  year  ever  since.'* 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  no 
right  to  lay  on  the  Government  the 
unjust  accusation  that  they  have  killed 
some  of  the  firms  which  were  themselves 
killed  before  the  Licensing  Bill  came 
m  at  all,  and,  therefore,  I  feel  that  a 
most  unjust  opprobrium  has  been  east 
on  the  Government  for  effects  attributed 
to  the  Bill  which  effects  are  due  to  other 
eausea. 

The  other  point  relates  to  the  argument 
that  the  1904  Act  was  working  very 
weU.  Let  me  acknowledge,  if  I  may 
in  all  honesty,  that  it  has  worked  better 
than  I  expected  when  I  spoke  about 
it  in  this  place  in  1904.  But  the  fact 
Xemains  that  it  is  working  more  slowly 
^very  day,  and  that  as  the  cost  gets 
greater  tor  the  public-houses  it  will 
work  slower  and  slower,  and  if  it  was 
good  to  shut  up  any  public-house  at 
all^  surely  to  expedite  the  closing  of 
them  is  good  abo,  but  at  the  rate 
TOUT  1904  Act  is  working  I  honestly 
believe  that  we  shall  not  shut  up 
30,000  houses  in  100  years. 
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Therefore  it  is  that  leonis  round 
to  what  I  am  going  to  ask  ywu  Lord* 
ship&'  to  do,  with  aU  fairness  to  aU 
concerned,  and  that  ia— althou{^  I  am 
afraid  it  is  perfectly  hopeless — to  reeon* 
sider  the  decision  to  which  you  seem  U> 
have  come.  Idon6task  you  to  pass  thia 
Bill  as  it  stands,  I  would  myself  try 
and  help  to'  amend  it  in  many  ways, 
but  I  ask  you  not  to  reject  tlii  Bill 
altogether,  because  I  say  if  3rou  do  never 
will  you  find  a  Government  that  will  take 
up  this  question  again  in  our  lifetime* 
Reject  this  Bin  and  a  licence  becomee 
a  beehold ;  reject  this  Bill  and  the  trade 
becomes  impregnable ;  reject  this  Bill 
and  the  national  degradation,  which 
this  meagre  was  designed  to  cure,  will 
go  on  unmitigated  so  lar  as  legislative 
enactment  is  concerned  lor  many  years 
to  come;  but  pass  it,  amend  it,  and  put 
it  on  the  Statute-book,  and  yen  will 
take  a  step  towards  the  well  being  and 
the  happiness  of  the  nation. 

♦Lord  LAMINOTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
must  say  that  I  £elt  some  regret  when 
I  understood  that  tlus  Bill  was  not  te 
be  read  a  second  time,  but  after  having 
listened  to  the  speeches  that  have  been, 
made  this  evening  in  favour  of  that 
Second  Reading  my  regret  is  very  con- 
siderably diminished.  First  of  all,  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Second 
Reading  did  not  indicate  that  he  would 
be  prepared  to  accept  Amedments  of 
any  vital  character,  and  also  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Marquess  who  leads  this  side 
of  the  House,  is  so  emphatic  and  clear 
in  his  statement  as  to  the  importance  he 
placed  upon  doing  everythmg  that  waa 
possible  to  increase  temperance  in  thia 
coimtry,  that  I  think  my  hostility  to 
not  having  a  Second  Reading  of  thia 
Bill  is  very  considerably  reduced.  At 
the  same  time  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord,  Lord  Ribblesdale,  who  has 
said  that  the  decision  will  be  a  popular 
one.  From  all  I  have  been  able  to 
gather  in  these  recent  days  of  the 
opinions  of  men  of  moderate  views  there 
seems  to  be  a  great  concensus  of  opinion 
gradually  gaining  ground  in  the  countiy 
that  something  further  needs  to  be  done 
to  check,  if  possible,  the  drink  evil,  and 
I  think,  as  Lord  Lansdowne  very  pro- 
perly  remarked,  there  are  a  number  of 
people  who  do  not  understand  the  detaiia 
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rfthe  BiB,  and  da  not  see  the  i  .jastice 
wkich  under  the  ciscnmstances  may  be 
doae  in  otftain  quarters,  and  they  will  only 
bkne  thi»  House  for  having  summarily 
ijepmed  of  the  Second  Reading  if,  as 
prefigured,   this   Bill   is  then   rejected. 
At  ^  same  time  it  must  be  recognised 
in  the  past  that  by  the  Act  of  1904  we 
Aowed  very  clearly  that  we  were  as 
lazieus  as  any  other  part  of  the  com- 
nuinity  to  secure  legislation  that  would 
Ittve  poesiUy  reduced  the  drink  evil, 
uid  if  w^  do  not  see  our  way  to  accept 
tkis  measure  it  is  because  we  do  believe 
tliat  you  may  not  do  evil  in  order  that 
food  may  come,  and  it  is  unfair  to  accept 
my  proposals  which  will  imdoubtedly 
taote  ruin,  or  at  all  events,  great  loss 
of  f«operty  to  a  number  of  people.    The 
ri^  rev.    Bishop  of  London  read  out 
a  quotation  I  think  from  the  Licensing 
Report  in  which  it  said  that  no  sacrifice 
in>!dd  be   too    great  to   remove     this 
Bsticmal  degradation.    But  I  ask,  where 
U  the  8acri&^  that  is  made  in  this  case  ? 
The  sacrifice  is  not  made  on  the  part  of 
the  Government;    it   is   certainly   not 
Bide  on  the  part  of  the  nation.    The 
Bicrifice  is  to  come  entirely  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  have  been  enga'^ed 
m  s  teade  that  has  been  recognised  as 
a  perfectly  legitimate  one  up  to  the 
prwent  time.    The    noble   Eirl,    Lord 
ftewe,  tried  to  draw  an  analogy  between 
this  Bill  and  legislation  such  as  has  been 
undertaken  for  the  protection  of  children, 
hot  in  all  such  legislation  parents    are 
not  irbitrarily  deprived  of  their  children  ; 
ftU  that  legislation  does  is  to  take  children 
away  from  bad  or  improper  treatment, 
Wt  this  is  a  proposal  to  take  away  from 
a  man  that  which  he  has  not  been  shown 
to  abuse.    Again  he  drew  the  illustra- 
tioa  of  the   Act   dealing  with  betting 
m  the  streets,  as  showing  that  we  did 
not  sympathise  with  the    bookmakers. 
But  that  was  not   a  case    where    the 
bookmakers  had  invested  their  capital 
on  tile   faith    of    holding    what    is    a 
GoTenunent  or   a    State    licence,    and 
m  the    expectation    of    having    that 
Keence   renewed    from    year    to    year. 
Therefere,  I  maintain  that  there  is  not 
any  true  or  real  analogy  to  be  drawn 
iran  those    instances    that    were    put 
btioTe  us  by  the  noble  Lord. 

There  was  one  portion  of  the  Bill  that 
I  certainly  had  a  dislike  to,  and  that 


is  to  any  tribufeal  being  appointed  ad  hoc. 
It  is  the  fashion  of  the  party  opposite 
to  introduce  such  instances  of  bureau- 
cratic government,  and  in  this  particular 
case,  as  the  noble  Marquess  pointed 
out,  the  new  body  would  supersede 
those  who  had  local  knowledge  and 
experience. 

It  has  been  denied  that  there  has  been 
any  increase  in  the  number  of  clubs 
where  the  number  of  public-houses  has 
been    reduced.    Perhaps    the    increase 
has  not  been  so  large  as  might  have  been 
expected,  but  I  certainly  do  not  think  it 
can  be  safely  assumed  that  when  you  have 
a  Bill  of  this  character  which  is  arbitrarily^ 
going  to  reduce  the  number  of  houses  and^ 
perhaps  without   proper  cognizance  of 
the  requirements  of  the  district,  that 
then  there  will  not  be  a  demand  or  there 
will  not  be  an  occasion  for  drinking 
clubs  to  be  created.    No  doubt  the  licens  - 
iag  authorities  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1904  would  determine  the  houses - 
or  draw  up  a  scheme  of  the  houses  thait 
should   be    suppressed,    and,    therefore,, 
it  might  be  suppnosed  that  they  would 
take  into  calculation  where  those  houses 
were  least  wanted,  so  that  in  that  case 
there  would  be  less  occasion  for  clubs 
to  be  established.    But  when  you  come 
to  an  arbitrary  reduction,  as  contem- 
plated under  this  Bill,  I  think  it  can 
hardly  be  expected  that  there   would 
not  be  any  cases  where  houses  would  be 
removed  where  a  demand  existed  in  the 
neighbourhood    for    some    facilities   of 
drinking  and  had  to  be    provided  for, 
and  consequently  clubs  would  be  estab- 
lished.    The  noble  Lord,  Lord  Ribbles- 
dale,   said  that  he  had  no   sympathy 
with   tied  .houses.      I   think   I  rather 
agree   with   him,  although   I    am   not 
in    the    fortunate    position    that     ho 
was,  he  having  had  a  clever  agent  who- 
foresaw    the    possible    legislation    that 
was  forthcoming,  and  thereby  got  rid 
at  a  very  good  price   of   those  houses 
that  were  belonging  to  the  noble  Lord. 
But  I  do  quite  hold  that  those  brewers 
who  have  spent  large  sums  of  money 
in  tying  up  houses  for  the  sake  of  dis- 
posing of  their  wares,  have  embarked 
in  a   speculation   with  which    we    can 
hardly    feel    sympathy   if    they   suffer 
loss  in  consequence   of  any  legislative 
action.    But  it  is  not  only  the  brewers 
but  also  those  who  have  invested  money 
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who  are  quite  ignorant  of  this  condition 
of  afEairs,  and  who  believed  that  the 
licensing  system  was  going  to  continue 
much  on  the  same  footing  as  heretofore. 
The  right  rev.  Bishop  of  London  quoted 
one  brewer  as  saying  that  if  you  removed 
one  house  it  would  not  thereby  follow 
that  the  remaining  house  would  increase 
its  profits,  but  that  the  profits  seemed 
entirely  to  evaporate.  I  think  possibly 
some  explanation  may  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  when  you  remove  facilities  for 
convenient  and  companionable  drinkir.g 
then,  instead  of  drinking  beer,  the 
person  would  go  to  the  nearest  ofE- 
licence,  and  buy  a  bottle  of  spiiits  and 
indulge  himself  in  that  way  instead  of 
going  some  distance  in  order  to  frequent 
the  remaining  public-house.  I  think 
it  is  quite  possible,  therefore,  that  the 
brewer's  profits  may  be  reduced,  if  they 
do  not  disappear  altogether,  but  if  it 
could  be  traced,  I  think  you  would  find 
that  the  sale  of  spirits  had  increased 
instead. 

I  am  not  so  much  concerned  with  the 
general  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  more 
particularly  in  respect  of  how  far  it 
might  afiect  a  Bill  of  my  own,  which  I 
introduced  very  recently  and  which 
was  referred  to  this  evening  by  the  noble 
Marquess.  The  efiect  of  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  as  it  now  stands,  upon  any 
prospect  of  improving  public-houses  and 
procuring  a  greater  amenity  in  their 
surroundings,  I  think  would  be  to  abso- 
lutely destroy  it.  That  Bill,  when  I  intro- 
duced it,  I  think  met  generally  with  a 
favourable  reception  as  regards  its  in- 
tention, but  the  noble  Lord,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  deprecated  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  on  tie  ground  that  it 
would  give  full  freedom  to  publicans  to 
al*er  their  houses  without  any  check 
whatever  by  the  licensing  authority. 
But  there  was  no  fault  found,  I  think, 
either  by  him  or  by  the  noble  Lord, 
.Lord  Fitzmaurice,  as  to  the  intention 
or  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  Lord  Fitzmaurice 
even  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  might 
be  possible  to  insert  an  Ajnendment  into 
this  present  Bill  under  discussion  to 
secure  the  efiect  claimed  for  the  Bill 
that  I  introduced.  But,  as  I  say,  this  Bill 
would  absolutely  discourage  any  idea 
of  publicans  improving  the  premises 
or  the  surroundings  of  a  public-house. 
Lord  Lamington, 


Naturally  any  licensee  dor'ng  this  period 
of  suspense  of  fourteen  years  or  more 
would  not  venture  to  incur  a  heavy  outlay 
in  improving  his  premises ;    on  the  oon* 
trary ,  he  would  devote  all  that  time  to  a 
far  more  sordid  scheme,  namely,  one  of 
getting  all  the  money  he  possibly  could 
out  of  his  house,  and,  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess   pointed  out  this  evening,  at  as 
cheap  a  rate  as  possible  to  himself.  There- 
fore, any  prospect  that  I  might  have  bad 
of  inserting  the  Amendment  as  suggested 
by  Lord  Fitzmaurice  is  really  entirely 
discounted,  and  the  whole  tenor  of  the 
Bill  would  be  entirely  opposed  to  my 
proposals  being  able  to  take  any  efiect. 
One   of  the  noble   Lords  this  evening. 
Lord   Crewe  I  think  it  was,   doubted 
whether    publicans    really    objected    to 
hard  drinking,  whether  they  were  not 
on  the  whole  rather  pleased  to  see  that 
their  customers  consumed  as  much  as 
possible.    I  daresay  they  might  do  so 
under  present  circumstances,  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  speak  as  to  that,  but  had 
my  proposal  been  carried  out,  they  ^oold 
then  have  been  able  to  look  to  another 
source    of    profit    by    increasing    their 
clientilef  and   by  encouraging  o^ers  to 
come  into  their   premises   for  innoc.nt 
recreation,    and    for    very    simple    and 
harmless  refreshment. 

I  do  not  propose  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships further.  As  I  say,  my  original  idea 
was  that  it  would  have  been  better  to 
have  passed  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  but  I  can  see  that  there  is  not  any 
chance  from  anjrthing  that  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Crewe)  oppo- 
site this  evening,  that  any  vital  Amend- 
ment would  be  allowed  to  be  introduced, 
and,  therefore,  I  have  come  round  to  the 
view  so  very  ably  and  clearly  expressed 
by  the  noble  Marquess  on  the  front 
bench  below  me. 

Lord  St.  DAVID'S:  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  began  his  speech  by  saying 
that  he  was  one  of  those  who  had 
been  rather  inclined  to  wish  that  this 
Bill  was  going  to  be  given  a  Second 
Reading,  and  he  wound  up  his  speech  by 
saying  that  that  desire  of  his  had  been 
either  lessened  or  taken  away,  because 
the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill  had 
not  given  any  indication  to  the  House  of 
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wkat  Amendments  he  might  have  been 
pteptred  to  accept  provided  that  Second 
Beftding  was  granted.  But  surely,  my 
Lofds,  it  could  hardly  be  expected  that 
tke  Lord  Privy  Seal  would  make  a  state- 
ment of  that  kind  when  we  all  know  he 
began  his  speech  this  evening  by  com- 
menting on  that  meeting  which  was  held 
in  anoti^  place,  a  meeting  at  which  the 
iate  of  this  Bill  was  sealed  in  advance, 
without  one  word  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
liafing  been  listened  to,  or  without  the 
noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill  being 
ibk  to  ^ve  one  single  reason  or  to 
make  a  smgle  concession  by  which  the 
fin  might  have  been  accepted  by  the 
oCber  side. 

We  are  asked  to  reject  this  Bill  to-night 
fint  of  all  because  it  does  not  materially 
idnnce  the  cause  of  temperance.  I 
do  not  want  to  dwell  on  that  part  of  the 
question  this  evening,  but  I  should  like 
j  vt  to  call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships' 
Honae  to  some  of  the  points  in  which  this 
KU  certainly  does  advance  the  cause  of 
temperance.  I  venture  to  say  that  many 
of  those  points  are  points  on  which, 
if  we  had  come  to  Committee  stage,  this 
HoQse  as  a  whole  would  have  supported 
tke  Kll,  and  on  many  of  the  pomts  I 
^ink  they  would  have  supported  it 
almost  unanimously.  For  instance,  the 
extension  of  the  bona  fide  traveller  limit 
inm  three  miles  to  six.  That  was  gone 
ttto  bj  the  Royal  Commission,  and  every 
n&fle  member,  I  believe,  of  the  Royal 
Oommission  agreed  on  the  point,  except 
tkat  some  thought  that  instead  of  its 
being  six  miles  it  ought  to  be  seven. 
Soely  that  is  a  provision  which,  if  passed, 
*oaU  promote  the  cause  of  temperance. 

Tben  the  clause  with  regard  to  young 
Pmns  under  the  age  of  fourteen  not 
beit^  allowed  in  a  public-house  bar — 
i*  tbat  not  a  thing  that  would  have  been 
Kc^yted  in  Committee  ?  Then  again, 
tbat  psblic-houses  are  all  to  be  closed 
^  t  constituency  during  an  election. 
Anyone  who  has  had  to  do  with  con- 
t«ted  elections  in  this  country  knows, 
W  any  rate,  that  that  would  promote 
tbe  cause  of  temperance.  Then  there 
•*•  *  proposal  in  the  Bill  by  which  the 
Wekh  Sunday  Closing  Act  should  be 
•^tended  to  Monmouthshire.  I  have 
bad  nothing  to  do  with  Sunday  closing 
m  England,  but  I  have  had  considerable 


experience  in  Wales.  When  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  for  Wales  was  first  passed, 
it  was  a  debatable  matter,  but  now  in 
Wales  you  never  hear  one  single 
word  from  any  single  man  against 
Sunday  closing,  and  if  you  took  a 
poll  on  the  question  in  Wales  to-day  I 
do  not  believe  you  would  get  five  per 
cent,  of  the  population  to  vote  for  Sunday 
opening.  In  Monmouthshire  you  have 
an  English-speaking  population  and  a 
Welsh-speaking  population,  and  although 
Monmouthshire  is  not  England  according 
to  conditions  laid  down  by  Parliambnt, 
yet  you  have  the  conditions  in  Monmouth- 
shire which  are  exactly  the  same  as  across 
the  border.  The  Sunday  closing  provision 
is  one  which  I  say,  at  any  rate,  would 
tend  to  promote  the  cause  of  temperance. 
Then  you  would  have  matters  like 
justices  of  the  peace  being  allowed  their 
costs  in  defending  their  own  licensing 
decisions.  I  am  sure  if  that  were  put 
to  noble  Lords  in  this  House,  not  as 
legislators  but  as  magistriates,  as  I 
suppose  we  all  are,  we  should  all 
agree  that  that  was  a  most  admirable 
provision.  There  are  other  clauses  also 
that  this  House  might  have  been  asked 
to  consider  in  Committee.  Then  as 
regards  clubs,  by  this  Bill  the  regis- 
tration of  every  club  is  to  come  up  as 
a  new  matter  once  every  twelve  months. 
Tied  house  clubs  too  were  to  be  for- 
bidden. Noble  Lords  may  have  their 
own  views  as  to  the  advantages  of 
tied  public  -  houses,  but  perhaps  not 
one  noble  Lord  would  say  that 
a  brewer  or  a  publican  should  be 
allowed  to  have  a  club  and  run  that 
club  for  the  sale  of  his  own  liquor.  Then 
you  have  the  clauses  for  police  inspection 
of  clubs  and  with  regard  to  the  sale  of 
drink  ofE  club  premises,  which  is  for* 
bidden. 

I  have  just  run  through  a  few  of  the 
headings  of  thisBillwhich  are  undoubtedly 
temperance  provisions  and  nothing  else, 
and  they  are  provisions  to  which  I 
think  the  noble  Lords  might  have  given 
consideration.  But  the  Second  Reading 
is  not  to  be  given.  Well,  my  Lords, 
we  have  had  only  one  speech  which  I 
think  was  very  strongly  against  the  Bill 
as  a  whole.  That  was  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  who  moved  its  rejection. 
He  said  among  other  things  that  the 
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'Bill  was  a  very  inconsiBtent  Bill,  and 
Jte  gave  instances  of  '  it.  He  said : 
**What  do  the  supporters  of  this  Bill 
do  ?  They  say,  first  of  all  that  getting 
ndof  liceni^es  is  going  to  promote  tem- 
perance.'- I  take  it  that  that  is  common 
gromid  to  a  certain  extent,  at  any 
rate,  to  both  parties.  He  says :  *'  The 
promoters  of  this  Bill  say  that  if  you 
lessen  the  number  ol  licences,  you  are 
•going  to  lessen  the  amount  of  excessive 
drinking  "  and  he  went  on  to  say  :  '*  The 
^^laasie  people  who  use  that  argument  say 
to  the  brewers  that  by  doing  a^  ay  with  a 
^certain  number  of  licences  they  are  going 
to  get,  on  the  other  hand,  some  com- 
pensation  because  they  will  get  addi- 
tional profit  from  the  surviving  houses." 
•Ton  must  admit  that  there  is  nothing 
inconsistent  in  that.  Both  propositions 
may  be  absolutely  and  entirely  true. 
Xet  us  take  the  case  of  three  public- 
houses  near  together  in  a  town.  Sup- 
posing this  Bill  were  passed  and  one  of 
those  houses  were  done  away  with. 
Supposing,  owing  to  the  doing  away 
of  that  public  -  house,  20,  30,  or  50 
per  cent,  of  its  customers  stoj^d  going 
to  public-houses  at  all,  that  would  be 
promoting  temperance;  but  supposing 
the  rest  of  the  customers  went  into 
the  two  surviving  houses,  in  those 
houses  there  would  be  additional 
business,  but  that  additional  business 
would  be  done  without  any  additional 
expenditure.  There  would  not  be  the 
upkeep  and  the  salaries  of  the  house 
that  had  been  done  away  with,  and 
it  would  be  quite  possible  for  the 
owners  of  those  houses  to  make  more 

Erofit  with  the  customers  they  had 
efore  and  half  the  customers  of  the 
third  house  that  had  been  done  away 
with.  It  might  be  quite  possible  indeed 
to  have  less  drinking  and  more  profit, 
so  that  the  position,  therefore,  is  not 
an  inconsistent  one  for  a  temperance 
reformer  to  take  up.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess then  went  on  to  say  that  clubs 
were  too  lightly  treated  by  the  Bill  as 
compared  with  the  way  licen«^ed  pre- 
mises proper  were  handled.  I  should 
like  to  remind  you  that  in  the  House  of 
CcHnmons  the  (Government  were  in  this 
position — that  the  supporters  of  the 
noble  Marquess  in  that  House  raised 
a  great  outcry  at  the  way  clubs 
were     being     interfered     with.      They 

Lord  8t.  David's, 


said  they  were  being  most  drastically 
treated,    and    it    was    an    inteiferenoe 
whieh  no  wdridng  man  ought  to  put'  up 
with.    That    argument    was    used      €Md 
nauseam.    The  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  was  rather  difStult.      I 
do    not  remember  the  exact  figure  the 
noble  Marquess  quoted,  but  I  think  he 
mentioned  a  club  at  which  the  drink 
bill  came  to  £2,600,  the  bill  for  ne'ws- 
papers  to  lOs.  6d.,  and  I  think  the  bread 
bill  was  3s.  9d.-^those  were  roughly  the 
figures — and  he  said  that  under  this  Bill  it 
was  contended  we  were  going  to  do  awmj* 
with  clubs  which  are  drinlmig  clubs  or 
mainly  drinking  clubs ;  he  asked  who  was 
going  to  determine  which  is  a  drinking 
club  and  which  is  not  a  drinking  club  And 
he  cont-ndedthat,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  doing  away  with  the  drinkiag  clnhs. 
But  I  would  point  out  that  that  will 
depend  <m  the  ma^trates,  and  wfll  it 
iH>t  depend  also  on  the  number  of  meaoh 
bers  that  the  club  hsB  ?    Suppoaing  a 
club  has  2,600  members  and  the  drink 
bill  is  £1  a  head  a  year,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly obvious  that  that  club  was  notf  a 
drinking   club.    But   supposing   a   ohib 
had  twenty-six  membem  and  the  dnak 
bill  was  £2,600  a  year— that  would  be 
£100  a  year  a  head-^t  would  be  piieX./ 
certain  that  that  club  was  a  driakifi|r 
club ;   and   I   venture   to   suggest  that 
that  is  a  thing  that  any  bench  of  magia- 
trates  could  decide   for  themadvea   •» 
the  case  might  arise. 

Then  the  noble  Marquess  went  on  to 
deal  with  various  other  objections  to  the 
Bill.  He  said  that  off-licences  ought  to 
have  been  interfered  with  ;  that  the 
scale  of  reduction  under  the  Bill  was 
of  too  cast-iron  a  nature,  that  it  ought  to 
have  had  more  elasticity,  and  be  wanted 
a  better  definition  of  ^'  monopoly  value  '^ 
than  the  Bill  gives.  But  surely  that  is  not 
a  reason  for  rejecting  the  Bill  altogetiier  f 
Those  are  all  matters  that  could  hare 
been  rejected,  amended,  or  adopted  in 
Committee,  and  they  canno^  reaaonabty 
be  given  as  grounds  for  throwing  o«t 
a  Bill  of  this  magnitude  on  the  Seoond 
Reading. 

The  next  reason  the  noble  Marquess 
gave  for  objecting  to  the  Bill  was  a  still 
more  serious  one.  He  did  not  like  the 
licensing  tribunal  and  its  constitution, 
and  said  that  under  this  Bill  what  we 
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irere  likely  to  get  was  a  political 
tnbunaL  That  raised  a  cheer;  I  do 
not  know  why.  I  do  not  know  all 
4e  members  of  that  tribunal — ^we  have 
Ae  names  before  us — but  I  do  know 
tile  chairman,  and  his  views  are  the 
same  as  the  views  of  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite.  The  second  member  I  am 
toU  is  a  Conservative  ;  the  third  member 
I  do  not  know ;  but,  considering  ^hat 
two  ont  of  the  three,  at  any  rate,  nomin- 
ited  by  the  Liberal  Government,  hold 
liut  game  political  views  as  the  noble 
Virqness  opposite,  I  consider  that  that 
neer  against  the  Government  might 
liiTe  been  spared  us. 

Then  the  noble  Marquess  went  on  to 
tk  objection  that  this  Bill  was  a  Bill  of 
conbeatiou;  He  said  that  for  many 
7««  past  the  Exchequer  have  been 
yMng  licences  for  the  purpose  of  death 
irti«,  that  a  very  high  value  has  been 
fA  npon  th<»m,  and  that  it  is  a 
Bonstrons  thing  that  property  should 
W  Ttlned  for  one  purpose  one  day  and 
fcr  another  purpose  on  a  different 
•ctle  another  day.  He  said  the  idea  of 
hrtnating  values — ^that  was  his  expres- 
«»— was  a  wrong  one.  But  all  values 
iietviate,  and  I  venture  to  tiiink  there 
ii  aome  confusion  of  mind  on  this 
nljwt  After  all,  property  for  death 
dote  is  taxed  on  value ;  but  on  what 
"f^  f  On  its  market  value,  which  is  an 
^hitely  and  entirely  distinct  thing 
fan  its  mtrinsic  value.  If  the  property 
to  be  valued  ia  in  the  shape  of  shares, 
ywi  ean  get  the  value  of  that  property  by 
fpplying  to  the  Stock  Exchange,  or,  if 
i^  »  t  picture  or  a  licence,  what  the 
^I'^^onment  has  to  find  out  is  what 
nular  property  is  selling  for  at  the  time. 
Ae  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
■^''toig  to  do  with  its  intrinsic  value, 
^  which  he  cannot  form  an  opinion. 
Whit  he  has  to  do  with  is  its  market 
'•he.  Take  a  case,  which  I  venture  to 
•«y  is  absolutely  on  all  fours  with  the 
'*h*t»on  of  licences  for  the  purposes  of 
ttith-dittiea.  A  man  dies  and  leaves 
pwpwty  in  a  holding  in  a  particular 
9U  mine.  The  shares  are  £1  shares 
JjW  at  £10  apiece  in  the  nuirket, 
•*»<w^  perhaps  intrinsically  they  are 
Jwt  worth  £1.  Three  months  later 
^ej  may  be  down  to  10s.  a  share,  but  if 
oa  the  day  these  death  duties  are  paid  , 


tlie  shares  stapd  at  iflO,  the  property 
must  be  taxed  at  the  price  of  those 
sharep — ^£10  a  share.  It  is  market  value 
and  not  intrinsic  value  that  you  must 
take  for  that  purpose — there  is  nothing 
else  that  you  can  get  at ;  and  it  is  the 
same  thing  with  the  Licensing  Bill.  The 
noble  Marquess  went  on  to  say  that 
one  of  the  great  reasons  why  he  had  been 
induced  to  recommend  the  rejectioji  of 
this  Bill  on  Second  Reading  instead  of  the 
considering  of  it  in  Committee  was  this» 
He  said  that  it  was  a  question  of  the 
privilege  of  the  Commons,  and  that  we 
had  had  an  experience  in  this  House  only 
last  summer  of  the  difficulty  of  amend- 
ing big  Bills  while  the  Government — 
"the  Government "  was  the  expression 
he  used — were  pressing  Parliamentary 
privilege  to  such  extremes.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  noble  .  Marquess,  if 
I  remember  aright,  was  ever  Ui .  the 
House  of  Commons ;  if  he  had 'been,  it 
would  have  occurred  to  bis  mind  that  it 
is^not  the  Government,  who  decide  what 
is  or  what  i&  not  privileged  in  Parliament, 
it  is  the  Speaker.  The  Speaker  deter- 
mines what  is  and  what  is  not  privileged  ; 
the  Speaker  lays  it  down  in  the  House  o£ 
Commons^  and  it  is  really  the  Speaker 
whom  you  have  to  deal  with  here  and 
not  the  Government  at  all. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  am  very  sorry  to  interrupt  the  noble 
Lord,  but  surely,  when  the  Speaker 
decides  what  is  privileged  and  what  is 
not  privileged,  it  is  for  the  Government 
to  decide  wheliier  it  will  press  privilege 
or  whether  it  will  waive  privilege. 

Lord  St.  DAVID'S :  My  Lords,  no 
doubt  it  is  true  that  the  Government 
may  waive  the  ^vilege  of  "^e  House  of 
Commons,  but  it  is  the  Speaker,  and  not 
the  Government,  who  determines  what 
the  privilege  is. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE: 
I  did  not  complain  of  the  Speaker;  I 
complained  of  His  Majesty's  Government* 

P 
Lord  St.  DAVID'S  :  Then,  my  Lords^ 

the   noble   Marquess   went  on   to   talk 

of     confiscation.     In      another     place 

**  robbery  "  was  the  word  that  was  used» 

but  the  noble  Marquess'  idea  is  that  the 

real  objection  to  this  Bill  is  that  it  is 
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confiscation.  I  was  sorry  that  the  noble 
Marquess  did  not  go  just  a  little  further 
and  tell  us  just  why,  in  his  mind,  a 
licence  stood  in  the  form  of  property.  I 
gather  from  his  public  work  that  he  does 
not  put  it  as  high  as  freehold  property, 
because  he  was  a  party  to  the  Act  of 
1904,  under  which  a  licence-holder  when 
he  gets  compensation  is  to  be  compen- 
sated out  of  his  own  pocket.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious,  if  a  man  has  freehold 
land,  that  you  could  not  take  away  his 
land  and  compensate  him  out  of  a  special 
tax  put  upon  land.  But  when  the 
Government  admitted,  as  they  did  in 
1904,  that  a  licence  can  be  taken  away 
Irom  the  owner  and  compensated  for  by 
a  special  levy  put  upon  licensed  property, 
that,  at  any  rate  shows  that  the  party 
opposite  do  not  regard  licences  as  on  all 
fours  with  freehold  property.  But  I 
think  that  in  opposing  this  Bill  they 
might  at  least  have  told  us  where  they 
class  this  property,  and  how  many 
years  time-limit  they  would  have  thought 
was  enough.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  the  one  thing  that  might  have  been 
done  to  settle  this  question  if  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite,  instead  of  taking 
the  line  he  did,  had  stated  how  many 
years  time  he  thought  would  have  given 
sufficient  compens:\tion  for  licensed  pro- 
perty. I  repeat  it  seems  to  me  that 
that  is  the  line  on  which  this  question 
might  have  been  finally  dealt  with. 

After  all,  what  is  the  position  that 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill  are  taking  up  ? 
Are  they  taking  up  the  position  that 
because  a  man  has  built  up  a  business 
under  Act  of  Parliament,  and  because 
the  Parliament  of  the  time  takes  a 
<lifEerent  view  of  the  legislation  under 
which  that  business  has  been  built  up, 
then  that  man  must  be  compensated  in 
equity  ?  That  is  what  we  should  like 
to  know,  because,  if  so,  this  would  be 
applicable  in  many  other  cases.  Let 
me  take  this  illustration:  Suppose 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lords  opposite 
prevail,  and  that  some  years  hence  we 
have  a  protective  tarifE  in  this  country ; 
a  man  in  a  few  years  time  with 
the  help  of  that  tariff  builds  up  a 
great  business  where,  by  his  actual 
capital  and  skill,  he  is  making 
£10,000  a  year,  but  where,  from  the 
benefit    he    gets    from    the    protective 
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tariff,  he  is,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  making 
£40,000  a  year ;  then  suppose  that 
the  protective  legislation  under  which 
he  works  is  rescinded,  is  that  man  to 
be  compensated  then  because  his  profits 
have  gone  down  from  £40,000  a  year 
to  £10,000  a  year  ?  You  may  say,  "  Cer- 
tainly not ;  that  is  not  on  all  fours  with 
this  case."  No ;  but  suppose  that 
man  had  been  a  clever  man,  as  the 
briers  were,  and  that  instead  of 
sticking  to  his  property  himself  he 
had  sold  it  to  a  limited  company; 
suppose  he  had  sold  his  property  in 
shares  to  widows  and  orphuis  all  over 
the  country — they  are  the  favourite 
people — and  then  somebody  proposed 
that  that  protective  law  should  be 
abolished,  what  shoull  we  be  told 
then  ?  Here  is  a  man  making  £40,000 
a  year  in  a  business  under  the  sacred 
protection  of  an  Act  of  Parliament— 
are  you  going  to  tell  us  then,  that,  because 
the  Act  of  Parliament  is  altered,  the 
public  are  going  to  compensate  that 
man  for  the  business  he  has  built 
up  ?  I  submit  that  that  case  is 
on  all  fours  with  the  proposal  to  com- 
pensate publicans. 

There  is  another  illustration  that  I 
should  like  to  give  as  to  the  different 
ideas  that  are  held  about  compensation. 
Take  this  case  :  A  man  twenty  years  ago 
bought  two  little  houses  in  a  London 
suburb  where  there  was  no  puUic-hoose ; 
he  bought  No.  1  and  he  bought  No.  3. 
Somebody  else  bought  No.  2.  The 
owner  of  No.  2.  went  to  the  licensing 
magistrates  and  asked  for  a  licence  and 
he  got  a  licence.  Tou  know  perfectly 
well  what  happened  the  day  that  man 
got  a  licence.  His  property  went  up 
enormously  in  value,  automaUcally,  from 
the  granting  of  that  licence.  But  what 
happened  to  the  unfortiuiate  man  who 
bought  No.  1  and  No.  3  ?  You  know 
what  happened  there.  Even  in  the  poor- 
est districts  they  do  not  by  choice  like 
to  live  next  door  to  a  public-house.  The 
granting  of  a  licence  to  No.  2  therefore 
immediately  automatically  lessened  the 
value  of  No.  1  and  No.  3.  It  im- 
mediately lessened  their  selling  value 
and  it  immediately  lessened  their  letting 
value.  What  happens  ?  For  twenty 
years  the  owner  of  No.  2  has  had  the 
great  pecuniary  benefit  of  that  licence, 
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iteeas    the    owner    of    No.     1    and 
5b.  3  has    suffered ;    and    now   it    is 
proposed  to  compensate  No.  2  because 
TOO  take  away  from  him  an  excessive 
tdtiDtage   which   he   has   enjoyed   for 
twenty    years,     an    advantage     which 
bf  injured    the  owner  of  No.    1  and 
So.  3.     You  are    to  give    him  com- 
peosttioiL     And    we  are  proposing    in 
this  Bill  to    give    him    compensation. 
Now  I  want  to  put  this  to  the  noble  Lords 
oppoote.    They  are  going  to  throw  out 
tktt  BiU  because,  as  they  say,  it  b  a 
omfiscation  Bill.    But  I  want  them  just 
to  consider  this  and  to  put  this  case  to 
tkemselves.    Take  a  landlord  in  Great 
Bdttin— there  is  not  such  a  one,  but  take 
br  example  a  landlord  who  has  hid  a 
linded  property  or  a  building  property  or 
I  mimiig  property,  I  do  not  care  which 
ii »,  for  twenty  years,  and  he  has  let 
it  not  on    lease,    but    year    by    year, 
to  A  tenant  at  a  rental  which  is  only 
oD^fifth  of  its  value ;  he  has  let  it  change 
from  one  tenant  to  another  year  by  year 
tod  esch  tenant  in  succession  has  held 
it  and  paid  one-fifth  of  the  rental  value 
tar  it ;  at  the  end  of  twenty  years  the 
iudlord  thinks   he    has   done    enough 
far  kis   tenants    and    that    he    wotdd 
lib  to  charge  the  full  rent,  the  five-fifths 
wkick  he  might  have  charged  any  year ; 
if  ke  charged  it  at  once  would  he  be  a 
lobber !   Would  it  be  confiscation?    Can 
JOQ  say  that  it  would  ?     But  suppose  he 
went  to  his  then  tenant  and  said  :  '*  Tou 
ud  tke  tenants  for  twenty  years  before 
ytw  bivc  enjoyed  this  property  for  £100  a 
yew  when  it  was  worth  £500  a  year ;  I 
tm  going  to  alter  my  arrangements ;  I 
UD  going  to  take  the  property  into  my  own 
m^B ;  I  do  not  want  to  sell  it,  but  I  will 
trfl  yon  what  I  will  do — I  will  let  you 
k*fe  the  property   for   fourteen   years 
longer  at  the  same  rent  that  you  have  been 

Eying  for  the  la»t  twenty  years ;  I  will 
you  have  the  property  for  fourteen 
yetn  longer  at  one-fifth  of  its  rental 
nine  "—I  ask  you  whether  there  is  any 
one  of  your  Lordships  in  private  life  who 
would  say  that  man  had  not  been  generous 
beyoiMl  any  man  living  t  That  is  the 
position  that  is  taken  by  the  Grovemment, 
on  behalf  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
I  wonU  ask  you  to  remember  this ; 
^  GoTemment  of  the  day  in  these  times 
*  not  very  rich,  yet  in  the  short  time 
t^t  I  have  been    in   this   House   we 


certainly    have    not    been    advocating 
economy  to  any  marked  degree  on  either 
side.    Last  summer  we  had  the  Old- Age 
Pensions   Bill,   the    expenditure    under 
which  noble  Lords  opposite,  I  am  bound 
to  admit,  tried  to  cut  down  in  man^ 
respects,but  that  Old- Age  Pension  Scheme 
is  going  to  lead  to  much  more  expenditure 
next  year  and  the  year  after.    That,  at 
any  rate,  is  common  ground,  and  for 
that,  no  doubt,  this  side  of  the  House 
is     responsible.     But     what     did     we 
have  the  night   before   last  ?    We  had 
the   noble    ^eld-Marshal   on   the  cross 
benches    proposing    an  expenditure  on 
the  Army.    The   noble    Lords    cheered 
that  and  they  voted  for  it  by  a  great 
majority.    Nobody,    I   think,    disputed 
the  figures,  I  do  not  think  any  body 
discussed  the  figures ;    but,  as  far  as  I 
could  hear  them,  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  estimated  that  if  that  proposal 
was  carried  into  law  it  would  cost  the 
country   something  like   £20,000,000   a 
year  additional  in  public  expenditure. 
And  then  we  had  another  proposal  yester- 
day for  spending  a  large  sum  additional 
on    the    Navy,    a    proposal,    which,    I 
presume,  is  necessary  and  will,  no  doubt, 
be    carried    out    in    due    time.    You 
have  all   these  things,   you    have    ad- 
mittedly   a    great     expenditure    going 
on    for    old-age     pensions^    you    have 
expenditure    going    on    for   the    Navy, 
and  you  have  that  enormous  expendi- 
ture   estimated   at   £20,000,000  a  year 
on  the  Army  advocated  by  noble  Lords 
opposite.    I  put  this  to  you,  that  this 
monopoly  vala,e   of  licenses   as   distin- 
guished from  other  values  is  a  thing  which 
the  nation  has  a  right  to  resume  at  the 
end  of  any  twelve  months ;    and  I  put 
it  to  you,  my  Lords,  that  we  are  treating 
the  existing  license-holders  fairly  when 
we  suggest  a  time  limit  of  foiirteen  years.. 
I  think  this  proposal  of  fourteen  years 
is  fair  and  generous,  and  I  say,  if  we  treat' 
the  licence-holders  fairly,  is  it  not  wise 
for  us  to  consider  whether  we  should 
not    support    the.    Government    rather 
than  condemn  it  in  its  proposal  to  take 
back   for  the   good  of  the   State  this, 
enormous  value  of  licenses,  this  value 
which  ought  not  to  belong  to  one  class 
as  it  does  to-day,  but  ought  to  belong 
to  the  community.     I  say  that  in  trying 
to  regain  it  the  Qovemment  are  doing 
good  service  to  the  State. 
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The  Earl  op  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  propose  to  take  only  a  small 
part  in  the  debate  in  your  Lordships' 
House  to-night.  The  Bill  which  is 
now  under  your  Lordships'  consideration 
and  which  has  recently  been  presented 
to  your  Lordships'  House  by  the  (Jovern- 
ment*  is  one  which  it  is  claimed 
has  for  its  object  a  great  human- 
ising influence  and  a  .  great  philan- 
thropic aim,  but  I  venture  to  think 
that  those  who  advocate  these  claims 
will  find  that  they  have  not  been 
fully  appreciated  in  the  country  before 
whose  good  judgment  they  have  pre- 
sented them.  My  Lords,  we  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House  must  at  the 
outset  of  these  arguments  -reject  the 
claim  of  those  extremists  who  set  them- 
selves up  as  the  sole  champions  of  virtue^ 
We  who  oppose  this  BUI  also  claim  that 
we  are  second  to  none  in  advocating 
the  cause  of  temperance.  We  deprecate 
most  lughly  the  abnormal  and  the  ex- 
cessive use  of  alcohol.  With  every 
icespect  to  the  noble  Lords  who  sit  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  I  would 
ask  them,  is  there  not  a  political  in- 
temperance as  well  as  the  intemperance 
of  beer  and  alcoholl  I  venture  to 
think  that  this  Bill  furnishes  a  very 
good  example  of  that  political  intem- 
perance to  which  I  have  alluded.  This 
Bill  attempts  to  remove  a  state  of  things 
which  it  has  been  alleged  exists,  and 
it  claims  by  removing  it  to  lift  the 
working  classes  in  this  country  out 
of  a  state  of  insobriety  and  moral 
abandonment.  From  our  point  of  view, 
the  Bill  would,  I  think,  commit  a  very 
great  and  grievous  injustice  upon  the 
vast  majority  of  His  Majesty's  subjects 
in  this  country.  We  have  to  look  at 
two  things.  We  have  to  agree  as  to 
whether  the  promoters  of  this  measure 
tiave  made  out  their  case  as  to  the  vast 
amount  of  drunkenness  which  they 
allege  exists  in  the  coimtry.  I  venture 
to  say,  and  without  much  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  the  drunkenness 
which  exists  to-day  is  Very  much  smaller 
than  existed  twenty  years  ago.  I  be- 
lieve that  other  causes,  even  excluding 
Vxe  Licensing  Act  of  1904,  have  been  at 
work  to  check  the  spread  of  drunkenness. 
What  are  these  causes  ?  They  are  the 
ameliorated  conditions  imder  which  the 
working   classes    of   this   country   live. 


the  growth  o|  education,  and  the  better 
understood  hygiene  of  daily  lite.  I 
believe  that  we  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  all  of  us  fully  convinced 
that  it  is  only  by  such  measures  as  in* 
crease  the  education  of  this  country, 
as  increase  the  comfort  of  the  working 
classes,  and  make  their  lives  more 
tolerable — ^it  is  only  by  such  schemes 
and  not  by  a  wholesale  scheme  of  in- 
justice such  as  this  measure  works  that 
we  are  going  to  make  the  nation  more 
sober  than  it  is  at  present.  In  medical 
science  I  believe  it  is  generally  cus- 
tomary to  seek  the  cause  of  the  disease 
before  you  prescribe  the  remedy.  I 
believe  also  that  there  is  a  growing 
belief  in  medical  science  that  the  stir- 
geon's  Jmife  \vill  not  play  as  important 
a  part  in  curing  as  it  did  some  years 
ago ;  new  systems  have  been  discovered, 
serum,  inoculation,  and  so  on ;  but  from 
the  measure  which  is  before  your  Lord- 
ship's House  to-night  I  am  rather  in- 
clined to  believe  that  His  Majesty's 
Government,  and  those  in  the  country 
who  support  them  are  still  firm  believers 
in  the  antiquated  process  of  bleeding 
for  every  possible  ailment. 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  should  be  right 
in  saying  so,  but  I  am  inclined  to  believe 
that  there  are  many  in  this  country 
who  have  been  minded  to  give  their 
support  to  the  Licensing  Bill,  and  who 
have  given  their  support  to  it,  in  the 
firm  hope  that  it  will  never  pass.  This 
measure  inflicts  a  great  injustice  upon 
the  law-abidjing  citizens  of  this  country. 
I  do  not  want  to  touch  so  much  on  the 
question  of  property,  although  I  shall 
allude  in  one  moment  to  that  question, 
because  the  more  the  question  of  pro- 
perty is  kept  out  of  the  discussion,  I 
think  the  sooner  we  shall  be  able  to 
arrive  at  the  justice  or  the  injustice  of 
this  measure.  The  greatest  bbt  in  the 
Bill  to  my  mind  is  that  it  interferes 
with  the  individual  liberty  and  comfort 
of  those  who  dwell,  and  more  especially 
of  those  who  dwell,  in  ntral  districta. 
It  also  infers  that  the  public-house  is  a 
cause  of  drunkenness,  instead  of  which» 
as  I  intended  to  make  clear  at  the 
beginning  of  my  few  remarks,  the  public- 
house  is  not  a  cause  of  dronkennesa, 
but  may  be  the  means  of  alleviating 
sorrow    and    misery    which    could     bo 
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alkmted  m  a  more  wholesome  and 
fltisfiictory  maimer.  But  there  is  more 
tkin  that.  It  is  a  working-class  pleasure. 
Supposing  we  take  what  is  proposed  to 
bippen  under  the  Bill :  3rou  might  only 
find,  as  I  believe  was  stated  to-night, 
pobGc-kouses  within  a  radius  of  some 
ieren  odd  miles.  I  think  it  is  hardly 
fair  that  you  shotdd,  if  I  may  say  so, 
d^pnlate  the  country  districts  in 
thit  way,  and  make  life  in  the  country 
peihaps  more  lonely  than  it  is  apt  to 
be  even  at  the  present  moment.  The 
pahbe-house  means  a  great  deal  to  the 
working  man ;  it  means  a  place  where 
he  can  go  and  see  his  friends ;  perhaps 
ii  is  the  only  club  for  many  miles  round, 
the  only  place  where  he  can  go  and 
ibcoss  the  local  gossip  and  the  prices 
<rf  &  adjoining  markets ;  where  he 
<aa  discuss  politics,  and  even  where 
perhaps  he  can  draw  conclusions  from 
the  r^ohs  of  bye-elections. 

Thoe  is  another  great  blot  on  this  Bill 
—this  Bill  of  reaction.  Legislation 
UBt  be  always  contemporary  and  in 
impathy  with  the  prevailing  public 
<!piiuon ;  it  must  not  be  ahead  of  it,  and 
it  mast  not  be  behind  it,  and  had  His 
Msjesty's  Government  asked  your  Lord- 
>h^  to  consider  this  measure  twenty 
T«ar»  ago  it  would  have  been  very  much 
Wder  to  have  opposed  it  on  the  ground, 
that  dronkezmess  did  not  exist  to  the| 
nme  degree  as  it  was  stated,  than  it  is 
W  oppose  it  to-day. 

^ow  I  will  take  one  other  point,  a 
pinnt  on  which  I  think  all  must  agree.: 
^opposing  we  admit  that  licences  have 
heen  issued  without  sufficient  discrimi- 
tttion  in  the  past,  supposing  we  admit: 
^t  there  are  too  many  public-houses  at 
pwent,  two  wrong  acts  never  make  one 
^t,and  consequently,  as  has  been  said 
\f  *  Member  in  another  place,  if  the 
8t»te  has  granted  licences,  perhaps  too 
•••By,  it  must  be  very  careful  in  taking 
them  back  to  see  that  the  minimum! 
•BWttut  of  onfaimess  is  inflicted  on  those 
^  have  invested  their  money  and 
P'Atps  their  all  in  a  licensed  house. 

I  have  nearly  finished,  but  there  are  just 
^  points  on  the  legal  side  to  which  I 
•Wl  like  to  allude.  We  have  heard  a 
r*d  deal  about  the  freehold  of  a  licence; 
ottt  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack  win  himself  tell  us,  there    is 


.property  which  is  property  in  eve^y 
sense  of  the  word,  altnough  it  is  not  yeal. 
property,  and  although  it  is  not  freehold! 
property.  For  instance,  leasehold  pro* 
perty  is  property.  I  believe  that  you, 
cannot  even  call  capital  freehold  property' 
in  any  sense  of  the  word,  or  your  gold, 
watches,  but  they  are  none  the  less  your 
property.  So  let  us  leave  this  bugbear 
of  freehold  property  for  the  moment , 
and  realise  that  it  is  property  that  is  being 
attacked,  and  see  that  that  security 
which  all  of  us  have  reason  to  expectj 
living  under  a  civilised  and  highly  or- 
ganised Government,  be  not  removed 
from  us  and  then  the  more  happy  this 

nation  shall  be. 

•■ 

I  believe  noble  Lords  on  this  side  of  the 
'House  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say 
that   we   would   have   welcomed   most 
cordially    a    measure    inflicting    heavy 
penalties  upon  those  who  sell  anything 
other  than  the  purest  beer  and  the  purest 
spirits.    Had  His  Majesty's  Government 
introduced  a  measure  to  this  House  with 
the  avowed  intention  of  securing  tem- 
perance by  prohibiting  the  sale  of  any- 
thing but  the  best  beer  and  the  best 
spirits — for  I  believe  it  is  the  sale  of  bad 
beer  and  bad  spirits  that  has  given  public- 
houses  such  a  bad  name,,  and  with  some 
justice  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  country — the  existing  Acts  not 
being  sufficient  or  at  all  events  not  having 
had   the   desired   efEect — I   believe   the 
noble  Marquess  on  this  side  of  the  House 
and  those  with  him  would  to  a  man  have 
gone    into    the  same   lobby   with    the 
Members  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
But  the  Government  have  not  done  that; 
they  have  thought  fit    to  introduce    a 
measure    which    is  unfair    and    at   the 
same  time  inefficient,  and  we  oppose  it 
not     upon     temperance     grounds     but 
because    it    fails    to    bring    about    the 
temperance  reform  which  its  promoters 
allege  it  will  bring   about.       Therefore 
I  feel  quite  sure,  as  your  Lordships  seem 
to  have  already  foreseen,  that  this  Bill 
will  be  sent  back  from  whence  it  came, 
and  I  believe  that  we  shall    earn  the 
gratitude  of  the  whole  country,  and  that 
although  possibly  we  may  earn  also  the 
indignation  of  those  extremists  of  whoip 
I  have  spoken,  yet  the  credit  of  your 
Lordships'  House  will  be  immeasurably 
raised  in  the  opinion  of  the  electors  9f 
this  country. 
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♦Viscount  St.  ALDWYN  :  My  Lords, 
all  of  us,  I  am  sure,  desire  to  consider 
favourably  any  measure  which  has  for 
its  object  the  promotion  of  temperance. 
It  is  alleged  in  many  quarters  by  persons 
whose  opinion  I  speak  of  with  respect 
that  this  measure  is  likely  to  bring  about 
a  kind  of  temperance  millennium.  I  am 
afraid  that  this  is  an  uninstructed  view 
which  has  been  expressed  without  suffi- 
cient consideration  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
Bishop  of  London  drew  a  painful,  and, 
I  fear,  too  true  picture  of  the  evils  arising 
from  excessive  indulgence  in  drink  among 
all  classes  in  the  great  diocese  over 
which  he  presides.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late told  us  of  ruined  homes,  of  men, 
women,  and  children  destroyed  body  and 
soul  by  excessive  indulgence  in  drink, 
and  of  vice  and  crime  having  their 
roots  in  that  great  evil.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  in  comparing 
Canada  with  England,  made  due  allow- 
ance for  the  difference  in  climate,  and 
in  the  condition  and  habits  of  the 
population.  I  fear,  however,  the  picture 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  drew  is  to 
a  certain  extent  true;  but  then  he  also 
admitted  that  he  did  not  look  himself 
to  legislation  as  the  main  remedy  for 
those  evils. 

What  we  have  to  consider  now  is 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  my  noble 
friend  which  is  tantamount  to  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  entirely  agree 
with  some  of  the  views  expressed  by  my 
noble  friend  (Lord  Lansdowne),  and, 
therefore,  I  crave  the  indulgence  of 
your  Lordships,  merely  saying  that  I 
shall  endeavour  to  state  my  opinions 
with  every  respect  for  the  opinions  of 
those  from  whom  I  differ.  The  real 
question  is  not  whether  this  Bill  should 
pass  into  law  in  its  present  shape,  but 
whether  we  can  give  it  a  Second  Reading 
with  a  view  to  its  consideration  in 
Committee,  or  whether  it  is  so  radically 
bad  and  so  incapable  of  Amendmer.t 
here,  having  regard  to  the  views  of  the 
Government  and  the  limited  powers  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  that  it  would 
be  practically  useless  to  consider  it  in 
Committee  at  all. 

Well,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  think  that 
many  of  your  Lordships  would  say  that 
of  a  good  many  of  the  provisions  of  this 


Bill.  We  have  heard  from  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  and  from  Lord  St.  Davids^ 
whom,  I  think,  we  may  all  welcome  aa 
a  valuable  addition  to  your  Lordshipa 
House,  a  good  deal  as  to  the  clauses  in 
the  Bill,  which  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  reduction  of  licences. 
Those  clauses  form  no  inconsiderable 
proportion  of  this  measure.  I  think 
they  are  something  like  thirty  in  number. 
They  deal  with  the  subjects  of  Sunday 
closing,  the  exclusion  of  children  from 
the  bars  of  licensed  premises,  the  power 
of  attaching  conditions  to  renewals  of 
on-licences,  and  many  other  reforms 
of  the  licensing  law  which  appear  to  me 
to  be  in  themselves  valuable  and  useful 
and  to  which  I  do  not  think  there  would 
be  any  serious  opposition  in  this  House. 
They  contain  also  important  provisions, 
of  which  I  cordially  approve,  with 
regard  to  clubs. 

Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  this 
measure,  if  the  reduction  of  licences 
merely  proceeds  under  the  Act  of  1904, 
the  time  will  come  before  long  when  the 
further  regulation  of  clubs  selling  alcohol 
will  be  abf>olutely  necessaiy  in  the  public 
interest.  It  is  utterly  useless,  and  worse 
than  useless,  in  the  interests  of  temper- 
ance, dealing  with  on-licences  if  the  next 
day  almost  those  very  premises,  or 
premises  immediately  adjoining,  can  be 
turned  into  a  club,  practically  a  drinking 
club,  where  drink  can  be  sold  free  from 
the  control  and  supervision  to  which  the 
public-house  is  subject.  I  do  not  say  that 
these  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  absolutely 
perfect ;  some  of  them  are  capable  of  very 
definite  amendment.  For  example,  the 
clause  of  which  I  cordially  approve,  pro- 
posing the  closing  of  licensed  houses  on 
the  day  of  election,  has  been  unintention- 
ally extended  to  public-houses  all  over 
the  country,  though  the  election  may 
only  occur  in  a  single  constituency. 
Then  there  is  a  most  remarkable 
clause  relating  to  the  providing  of 
meals  on  Sunday  during  the  hours 
when  premises  are  closed  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquor,  which  would  lead 
to  the  utmost  (Ufficulty  in  the  due 
observance  of  the  law.  These  are  little 
mistakes  which  have  occurred,  and  i^ich 
the  Qovemment  admit  to  be  due  to 
the  closure  of  free  debate  in  another 
place.       Generally    speaking*    I    most 
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nj  tkat  I  legaid  these  portions  of 
tke  measure  as  valuable  improve- 
meiits  in  the  existing  law,  and  I  cannot 
conceive  that  any  number  of  Members 
of  your  Lordships'  House  would  consider 
that  any  of  them  was  a  sufficient  ground 
fer  rejecting  the  Bill  on  Second  Reading. 
On  the  contrary,  I  personally  regard 
iktm  as  an  important  argument  in  favour 
of  a  Second  Reading  being  given  to  the 
60L 

The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  that  if  this 
Bin  were  rejected  on  Second  Reading  a 
generation,  perhaps,  might  elapse  before 
my  Government  took  up  the  question 
(rf  licensing  reform  again.  I  would  sug- 
(^  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  and  to  the 
Government  that,  supposing  this  Bill  is 
rejected  on  Second  Reading—and  they 
know  perfectly  well  why  it  will  be 
rejected— what  is  to  hinder  the  Govern- 
ment, what  is  to  hinder  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  himself,  from  bringing  in  these 
ckoses  as  a  new  Bill  next  week  and 
pusmg  it  through  your  Lordships'  House  ? 
I  have  no  right  to  speak  for  any  but 
myaclf,  though  I  may  probably  speak 
for  others  when  I  say  that  I  believe 
inv  such  action  would  be  welcomed  by 
mtnv  on  this  side  of  the  House.  The 
n^t  rev.  Prelate  laid  great  stress  on  the 
daoae  providing  for  the  exclusion  of 
duUren  from  public-houses.  I  think 
ftftt  clause  would  have  been  more 
iwperly  placed  in  the  Children  Bill,  and 
I  ttiderstand  that  notice  has  been  given 
to  introduce  it  into  that  Bill  on  Third 
Beading. 

I  now  turn  to  the  real  question  at 
krae  in  tlus  Bill,  and  that  is,  of  course, 
the  question  of  the  method  by  which 
Ecenees  arc  to  be  reduced.    The  principle 
of  the  reduction  of  licences  is,  I  think, 
tdmitted  by  both  great  parties.    I  know 
tkoe  are    some    who    doubt    whether 
tke  reduction  of  licences  leads  to  the 
promotion    of    temperance,    and    there 
may  be  certain  cases  in  which  it  would 
h»ve  no  such  effect ;  but  I  believe,  gener- 
•Dy  speaking,  it  is  admitted  by  both 
ptrties  that  if  by  reducing  the  number  of 
Eoenoes  where  it  is  excessive  in  propor- 
tion to  Ae  needs  of  the  population  you 
£nunish   the    facilities    for    obtaining 
ttnk,  you  will  make  *  P®**  move  in 
franoting  temperance,    ^uiat,  of  cotirse, 
vu  the  object  and  principle  of  the  Act 

TOL  CXCVn.      [FOUKTH  SlRIKS.] 


of  1904,  and  that  I  take  to  be  the  object 
and  principle  of  this  Bill.  My  noble 
friend  who  moved  the  Amendment  was 
one  of  the  authors  of  the  Act  of  1904. 
I  approved  of  it  and  supported  it  in 
another  place,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
quite  wrong  to  describe  that  Act  as  a 
failure ;  but,  although,  in  my  belief, 
it  has  done  great  good,  consistently  with 
justice,  in  reducing  the  number  of 
licences,  I  do  not  think  its  operation 
in  that  respect  has  been  as  extensive  as 
its  authors  anticipated.  I  heard  my 
noble  friend  to-night  state  that  some 
1,600  licences  a  year  had  been  reduced 
since  its  passing.  That  may  be  so.  I 
have  not  the  figures,  but,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  some  2,000  or  2,500  was  stated 
by  responsible  Ministers  in  this  House 
and  in  another  place  at  the  time  the  Bill 
of  1904  was  imder  consideration  as  the 
probable  number  which  would  be  reduced 
under  its  operation  in  the  course  of  a  year. 

Lord  BELPER  :  If  the  noble  Viscount 
is  referring  to  the  statement  that  I  made 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House,  I  may 
say  that  I  made  no  estimate  of  the 
number  that  would  probably  be  reduced 
by  the  operation  of  the  BUI.  I  stated 
distinctly  what  the  total  amount  was 
that  would  be  available  for  compensation, 
but  I  specially  stated  that  I  made  no 
estimate  with  regard  to  the  number  to  be 
reduced. 

♦Viscount  St.  ALDWYN  :  I  do  not 
think  that  is  quite  a  contradiction  of 
what  I  said,  because  I  gathered  from  the 
speech  of  my  noble  friend  near  me  this 
evening  that  95  per  cent,  of  the  sum 
provided  for  compensation  had  been 
utilised  in  this  way.  Therefore  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  simi  which  my  noble 
friend  below  the  gangway  anticipated 
has  been  used  for  this  purpose.  How* 
ever,  the  point  is  not  material.  All  I 
would  say  is  this,  that  I  think  the  reduc« 
tion  of  licences  has  not  been  as  great  as 
was  anticipated,  and  that  in  that  respect 
the  Act  has  not  been  so  successful  as  I 
should  like  to  see  it. 

I  should  like  to  consider  for  a  moment 
why  no  larger  reduction  in  the  number 
was  made.  Li  the  first  place,  the  Act 
gives  very  considerable  power  to  the 
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lio^iising  committ^  of  Quarter  SessioAs 
oVdr  the  action  of  lioensing  juBtioesinany 
petty  sessional '^vision  if,  in  their  seal, 
they  propose  the  reduction  of  too  many 
licences ;  but  the  Act  does  not,  on  the 
otW  hand,  give  Quarter  Sessions  or  the 
licensing  committee  any  power  to  move 
licensing  justices  to  necessary  action  if 
the  justices  for  any  reason  do  not  act  at 
all.  There  are  too  many  petty  sessional 
divisions  in  which  licensing  justices 
have  not  shown  that  readiness  which  any 
unprejudiced  person  would  consider  they 
might  have  shown  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  tike  Act  of  1904,  and  so  the 
progress  of  reduction  imder  that  Act  has 
not  been  such  as  was  hoped  for. 

P  The  Government  propose  to  remedy 
this  in  two  ways.  In  the  first  place,  they 
propose  a  maximum  scale  of  licences 
according  to  area  and  population  in 
country  parishes  and  wards  of  towns. 
My  noble  friend  has  shown  the  difficulty 
of  canying  out  such  a  scale,  and  the  (Jov- 
emment  have  recognised  the  difficulty, 
because  they  have  inserted  so  many 
possible  modifications  of  the  scale  that  it 
cannot  have  any  uniform  operation.  I 
think  myself  the  scale  is  too  narrow,  it 
should  give  a  larger  number  of  houses  to 
population.  But  that  is  purely  a  matter 
for  Committee,  and  I  cannot  imagine 
His  Majesty's  Government  would  throw 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  reasonable 
settlement  of  this,  so  I  will  not  refer  to 
it  further. 

But  I  do  tlunk  that  the  proposal  to 
abolish  altogether  the  licensing  Com- 
mittee of  Quarter  Sessions  and  to 
substitute  a  central  tribimal  in  London 
of  three  paid  Commissioners  is  a 
very  unfortunate  proposal.  The  Liberal 
party  in  old  days  was  a  great  de- 
fender of  local  government  and  anxious 
for  its  extension,  and  it  is  a  bad  omen 
that  during  the  last  two  or  three  years 
there  has  been  more  than  one  proposal 
of  this  land  to  take  away  discretion 
from  local  authorities  who  are  known 
and  trusted  by  the  people,  and  give 
a  power  over  them  to  a  central  board 
in  London.  I  have  every  respect  for 
the  three  gentlemen  named,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  they  would  act  fairly  and 
impartially  in  this  matter,  but  they 
oannot  possibly  have  the  local  knowledge 
which  is,  above  all  things,  essential  for 

Vi^caufU  8t,  Aldwffn. 


an  estimate'  of  the  number  of  licence* 
that  ought  to  be  abolished. 

There  is  the  further  difficulty  alluded 
to  by  my  noble  friend  that,  if  you  have 
a  central  tribunal,  you  must  have  what 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  described  as 
a  national  fund  tor  compensation  ;  and 
so  public-houses  in  one  part  of  the 
coimtry,  where  no  public-houses  require 
to  be  abolished,  have  to  pay  for  the 
abolition  of  public-houses  in  another 
part  of  the  country  with  which  they^ 
have  not  the  slightest  connection.  The 
Commissioners  would  have  unlimited 
power  to  levy  for  compensation,  and 
so  those  unfortunate  people  in  the  one 
part  of  the  country  might  be  taxed  to 
any  extent  for  the  benefit  of  people  in 
another  part.  The  noble  Earl,  in  defend* 
ing  the  proposal,  spoke  of  places  in  which, 
there  had  been  no  reduction  of  licences^ 
and  I  agree  that  some  kind  of  initiative 
might  be  required  in  exceptional  cases,, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  should  come  from 
a  central  body  in  London.  I  am  con* 
fident  that  Quarter  Sessions  aided  bv 
the  enactment  by  Parliament  of  a  reason- 
able maximum  scale  of  the  number  of 
licences  would  be  by  far  the  best  tribunal 
to  settle  matters  of  this  land. 

But  I  come  now  to  the  parts  of  the 
Bill  which  have  been  the  subject  of  the 
greatest  criticism,  and  those  are  the 
provisions  in  reffard  to  the  amount  of 
compensation  and  the  time-limit.  I  hav6^ 
had  very  considerable  experience  in  my 
own  county  of  the  administration  of  the 
Act  of  1904,  and  I  am  not  quite  satisfied 
with  the  worldng  of  the  present  system 
of  compensation.  I  believe  its  bans  to 
be  right.  If  you  want  to  do  justice  to 
a  person  whose  property  or  rights  you 
take  away  for  the  public  go:)d,  you  can 
take  no  other  basis  but  that  of  market 
value  at  th)  time«  But  market  value 
has  been  so  interpreted  by  a  learned 
Judge  that  in  some  cases,  at  any  rate, 
more  compensation  has  been  given  for 
the  abolition  of  licences  than  Parliament 
ever  anticipated  when  the  Act  of  1904 
was  passed.  It  most  be  remembered 
that  the  licensing  justices  have  selected 
for  abolition  those  houses  which  were  the 
smallest  and  the  least  useful  to  the 
public,  the  trade  of  which  was  so 
limited  that  the  difference  in  their 
value,    licensed    and    unlicensed,    was 
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eon^Mntively   emal).      Some    of  Buch 
koQBM  were  maintsined  by  their  owners 
sot  because  of    the   profits  they  pro- 
daoed,  but   merely  in   order  to    keep 
ooD^^titors  ont  of  the  district.    6up- 
poie  one  of  several  houses  of  this  kind, 
owned  by  a  brewery  company  in  the 
BiiDe    diatzict    has    been    selected    for 
ibolitMn.      It   does    not   seem    to    me 
lur  tiiat  in  such  cases  the  compensation 
far  the  abolition  of  the  licence  should 
be  on  the  same  scale  as  in  the  case  of 
a  &m  or  person  who  owned  but  a  single 
kouse  in  a  particular  district  and  whose 
wiiole    trade    would    be    gone  if    the 
Keenee   were    taken  away.     These  are 
eases  where  I  think  that  the  Kennedy 
judgment,  however  accurate  it  may  be 
k  point  of  law — ^and  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  question  its  legal  accuracy — ypi 
ks  led  to  insufficient  discrimination  on 
tfae   part    of    compensation    authorities 
between    different    cases    where   com- 
pensation   has    to    be    given.     There- 
katj  I  should  like  to  see  some  Amendment 
of  the  Act  of  1904  in  that  respect.    But 
Bov  I  come  to  the  proposal    of  His 
lU)esty*s    Government.    How    do    the 
QoTsmment  propose  to  reckon  the  com- 
peosation  to  be  given  in  the  case  of  the 
abolition  of  a  licence  ?    I  am  glad  to 
ne  they   propose    to   compensate    the 
tenant  and  tiie  manager  on  better  terms 
&an   the  Act  of  1904  provides.     But 
in  the  case  of  the  owner  of  licensad 
pnrai^e)   they  propose  that  the    con^- 
pensation    shall    be     such    a    sum    as 
wiU   purchase,  with   interest   reckoned 
at  4  per  cent.,  an  immediate  annuity  for 
^  number  oi  the  unexpired  years  of  the 
mUetaon  period,  with  three  years  added, 
and  equal  in   amount  to   the   annual 
nlae  of  the  licence  as  adopted  for  the 
pszpoae  of  income-tax  under  Schedule  A. 

I  would  ask  your  Lordships  to  have 
•oine  regard  to  the  equities  of  this  matter. 
Taste  are  a  good  many  people  in  this 
oomtry  who  look  upon  everybody  who 
mnufactures  or  sells  beer  or  spirits 
or  wine  as  a  person  who  does  an  absolutely 
eril  dung,  who  ought  to  be  extirpated 
tt  soon  as  possible,  VL  that  could  be  done, 
bat  who,  if  he  cannot  be  extirpated,  is  no 
aoie  deserving'  of  compensation  if  his 
biiBin€88  is  taken  away  &om  him  than  a 
ttaef  would  be  deserving  of  compensation 
H  be  were  jnevented  from  stealing.  Tiiat, 
it  any  tate,  is  not  the  view  of  His  Majesty's 


Grovemment.  In  this  Bill  they  recognise 
the  lawfulness  of  this  trade.  They  pro- 
pose compensation  of  a  kind  to  those^ 
whose  premises  are  deprived  of  a  licence. 
Taey  recognise  the  possibility  of  a 
continued  existence  of  some  60,000  on** 
licences  fourteen  years  hence,  after  the 
statutory  reduction  has  been  efEected, 
and  of  any  nimiber  of  o£E-licences,  to 
which,  of  course,  tbey  apply  no  kind  of 
local  option  or  any  other  restriction. 

The  Ea&l  of  CREWE:     Monopoly 
value. 

♦Viscount  ST.*  ALDWYN  :  Oh,  yes,^ 
except  charging  them  with  monopoly 
value  which  they  say  at  present  does  not 
exist  in  their  case.  Therefore,  they  do 
consider  that  persons  engaged  in  this  trade 
where  a  licence  is  taken  away  deserve 
compensation.  But  why  do  they  deserve 
less  compensation  than  if  they  were  en- 
aged  in  any  other  business  ?  What  is 
Schedule  A  ?  Schedule  A,  according 
to  the  Act  of  1842,  is  simply  the  assess* 
ment  of  the  rack  (rent,  or  the  estimated 
rack  rent  of  the  premises  to  which  it  refers. 
It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do,  legally, 
with  the  profits  of  the  trade  carried  on 
there.  Tne  profits  of  the  trade  carried  on 
there  must  be  assessed  under  Schedule  D. 
How  can  it  be  contended  that  an 
assessment  under  Schedule  A  can  be  fair 
compensation  to  t^e  persons  who  are 
engaged  in  trade  in  the  premises  from 
which  the  licence  is  taken  away,  and  who 
therefore,  are  deprived  of  that  trade  ? 
That  is  a  question  which  was  invited  by  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies.  I  want  him  to  show,  I 
challenge  any  one  of  his  colleagues  to 
show,  how  it  is  possible  under  Schedule  A 
to  compensate  a  man  sufficiently  for  the 
trade  profits  of  which  he  is  deprived. 

0 

I  know  that  His  Mejesty's  Grovemment 
intend,  in  this  Bill,  to  have  a  reassessment 
of  licensed  premises  to  Schedule  A.  I 
fancy  they  are  quite  right.  I  believe 
myself  that,  owing  to  the  very  small 
rents  often  paid  by  the  tenants  of 
tiei-honses  the  assessment  of  public- 
houses  to  Schedule  A  is  much  lower  in 
the  country  than  it  ought  to  be.  But 
they  cannot,  I  maintain,  legally  assess 
the  profits  of  any  person,  whether  a 
licence  holder  or  the  owner  of  licensed 
premises,  under  Schedule  A.    They  admit 
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themselves  that  they  cannot  thus  assess 
the  profits  of  the  tenant,  because  thej 
provide  compensation  for  his  profits  sep- 
arately. Why  will  they  not  give  com- 
pensation to  the  owner  of  the  licensed 
premises  for  his  profits  also  ?  That,  to 
my  mind,  is  perhaps  the  greatest  injustice 
in  this  Bill. 

What  would  happen  if  a  company 
existed,  just  like  a  brewery  company, 
having  many  establishments  in  different 
parts  of  the  country,  in  which  they  carried 
on  a  grocery  or  a  drapery  trade  ?  Sup- 
posing some  public  authority,  or  His 
Majesty's  Government,  had  to  take 
those  premises  in  the  public  interest  ? 
Do  they  suppose  that  such  a  company 
would  be  satisfied  with  compensation 
for  the  loss  of  their  business  on  the 
basis  of  their  assessment  under  Schedule 
A  ?  The  thing  is  absurd.  Of  course, 
it  may  be  said,  in  reply,  that  that  is  a 
totally  different  thing — the  business 
carried  on  in  licensed  premises  depends 
upon  the  continuance  of  the  licence.  Quite 
true.  That  might  be  a  reason  for  reducing 
the  number  of  years  valuation  on  which 
you  would  base  compensation  for  the 
profits.  It  is  no  reason  whatever  for  refus- 
ing to  the  owner  of  the  premises  all  com- 
pensation on  the  profits  which  he  makes 
out  of  them.  There  is  another  difference 
between  the  position  of  a  company 
owning  a  grocery  or  drapery  establish- 
ment and  a  company  owning  licensed 
premises,  and  that  is  that  in  the  former 
case  the  compensation  would  have  to 
be  paid  by  the  authority  taking  the 
premises  and  putting  an  end  to  the 
business.  In  this  case  the  compensation 
is  paid  by  the  compensation  levy 
on  the  trade  itself.  That  is  per- 
fectly ffAr.  Why  ?  Because  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1904  it  was  the 
tmdoubted  law  that  the  justices  might 
put  an  end  to  a  licence,  after  considering 
judicially  the  circtimstances  of  the  par- 
ticular case,  if  they  held  that  that  licence 
was  redundant.  Therefore,  the  Act  of 
1904  enacted  that  an  insurance  fund 
should  be  provided  by  the  trade  to 
insure  against  any  such  risk  out  of  which 
compensation  should  be  paid. 

This  brings  me  to  the  question  of 
the  time-'imit.  I  cannot  understand 
the  principle  on  which  this  time-limit  is 
based.     Here  are  people  who  have  under- 
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taken,  at  the  bidding  of  Parliament,  to 
compensate  themselves  by  an  insurance 
fund  for  a  certain  risk.  They  are  only 
anxious  to  go  on  paying  to  thatinsurar  ce 
fuif\  Why  do  you  tell  them  that  they 
are  to  pay  for  fourteen  years  only,  and 
that,  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years,  their 
payments  are  to  come  to  an  end  ?  Why 
cannot  you  allow  them  to  go  on  paying 
for  a  reasonable  time — such  a  time  might 
possibly  be  calculated  without  much  diffi- 
culty— sufficient  to  enable  their  payments 
to  pro  vie*  e  a  real  and  sufficient  compensa- 
tion for  the  extinction  of  all  licences  which 
you,  in  your  judgment,  consider  re- 
dundant ?  His  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  do  that.  Their  proposal  is  this — 
for  fourteen  years  only  the  owners  of 
licensed  premises  are  to  continue  to 
pay  to  this  fund,  but  in  each  year  that 
passes  their  compensation  is  to  become 
less  if  their  house  is  abolished,  so  that 
the  more  they  pay  to  the  compensation 
fund  during  the  fourteen  years  the  less 
they  will  receive  if  their  house  is  abolished 
as  redimdant,  and  when  the  term  has 
expired  the  licence  may  be  abolished 
without  any  compensation  at  all  by  the 
action — ^which  is,  I  am  afraid,  not  always 
very  reasonable— of  licensing  justices,  or 
by  the  action — which  may  be  still  more 
imreasonable — of  a  parish  majority  of 
two-thirds  imder  the  system  of  local 
option,  while  thev  are  absolutely  deprived 
of  any  benefit  from  the  payments  they 
have  made  to  the  insurance  fund  for 
fourteen  years. 

I  must  say  that,  to  my  mind,  almost 
the  worst  thing  about  this  Bill  is  the 
introduction  of  this  system  of  local 
option.  Why  cannot  you  leave  it  alone  ? 
I  do  not  think  that  local  option,  in  the 
South  of  England  at  any  rate,  is  likely 
to  be  put  in  force  at  all.  In  the  case  of 
existing  licences,  you  do  not  mean  it  to 
come  into  force  until  the  end  of  fourteen 
vears ;  therefore  what  is  the  use  of  legis- 
lating for  it  now  t  But  you  propose  to 
try  it  in  the  case  of  new  licences.  Perhaps 
the  effect  of  that  may  be  that  you  may 
find  yourselves  considerably  disappointed 
in  the  receipt  of  monopoly  value.  This 
idea  of  monopoly  value  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  temperance.  It  is  a 
mere  process  of  exacting  more  money 
out  of  the  licensed  triule.  It  is,  as 
Lord  St.  David's  told  us,  just  one  of 
I  those   hen-roosts  which  the   C3unc«Uor 
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of  tke  Exchequer  desires  to  rob.  What 
sort  iA  monopoly  value  do  you 
expect  a  man  to  pay  for  a  licence  tiiat 
zoay  be  taken  away  by  local  o'ption 
a  year  after  ?  What  sort  of  expendi- 
ture is  he  expected  to  make  on  the  pre- 
mises to  which  such  a  licence  applies,  in 
providing  for  the  public  comfort  and 
iccommodation,  which  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Lamington  desired  should  be  fur- 
niAed  in  his  Bill  and  which  in  my  belief 
would  be  the  greatest  antidote  to 
drunkenness  in  tUs  country;  what  sort 
of  encouragement  has  he  to  make  that 
provision  if  you  leave  his  licence  open 
to  local  option  ?  What  right  have  you 
to  subject  existing  licences  to  local 
option !  They  are  licences  which  the 
aoble  Earl  says  are  annual,  having  only 
a  mere  expectation  of  renewal  and 
always  r^arded  as  terminable.  But  how 
temunable  ?  Only  terminable  by  law 
on  account  of  the  unfitness  of  the  pre- 
mises or  of  the  misconduct  of  the  licence- 
holder,  or  because  the  premises  are  re- 
dmdant  in  a  particular  district.  That 
IffiDciple  of  redundancy  never  applied 
St  all  to  the  ante-1869  beer-houses 
until  the  Act  of  1904;  and  yet  the 
noble  Earl  speaks  of  licences  being  ter- 
minable, as  if  there  ever  was  a  time  at 
which,  without  any  reason,  they  might 
bsve  been  terminated  by  the  will  of  any 
beoch  of  magistratos.  Is  it  consistent 
with  eommon  justice  that  either  by  the 
actioo  of  the  magistrates  or  by  local  option, 
the  owners  of  licensed  premises  should  be 
deprived  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  of 
their  legal  rights  in  this  respect,  not 
merely  without  compensation,  out  after 
Aemaalves  paying  compensation  to  rivals 
where  houses  have  been  abolished  as 
ledaDdant^  though  byithe  working  of  your 
own  seheme  it  will  have  been  shown  that 
the  cootinuanee  of  their  own  houses  is 
required  for  the  public  convenience  1 

Neither  do  I  understand  the  proposal 
with  regard  to  monopoly  value.  What 
it  it !  It  is  somethuoq;  that  is  supposed 
to  have  accrued  since  Parliament  and 
the  Boensing  authorities  adopted  the 
policy  of  diminishing  the  number  of 
existing  licences  and  of  declining  to 
gnat  new  ones.  That,  at  any  rate,  is  a 
matter  of  somewhat  recent  years.  If  it 
did  accrue  the  proper  way  to  meet  it, 
to  my  mind,  would  have  been  by  the 
increase  of  the   licence   duties:   but   I 


am  not  sure  that  it  did  accrue,  because, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  there  has  been  a  considerable 
diminution  in  the  consumption  of  drink 
since  former  days  and  also  that  con- 
siderable additional  taxation  has  been 
imposed  upon  intoxicating  liquor.  But 
since  the  Act  of  1904  is  there  any  mono- 
poly value  at  all  which  you  have  a  right 
to  extract  from  eidsting  licence-holders  ? 
I  contend  that  they  are  pajdng  for  any 
monopoly  they  hxve  obtained  by  l;he 
extinction  of  licences  under  that  Act  in 
the  annual  compensation  levy,  and  that 
to  impose  a  further  payment  for  it  even 
at  the  end  of  twenty-one  years  is  an 
injustice  which  you  have  no  right  to  com- 
mit. You  must,  if  you  want  to  give  any 
just  compensation  to  the  owners  of  licences 
— you  must  fix  your  term  of  compensation 
at  something  like  twenty-eight  years.  If 
you  were  to  fix  the  term  on  such  a 
basis  as  that,  reverting  at  the  end 
of  it  to  the  law  as  it  stood  before  1904, 
you  would  no  doubt  make  a  proposal 
which  would  not  be  inconsistent  with 
justice  both  to  the  holders  of  licences 
and  the  owners  of  licensed  property. 
But  that  is  by  no  means  the  proposal 
in  this  Bill.  This  whole  scheme,  to  my 
mind,  is  quite  inconsistent  with  justice 
to  those  interested  in  this  kind  of  pro- 
perty. I  do  not  believe  it  wo  jld  ever  be 
accepted  by  the  people  of  this  country 
as  fair  or  reasonable. 

I  come  to  the  final  point.  What  is  the 
course  to  be  taken  in  regard  to  this  Bill  ? 
It  comes  to  this  House  recommended 
by  the  votes  of  a  very  great  majority 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  At 
the  same  time,  we  feel  that  on  the 
ground  of  privilege  we  cannot  touch  . 
some  of  its  most  important  provisions. 
My  desire  has  been,  if  possible,  to  go 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill  and  to 
amend  it  in  such  a  drastic  way  as  to 
meet  the  objections  which  I  have  placed 
before  your  lordships.  I  should  hav& 
liked  very  much  to  have  given  the 
House  of  Commons  the  opportunity  of 
considering  such  Amendments,  and,  in 
spite  of  what  passed  last  summer,  of 
waiving  their  privilege  if  they  thought 
fit  to  do  so  for  that  purpose. 

But  what  is  the  position  in  which  we 
find  ourselves?  Was  there  a  sentence 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl^  opposite 
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implying  that  the  GoTemment  would  aid 
in  any  such  project  ?  Hie  Government 
have  had  some  little  expression  of  opinion 
in  this  House  to-night  on  the  part  of 
their  own  supporters.  Lord  Ribblesdale  is 
an  out-and-out  supporter  of  the  Second 
Beading.  He  thinks  your  Lordships 
ought  to  revise  the  Bill.  He  does  not 
approve  of  the  compensation  proposal ;  he 
does  not  approve  of  local  option  ;  he  does 
not  approve  of  the  time-limit,  and  thinks 
it  ought  to  be  extended.  He  thinks  that 
iirca1cu!ating  any  pf  ymer.t  for  monopoly 
value  a  clear  preference  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  old  licence-holder.  He 
thinks  that  tender  and  considerate  treat- 
ment should  be  accorded  to  an  industry 
whose  conditions  "you  are  about  to 
change.  But  I  did  not  observe  that 
those  sentiments  Were  cheered  by  the 
noble  Earl  responsible  for  this  Bill, 
though  even  the  right  rev.  Prelate  took 
a  far  more  liberal  view  than  the  Govern- 
ment have  ever  hinted  at  with  regard  to 
a  time-limit* 

I  am  afraid  that  from  ever3rthing 
-they  have  said,  we  find  ourselves  obliged 
to  believe  that  the  Government  have 
nailed  their  colours  to  the  mast  on  the 
questions  of  time-limit,  the  compensation 
basis,  local  option,  and  the  institution 
of  this  tribunal  of  three  Commissioners 
in  London.  I  do  not  believe  they  are 
able,  even  if  they  wished  it,  to  make 
concessions  which  would  satisfy  my 
mind  on  these  points.  If  they  can  do 
so,  I  appeal  to  the  noble  Earl,  not  only 
on  my  own  behalf,  but  on  behalf  of 
many  who  would  li<  e  to  aid  in  passing 
a  reasonable  Act  of  licensing  reform 
— if  such  an  Act  could  be  passed  con- 
sistently with  justice  to  those  concerned — 
i^  tell  us  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
not  merely  that  they  would  consider 
our  Amendments  here — ^we  know  very 
well  how  they  were  dealt  with  last 
summer,  even  Amendments  proposed 
by  Ministers  themselves — but  Would 
do  their  best  to  induce  their  sup- 
porters in  the  other  House  to  look 
favourably  on  these  Amendments  and 
waive  any  question  of  privilege  there. 
If  a  V  8uch  assurance  couM  be  pven, 
then  I  confess  for  one  that  I  should  not 
like  to  record  my  vote  against  the 
Second  Reading.  But  if  we  have  no 
such  assurance,  then  we  have  no  other 
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course  open  to  us  but  to  axerciM  tJie 
constitutional  privilege  we  poaaess  a&4 
reject  on  the  Motion  for  Second  Reading 
a  Bill  which  aa  it  now  stands  is  unjoat, 
and  which  is  uncLubtedly  unpopular 
in  that  part  of  die  United  Kingdom 
which  it  primarily  concerns. 

♦Thb  Karl  of  CARLISLE :  My  Lordi«, 
I  am  exceedingly  unwilling  to  take  up 
your  time,  but,  as  I  am  not  an  habitual 
supporter  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
I  feel  that  in  giving  my  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  am  bound 
to  state  my  reasons  for  so  doing.    The 
Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  head  of  the  Opposition,  states 
that  this  measure  will  not   materially 
advance  the  cause  of  temperance.    It  is 
because  I  sincerely  believe  that  it  will 
do  this  that  I  support  the  measure.    The 
statement  that  has  been  repeated  ag»in 
and  again  that  this  is  not  a  temperance 
measure  appears  to  me,  if  I  may  say  so 
with  all  respect,  to  be  an  extraordinary 
paradox.    If   the   education   agreement 
that  has  been  arrived  at  were  not  only 
approved  by  the  bench  |of  Bishops  and 
the  Leaders  of  the  Nonconformist  Party, 
but  had  also  received  the  assent  of  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Halifax,  and  the  heads 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  of 
the  Dean  of  Canterbury,  I  think  it  would 
be  a  paradox  in  that  case  if  the  secularist 
party  were  to  say  that  this  arrangement 
did    not    give    sufficient    security    for 
religious  education.    That  is  really  the 
paradox   that  is   put   before   us   now. 
Every  society  that  is  working  for  tempet- 
ance  in  the  country  supports  this  BiU, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  the  support 
of  those  who  work  for  temperance  u 
more  valuable  than  that  of  those  who 
only  profess  a  platonic  feeling  of  admira- 
tion for  it.    There  has  been  often  re- 
peated already  to-night  those  parts  of 
the   Bill  which   make  for  temperance. 
The  reduction  of  licences  was  always, 
before  this  Bill  was  introduced,  thon^t 
a  valuable  thing  for  temperanoe.    Not 
onlv  the  Royal  Commi^vsion,  not  only 
both  parties  in  Lord  Peel's  Commisskn, 
but  also  the  late  Government  looked  upon 
the  reduction  of  licences  as  a  valuable 
temperance     measure.      A%    Lord     St. 
Aldwyn  has  pointed  out,  the  reduduin 
of  licences  under  the  Act  of  1904  has  not 
gone  on  as  was  hoped  and  a5  was  promised* 
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Almost  as  Yialiiable  as  the  ledii^tioQ  of 
.licences  U  the  restoration  of  the  magis- 
terial authority  which:  this  Bill  will  give. 
Then  there  are  twenty-fire  minor  temper- 
.«nce  measures  of  which  Lord  St.  Aldwjrn 
-spoke.    I  should  like  to  put  this  questixHi 
to  the  noble  liarquess  at  tiie  head  of  the 
•  Opposition*  whether*  if  this  measure  was 
brought  in- as  Lord  8t.  Aldwyn  suggested, 
it  would  receive  his  support— whether 
if  that  part  of  ihb  Bill  were  re-introduced, 
-apart  faomany  of  the  financial  measures, 
it  would  receive  the  support  of  the  Head 
of  the  Opposition  % 

Then  I  think^  when  it  is  stated  that  this 
is  a  hypocritical  measure,  because  there 
is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  do  away  with 
l^rocers'  licences  or  to  deal  with  clubs, 
Members  of  the  Opposition  seem  to 
"forget  how  much  they  did  themselves  in 
1 902.  The  grocers*  licences  now  are  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  magistrates,  and  they 
are  rapidly  decreasing,  and  would  have 
declined  still  more  had  it  not  been  for  an 
unfortunate  Amendment  which  was  intro- 
duced in  your  Lordships'  House.  As 
to  clubs,  my  belief  is  that  the  clauses  with 
respect  to  clubs  are  capable  of  improve- 
ment, but  it  is  quite  a  mistake  to  say,  as 
has  been  said,  that  where  one  licence  is 
done  away  with,  there  a  drinking  club 
Arifo**. 

The  increase  of  clubs  in  this  country 
«ince  the  year  1902  is  partly  caused 
by  the  Act  of  that  year,  requiring 
the  registration  of  all  sorts  of  clubs, 
including  golf  and  rowing  clubs,  and 
these  certainly  do  not  aSect  the 
<}uestion  of  private  drinldng.  The 
curious  thing  is  that  in  Birmingham 
and  Uanchester,  where  there  has  been 
a  very  great  reduction  of  public-houses 
in  the  last  two  years  both  in  regard 
to  on  and  off-lioences,  the  number  of 
clubs  has  not  increased,  but  has  actually 
diminished;  and  an  increase  in  clubs 
has  'occurred  in  places  where  there  has 
been  no  diminution  of  public-houses. 
I  think  it  would  have  been  a  very  useful 
thing  to  bring  in  Amendments  strengthen- 
ing the  clauses  relating  to  clubs,  but 
owing  to  the  course  it  is  proposed  to 
take  of  throwing  out  this  Bill  on  the 
Second  Beading,  that  has  become  no 
longer  possible.  We  are  told  that  we 
ought  to  leave  the  Act  of  1904  to  do 
its  work  without   further   interference. 


The  nobto  'Visoount  has  tojd' ««  that 
he  cQUsiders  the  Act  of  190i  is  capable 
of  further  Amendment,  so  that  I  do 
not  think  I  need  labour  that  point. 
What  I  should  like  to  say  is  that  the 
objection  I  have  to  the  Act  of  1904-r 
and  this  objection  was  much  more  ably 
expressed  than  I  can  express  it  by  Lord 
Peel  at  the  time  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill — is  that^  practically  speaking, 
it  introduced  somethii^g  analogous  to 
the  capitulations  in  the  East«  This  is  how 
Lord  Cromer  describes  the  capitulations. 
The  capitulations  impair  those  rights  of 
internal  sovereignty  which  are  enjoyed 
by  the  rulers  and  legislatures  of  most 
States,  and  in  his  last  Report  from 
Egypt  he  said  that  one  of  the  principal 
nuisances  of  those  capitulations  waa 
that  it  was  now  impossible  to  interfere 
with  the  drink  houses.  By  the  Act  of 
1904  you  introduced  domestic  capitu- 
lations which  prevented  you  froin  inter- 
fering with  this  class  of  property  in 
the  way  that  the  rulers  and  legislatures 
1  f  most  States  are  accustomed  to  do. 

There  is  one  thing  I  should  like  to  say, 
and  it  is  that,  although  we  criticise  the  Act 
of  1904,  there  are  two  things  for  which  we 
feel  grateful,  one  is  establishing  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  regular  diminution  of  licences 
aU  over  the  country,  and  the  other  is 
establishing  the  idea  of  the  monopoly 
value.  Both  the  noble  Marquess  and 
the  noble  Viscount  who  preceded  me 
attacked  this  principle  of  the  monopoly 
value,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  they 
did  not  recollect  that  this  principle  has 
been  taken  from  the  Act  of  1904,  and 
having  been  inserted  there  it  is  abso* 
lutely  impossible  not  to  extend  it  now  to 
all  licences,  because,  unless  that  is  done 
you  will  have  two  different  kinds  of 
licences,  and  you  will  create  the^ame  kind 
of  nuisance  that  you  found  in  the  old 
beer-houses,  namely,  one  kind  of  licence 
which  cannot  be  touched,  and  regular 
licence  which  can  be  touched  by  the 
magistrates.  The  Act  of  1904  did  away 
with  that  anomaly  and  made  beer- 
houses subject  to  the  magistrates,  but 
in  doing  so  it  created  a  repetition  of  the 
same  evil  by  creating  a  class  of  new 
licences  which,  having  paid  the  monopoly, 
could  be  treated  by  tiie  licensdng  authority 
without  any  difficulty,  and  the  old  licences 
receiving  compensation  which  you  oould 
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not  touch  unless  the  state  of  the  compen- 
sation levy  permitted  you  to  do  so. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  follow  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  financial  question.  It  appeals 
to  me  that  it  is  really  a  piece  of  useless 
argument  to  go  into  that  matter  at  pre- 
sent, because  it  is  impossible  to  remedy  it, 
as  there   is  to  be  no  Committee  stage. 
We  have  no  evidence  whatever  that  com- 
promises could  not  have  been  arrived  at 
upon  that  subject,  but  unfortunately  the 
majority  of  this  House  has  decided  that 
no   compromise    should   be   attempted. 
I  regret  that  very  much.     It  has  been 
stated  that  property  is  endangered  by 
this  Bill,  but  my  belief  is  that  property 
is  much  more  likely  to  be  endangered 
by   the   course   which   your   Lordships 
are  taking.    The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion in  another  place  told  your  Lord- 
ships that  you  were  as  safe  as  cattle- 
drivers.    I  am  not  quite  certain  whether 
that  is  the  case  or  not,  but  at  all  events, 
the  noble  Marquess  has  made  use  of 
this  cattle  drivers  argument.     He  in- 
stanced   tenant    right    in    Ireland     as 
analogous  to  the  rights  of  licence-holders, 
i^nd  indeed,  the  language  of  many  noble 
Lords  in  this  discussion  has  reminded 
me  of  the  old  debates  in  the  House  of 
Commons  when  the  Land  Bill  was  com- 
ing on.    We  have  all  the  same  phrases 
about    "unwritten    contracts,"    "tacit 
understandings,''   "in  justice  if  not  in 
law,"  and  the  like.      In  those  debates 
it   was   admitted   even   by   those   who 
opposed  the  Land  Bill  that  the  Irish 
landlords    had   stretched   the    ideas   of 
property   to    an    extent   that    was   in- 
judicious.   On  the  other  hand  they  had 
the    written    law    behind    them.    They 
were  opposed  by  those  ideas  of  unwritten 
contracts  and  tacit  understandings.    It 
seems  tq  me  that  noble  Lords  on  the 
Opposition  side  are  now  combining  the 
mistakes    of    both    parties.     They    are 
stretching  the  ideas  of  property  to  the 
cracking  point,  and  they  are  founding 
that  claim  not  on  the  letter  of  the  law, 
but   merely   on   imaginary   claims   and 
expectations.    I  sincerely  hope  that  the 
result   of   that  action   will   not   be   to 
encourage  Socialism  more  than  could  te 
done  by  100  Oraysons. 

♦Thb  lord  BISHOP  OF  BRISTOL :  I 
think  it  is  just  as  well  that  someone  on 
this  bench  should  speak  to-night  just  to 

The  Earl  of  CarlMe. 


show  that  the  Bishops  are  not  all  on  one 
side  on  this  question.    I  am  very  glad  to 
be  allowed  this  opportunity  of  showing 
that  I  am  one  of  those  who  cannot 
take  the  Government  view  of  this  matter. 
First  of  all  my  feeling  is  that  legislation 
for   the    future    should  always  be  put 
on  such  lines  that  the  train  does  not  come 
to  an  end  with  a  great  jerks  ;  thinj^ 
shoxdd  be  put  on  such  lines  that  they  wiU 
move  smoothly  on.    Ui.der  this  Bill  tlie 
State  train  is  to  be  suddenly  pulled  up 
and  drastic  action  is  to  be  taken.    The 
Bill  is  putting  the  burden  of  doing,  as  I 
think,  an  unjust  thing,  upon  the  people 
of  1923  and  1930,   not  upon   ourselvea; 
we  only  say  it,  they  have  got  to  do  it. 
But  besides  that,  as  a  very  keen  worker 
in  the  cause  of  temperance  myself,  and 
as  one  whose  family  and  whose  whole 
household,   without  a  single  exception, 
are  water  drinkers,  as  one  who  has  devoted 
as  much  time  as  most  bishops  to  working 
for  the  temperance  cause,  I  confess  to  the 
most  bitter  disappointment  in  this  Bill, 
and  I  cannot  regard  it  as  a  temperance 
measure.    If  those  sitting  on  the  Govern- 
ment bench  will  bring  in  a  temperance 
Bill  I  will  vote  for  it  and  speak  for  it, 
but  I  do  not    regard  the  Bill  before  the 
House  as  being  in  any  sense  a  temperance 
measure.    The  details  have  been  spoken 
about  several   times.    We   have   heard 
what  the  Bishop  of  London  has  said. 
When    I    was    Bishop    of    Stepney    I 
had    some    experience    of    the     ISe^ 
End  of  London.    I  remember  on  one 
occasion    seeing    a    collection    of    dis* 
bevelled    looking    women,  all   of   them 
quite  sober,  and  they  were  looking  at 
a   certain   place.    I   asked   them   what 
was  the  matter,  and  the  reply  I  got  was : 
**  If  you  parsons  would  puU  down  that 
place  you  would  do  the  best  thing  for 
us  women  that  men  have  ever  done  fer 
women."    The    place   they    pointed  at 
was     a     drinking     chib.    In     one     of 
the  towns  in   my  diocese  I  was   toM 
that  the  great  curse  of  the  place  was  tfte 
clubs,  and  I  felt  it  so  strongly  that  I 
pressed  upon  the  Oovemment   of   that 
time  the  absolute  necessity  of  dealing 
very  promptly  with  clubs  in  any  temper* 
ance  measure,  and  they  did  to  a  certain 
extent  deal  with  them.    Only  the  other 
day  I  had  a  meeting  of  rural  deans, 
and  one  of  them  said  to  me  :    **  I   have 
five   public-houses   in   my  village,   and 
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probftbly  there  are  three  too  many ;  but 
fttt  tile  harm  done  by  those  five  public- 
hooaes  is  nothing  like  the  harm  done  hj 
tfce  one  village  drinking  club."  To  deal 
with  chibs  in  the  miserlj  way  in  which 
this  Kll  proposes  to  deal  with  them  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  outrage  upon  mj  sense  of 
i^iat  the  proper  interests  of  temperance 
absohitely  demand  at  the  hands  of  your 
Lonkhips.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  uttle 
psmphlet  which  has  been  sent  to  me  this 
mouth,  and  it  professes  to  give  an  answer 
to  erery  objection  to  this  Bill.  I  have 
koked  with  very  great  interest  to  see 
iduit  it  contains  in  reference  to  clubs, 
tad  I  notice  that  it  says  :  '*  the  club  ques- 
tion  is  partially  dealt  with  in  Part  4  of  the 
Bin,  and  it  may  be  deemed  desirable  to 
omit  this  portion  of  the  Bill  with  the 
idea  of  treating  the  subject  more  fully 
in  a  separate  Bill  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Rqysl  Commission."  That  is  all  the 
comf<nt  I  get  with  regard  to  the  miserably 
inadequate  provisions  dealing  with  clubs. 

Tbe  noble  Earl  said  that  probably  we 

Inshops   knew   more   about   matters   of 

temperance  and  intemperance  than  other 

Members    oi     your   Lordships'    House. 

When  I  speak  to  my  town  clergy  on  this 

subject  they  tell  me  without  the  slightest 

qoMtion  that  the  one  place  we  really 

oo|^t  to  strike  at  if  we  wish  to  stop  the 

terrible  evil  of  drinking  among  women — 

ind  when  I  say  women,  I  mean  persons 

of  that  sex  in  all  classes  of  life — the  one 

tking  which  is  imperatively  necessary  is 

that  we  should  do  something  of  a  most 

<hwtic  character  with  regard  to  grocers' 

Heences.    I  turn  again  to  the  pamphlet 

wtieh  professes  to  give  an  answer  to 

every  possible  objection,  and  I  do  not 

fiiid  grocers*  licences  mentioned  at  all. 

What  am  I  to  aay  as  a  strong  temperance 

rc'omer  and  advocate  of  temperance,  and 

u  a  praeticer  of  total  abstinence  myself, 

to  a  Bill  which  calls  itself  a  temper- 

ttce  measure  and  which  can  have  this 

•ort  of  accusations   hurled   against  it? 

I  do  not  care  how  drastic  you    make 

a  BQl  which  really  makes  for  t^nperance. 

Toi  may  say  th^t  we  shouM  ame  .d  the 

Kl    But  we  cannot.    There  is   more 

hetween    us   and    another    place  than 

has    been    stated.     The    question     of 

pnrikge  has  been   sufi&ciently  touched 

vpoQfbut  diere  is  one  point  which  has 

>ot  been   menti<med,    and    it   is   that 

nobfe  Lords  in  office  here  and  persons 

in  a  '.other  p*ace  with  Ministerial  respon  - 


sibility  have  put  such  a  gulf  between 
us  and  the  other  House  that  it  is 
hopeless  to  make  any  really  important 
Amendments  in  a  Government  Bill 
in  this  House.  Taerefore  I  feel  that 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  go 
on  with  this  measure,  and  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  say  in  all  parts  of  the  country 
where  my  voice  is  heard  that  the  fault 
of  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  will  not  lie 
with  the  noble  Lords  geographically 
opposite,  but  with  those  who  have  raised 
these  questions  of  dispute  between  this 
House  and  the  House  of  Commons  which 
make  it  absolutely  hopeless  for  us  to  amend 
the  Bill  in  any  conceivable  way.  Just 
think  what  it  would  have  been  if  you  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  framed  on  the  sort  of 
lines  which  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
expounded  to  us.  If  such  a  Bill  had 
been  presented  to  this  House  there  would 
have  been  no  division,  it  would  have  ran 
through  the  Hou^>e.  In  every  part  of 
the  country  which  my  voice  can  reach, 
I  shall  maintain  that  the  rejection  of 
this  Bill  will  not  be  the  fault  of  noble 
Lords  geographically  opposite ;  it  will 
be  the  fault  of  those  sitting  on  the 
Government  Bench. 

♦Tab  lord  BISHOPof  SALISBURY: 
I  am  not  going  to  make  a  speech  myself, 
though  I  regret  that  this  House  is  not 
going  to  undertake  the  task  of  con* 
sidering  the  details  of  this  Bill,  but  I 
desire  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  on  behalf  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury. 

Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons,  read  1% 

and  to  be  printed.    [No.  231]. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty 
minutes  past  Eleven  o'clock 
till  To-morrow,  half-past 
Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  25th  November,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE   BILL   BVSINB3S- 


HASTINGS  HARBOUR  BILL 
Hastings     Harbour     Bill. — Reported, 
with  an  Amendment ;      Report  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
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LICENSING  BILL. 

.    Petit  on    from    Glasgow,    in    favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NATAL. 

Petition  of  Francis  E.  Colenso,  for 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  atfaiis ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  FEPORTS,    ETC. 


TRADE  REPORTS  (MISCELLANEOUSJ 

SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Miscellaneous  Series, 
No.  671  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (raUTARY  OPERATIONS). 

Address  for  *'  Return  of  Military 
Operations  undertaken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  the  North-West  frontier, 
the  North-East  frontier,  and  beyond 
India,  in  the  period  1899-1908,  inclu- 
sive."— {Mr.  BeUairs*) 

EAST  INDIA  (CUSTOMS  REVENUE). 

Order  [16th  June]  for  an  Address  for 
Return  relative  thereto  read,  and  dis- 
charged ;    and,  instead  thereof  : — 

East  India  (Customs  Revenue). — Ad- 
dress for  "  Return  showing  the  gross 
amount  of  import  duty  collected  in 
British  India  on  articles  taxable  under 
the  India  tariff  during  the  years  1905-6, 
1906-7  and  1907-^,  together  with  the 
percentage  of  duty  realised  under  each 
head  to  the  total  revenue  realised  in 
each  year." — {Mr.  Harold  Cox.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Sate  of  Payment  for  Casual  Labour  em- 
ployed by  Post  Office  during  Xmas 
rresiure. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Leices- 
ter) :  ^To  ask  the  Postmaster-Gtoneral 
if  he  will  state  what  rate  per  hour  was 
paid  last  year  to  casual  employees  em- 
ployed specially  during  the  Christmas 
pressure   for  both  outdoor  and  indoor 


work  up  to  18th  December,  between  19th 
December  and  21st,  and  from  22nd 
December  to  26th,  at  the  foUowing 
office^ :  Birmingham,  Liverpool,  Dnhlin, 
Belfast,  Brif^ton,  Bristol,  CtaiiA,  Hull, 
Leeds,  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  Nottingham, 
Plymouth,  Sheffield,  Bradford,  Cork, 
Derby,  Leicester,  Norwich,  Swansea, 
Portsmouth,  York,  Bath,  Birkfinhaad, 
Carlisle,  Bournemouth,  Oxford,  Bkek- 
pool,  Bolton,  Cambridge,  (Sneltenham, 
CSiester,  Coventry,  O^re,  Darlington, 
Qloucester,  Grimsby,  Halifax,  Hndden- 
field,  Wolverhampton;  and  what  rate 
per  hour  those  employed  this  year  will 
receive  for  the  same  dates  in  accordance 
with  the  instruction  issued  by  him. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Sffdney  BuMcm^) 
The  desired  information  could  not  be 
procured  without  a  considerable  amount 
of  labour.  The  rates  of  pay  varied 
according  to  the  district  and  were  in  all 
cases  those  for  which  suitable  men  for 
the  work  could  be  obtained.  It  seems 
advisable,  as  far  as  possible,  to  base  the 
rates  of  pay  on  a  uniform  basis,  and 
instructions  have  therefore  been  issued 
that  the  rates  of  pay  for  the  temporary 
force  this  year  should,  as  far  as  possible 
be  based  on  the  rates  recommended  by 
the  Select  Committee  for  auxiliary 
service.  Besides  the  fixed  wage  the 
men  receive  special  pay  for  night  work, 
for  Christmas  Day  and  Boxing  Day,  and 
get  overtime  when  it  has  to  be  worked. 
The  net  result  of  the  alteration  will  be  an 
increase  in  the  total  amount  of  pay. 

Engine  Soom  ArtificersHSnooeitftil 
Candidates  at  BeUul 

Mb.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  an  examination  for 
engine-room  artifices  Reserve  was  held 
in  the  Custom  House,  Belfast,  during 
the  present  year,  that  seven  out  of  tte 
eleven  candidates  were  suecessfaal,  that 
three  were  called  tot  training  and  re> 
turned  on  29th  October  last,  and  that  the 
remaining  four  were  informed  that  they 
would  be  called  upon  to  relieve  the  fointr 
three  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  feet 
that  this  has  not  been  done,  he  wili 
state  the  reasons  for  the  delay. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna.)  The  hen. 
Member  gives  a  correct  statement  of  the 
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case  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
except  that  the  remaining  four  men 
veie  not  infonned  that  they  would  be 
caDed  upon  to  relieve  the  former  three. 
The  number  of  candidates  who  have 
passed  for  entry  as  probationary  engine- 
toeni  artificer,  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  is 
It  present  in  excess  of  vacancies^  and 
it  has  not,  therefore,  yet  been  possible 
to  enter  them  all.  Passed  candidates 
t»k»  their  turn  for  appointment  (as 
vacaacie*- occur)  in  the  ^rder  in  which 
they  made  application  for  entry. 

'Irish  Department  of  Aarieulture  and 
Hone  and  Cottage  Iiuhistriei. 

Mr.  MULDOON  (Wicklow,  E.) :  To 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether 
the  definition  given  to  the  words  home 
and  cottage  industries,  in  Section  30 
of  the  Act  creating  the  Department,  by 
the  Law  Officers  in  Ireland  has  operated 
to  prevent  the  Department  assisting 
some  cottage  industries  within  the  spirit 
but  outside  the  letter  of  the  Law  ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  next  session  to 
wfore  an  amending  Bill  to  remedy  this 
d^ect. 

{Mr.  T.  W,  Russell.)  The  Answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
tifinnative.  The  second  query  is  under 
consideration. 

Madletoa  Churchyard,  near  Clitheroe. 

Mjl  CLOUGH  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
^ikipton) :  To  ask  the  hon.  llember  for 
Crewe,  as  Church  Estates  Commissioner, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  few  years 
sfo  a  piece  of  land  was  purchased  for 
the  pnrpoee  of  enlarging  the  churchyard 
sttached  to  the  parish  church,  Orindleton , 
•ear  Clitheroe,  for  interment  purposes  ; 
will  he  say  whether  the  income  from 
tkat  pieee  of  land  has  since  been  included 
br  the  Commissioners  in  the  incumbent's 
it^end ;  whether  it  is  now  proposed  to 
extend  the  churchyard  by  ad(Ung  this 
piece  of  land  thereto ;  and,  if  so,  upon 
wkat  financial  and  other  conditicms. 

r 

{Antwered  by  Mr.  Tomkinson.)  The 
Bcckaiastical  Concimiaiioaers  have  no 
iftfennatioa  aa  to  aary  arrangements 
wkieh  were  made  in  reference  to  the 
«<t«Bsion  of  the  churchyard  at  Grindleton 


stated  to  haye  been  carried  ^ut  a  few 
years  ago,  nor  have  they  any  knowledge 
as  to  the  proposed  extension  of  that 
chim^hyard  now  contemplated. 

Small  Holdiiig  Applications  in  Surrey. 
Mb.  cowan  (Surrey,  Guildford): 
To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether 
he  will  obtain  from  the  Surrey  County 
Council  particulars  of  all  applications 
approved  by  them  according  to  the 
parishes  in  which  the  applicants  live, 
showing  name,  address,  and  occupation 
of  applicant,  date  of  application,  amount 
of  land  applied  for,  date  at  which  applica- 
tion was  approved,  and  subsequent 
proceedings ;  and  particular  oj  all 
rejected  applications,  with  the  reasons 
for  the  rejection  in  each  case. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
The  Board  are  not  prepared  to  ask  for 
the  Return  suggested.  It  would  involve 
a  great  deal  of  labour  without  any 
corresponding  advantage.  Every  appli« 
cant  is  informed  whether  he  is  approved 
or  not,  and  the  Board  are  always  ready 
to  inquire  into  any  specific  complaints. 
Our  experience  affords  no  justification 
for  the  suggestion  that  applicants  are 
as  a  rule  rejected  on  inadequate  grounds. 

Classification  under  the  Hobhouse 

Beport. 

Mr.  SILOOCK  (Somersetshire,  Wells): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  when 
the  sub-offices  still  in  suspense  may 
expect  to  hear  the  result  of  the  classi- 
fication under  the  Hobhouse  Report. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sydney  BuxUm.) 
I  hope  shortly  to  make  an  announce- 
ment on  the  subject. 

Boycotting  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  tu  the  Lord- 
Lieuteni^nt,  of.Jreknd  whether  h^  will 
state  the  number  of  caaee  and  of  persons 
boycotted  in  Ireland  on  30th  September 
and  31st  October,  1908,  in  the  same 
form  in  which  the  information  was  given 
in  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  89,  of  last 
session. 
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Return  of  the  number  of  Cases  of  Boycotting  and  of  Persons  boycotted  throughout 
Ireland  on  30th  September,  1908,  and  3l8t  October,  1908— 


Date. 

Wholly 
Boycotting. 

Partial 
Boyootting. 

Minor 
Boycotting. 

Total  namber  of 
kUoMeaof 
Boyootting. 

Cases. 

Persons. 

Cases. 

Persons. 

Cases. 

Persons. 

Cmo*. 

PetWMM. 

30th  September, 
1908 

3l8t  October,  1908 

16 
16 

75 
75 

11 
11 

42 
42 

196 
193 

739 
730 

223 
220 

856 
847 

Valuatioii  of  Clyde  Foreshore  abore 

Oreenoek. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  white  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land if  he  can  say  whether  any  portions 
of  the  foreshores  on  either  side  of  the 
Clyde  above  Greenock  are  entered  on 
the  valuation  rolls ;   and.  if  so,  what 


in  each  case,  is  the  position  and  parish, 
the  character,  and  the  annual  vmlae  for 
rating. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Sindair,)  The  fol- 
lowing is  the  information  desired  by  my 
hon.  friend  with  regard  to  those  portions 
of  the  foreshores  of  the  Clyde  above 
Greenock  entered  on  the  valuation  rolls — 


Parish. 

Character. 

Annual  Valne. 

County  of  Dumbarton 

Cardross 

Landward  portion  let  to 
coal  merchant 

£     a. 
20    0 

»            ft 

» 

Seaward  portion  let  to 
•and  merchant 

125    0 

County  of  Renfrew 

Kirkmalcolm 

Timber  Ponds 

128  17 

it 

„            unlet 

i          50    0 

1 

Port  Glasgow 

„            unlet 

11     0 

>• 

let 

6    0 

Erskine 

let 

100    0 

• 

>i 

9,            unlet 

188    0 

Small  Holding  AppUeations  in 
SoBersetshire. 

'  Mr.  SILCOCK:  To  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  repre- 
senting the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  he  will  state  the 
total  number  of  applications  that  have 


been  made  in  the  countv  of  Somenet 
for  small  holdings  under  the  Small 
Holdings  and  Allotments  Act,  the  num- 
ber of  applicants  approved  by  the  county 
council  as  suitable,  the  number  of  appli- 
cations which  have  been  satisfied,  the 
I  number  of  acres  applied  for,  the  number 


m 
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icqaiied,  and  the  situation  of  the  land 
scqa*nd. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachefj,) 
IMi  applications  have  been  made. 
1^7  applicants  have  been  approved 
ad  92  of  these  have  already  been  satis- 
fied. 24,519  acres  have  been  applied 
for  aod  779  acres  have  been  acquired. 
Bie  situation  of  this  land  is  as  follows — 


Wfist  Harptree 
Mudford    - 

a. 

-  79 

-  10 

r.  p. 
2  35 
0    0 

South  Petherton 

-  19 

3    3 

Oatcott  and  Edingtoi 
Blagdon     - 
Stoke^ub-Hamdon 

tt-  54 

-  82 

-  25 

0  0 
2  35 
2  23 

High  Ham 
Henstridge 
Chew  Magna 
West  Coker 

-  8 

-  26 

-  28 

-  91 

1  33 

2  23 

3  17 
3  16 

Eevnsham 

-  17 

3  32 

Currv  Kevell     - 

-  29 

2  22 

A^hiU 

-  57 

3  14 

Chilthome  Domer 

-  42 

2  22 

Stoke  Lane 

-  37 

0    0 

Manton  Magna 
^cdmore 

.  89 

-  77 

1  36 

2  11 

779    3    2 


Iqeetion  of  Flour  ^supplied  to 
Admiralty. 
Mb.  T.  F.TIICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Idmiialtj  if  he  can  state  what  amount 
of  flour  has  been  rejected  when  supplied 
by  the  contractors  for  use  in  the  Navy  to 
tke  .Royal  Clarence,  Royal  William,  and 
Boyil  Vietoria  VlctuaUing  Yards  during 
tkjear  1908  ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
tbe  caoae  for  the  rejections. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  MeKenna.)  A  total 
of  207,330  pounds  has  been  rejected 
because  it  was  not^of  the  condition  or 
quality  stipulated  for  in  the  contracts. 

Chelsea  TTnemployed  Scheme. 
Mb.  HORNIMAN  (Chelsea) :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  how  many  different  schemes  for 
the  employment  of  the  unemployed  have 
been  sent  by  the  borough  of  Chelsea  to 
the  Central  Committee,  and  the  amounts 
of  same  ;  how  many  have  been  sanctioned ; 
how  many  refused ;  and  which  are  under 
consideration. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  Only 
one  scheme  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Central  (Unemployed)  Body  on  behalf 
of  the  borough  council,  viz.,  for  paving 
the  Royal  Hospital  Road  with  Wood. 
The  cost  of  the  work  is  estimated  at 
£2,123,  including  £467  for  labour  by  the 
unemployed.  The  borough  council  and 
the  central  body  are  in  communication 
with  regard  to  the  matter. 


Unemployed  Xen  now  Working  for 
Metropolitan  Borough  Counens* 

Mr.  HORNIMAN  :  To  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  he  will  state  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed by  each  Metropolitan  borough 
council  on  work  sanctioned  by  the  C!entral 
(Unemployed)  (Committee  at  the  present 
and  the  estimated  number  that  will  be  so 
employed  by  the  middle  of  December* 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  I 
understand  that  the  numbers  are  as 
follows — 


Estimated  as 
At  present       employed  by  mid 
at  work.  of  December. 


Bermondsey 

38 

38 

Hammersmith    - 

20 

31 

Islington    - 

22 

57 

Lambeth    - 

12 

20 

Wandsworth 

90 

92 

182 

238 

'  To  be  aequired  oompulaorily. 
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'     OU-Age  Feasiims-^Poor  Bdief 

Mb.  HORKIMA.N :  To  ask  the  Piesi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board  i£ 
he  can  now  state  whether  a  person  who 
has  received  Poor  Law  relief  will  be 
eligible  for  a  pension  if  the  same  is  re- 
funded by  himself,  a  relation,  or  a  friend ; 
whether  a  man's  wife,  child,  or  other  re^ 
lation  having  received  the  same'  will 
disqualify  him ;  and  whether  sojourn  in  a 
Poor  Law  infirmary  in  cases  of  illness  or 
accident  will  disqualify. 

(Anstvered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  Three 
points  are  raised  i  i  the  question.  I  think 
the  answers  are  as  follows :  (1)  The 
refimding  of  the  cost  of  the  relief  wou'd 
not  remove  the  disqualficatio  \  (2)  Poor 
relief  given  to  or  on  account  of  a  man's 
wife  or  child  under  the  age  of  sixteen 
will  disqualify  him.  (3)  Sojourn  in 
a  Poor  Law  infirmary  would  usually 
be  covered  by  paragraph  (i.)  (ii.), 
or  (iii.)  of  Section  3  (1)  (a)  of  the  Act, 
under  wUch  certain  forms  of  relief,  such 
as  medical  or  surgical  assistance  (in- 
cluding food  or  comforts)  supplied  by 
or  on  the  recommendation  of  a  medical 
officer,  or  any  such  relief  as  under  the 
Medical  Belief  Disqualification  Removal 
Act,  1885,  does  not  disqualify  a  person  for 
being  registered  or  voting,  would  not 
disqualify  a  person  for  receiving  or  con- 
tinuing to  receive  an  old-age  pension. 

BaUway  Station  for  Olenflesk,  county 

Kerry. 

Mr.  J.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Ireland)  if  he  can  take  any 
steps  to  induce  the  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  to  erect  a 
station  at  Glenflesk,  County  Kerry,  as 
requested  by  the  representatives  of  the 
farming  community  of  the  district,  in 
the  interests  of  agriculture. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU.)  No 
representations  on  the  subject  have  been 
received  by  the  Department.  If  such 
representations  are  made  the  Department 
wUl  consider  what  action  they  can  take  in 
the  matter. 

f^nMng  of  Hay  and  Straw  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  RADFORD  (Islington,  E.) :    To 

ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Depaxtment 


of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether  the 
partment  of  Agriculture  and  TecfanicflJ 
Instruction  for  Ireland  have  any  power 
to  prohibit  the  landing  of  hay  and  Bttmrmr 
in  Ireland  except  when  conung  boat  «. 
place  or  area  previously  declared  by  the 
Department  to  be  infected,  in  acoordanoe 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Diseases  of 
Animals  Acts ;  and  in  exercise  of  wh*<t 
powers,  and  in  pursuance  of  what  Ao:ts 
of  Parliament,  and  to  what  sections  of 
such  Acts,  were  the  Orders  of  the  Depart* 
ment  numbered  respectively  ninet^r, 
ninety-one,  and  ninety«two  issued. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU)  The 
reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in 
the  affirmative.  The  Acts  under  wUch 
the  Orders  referred  to  were  issued  are 
specified  in  the  preambles  to  those  Orders, 
and  the  Orders  were  made  in  pursuance 
of  the  powers  transferred  to  the  Depart- 
ment by  order  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
under  Section  2  of  the  Agricultural  and 
Technical  Instruction  (Ireland)  Act,  1899. 

Lighting  of  Lamps  at  AnnalongHarbour^ 

county  Down. 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  can  state  what  authority  is 
responsible  for  the  fact  that  the  lamps 
erected  at  Annalong  Harbour,  county 
Down,  are  never  lighted. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  ChurchiU.)  The 
coimty  council  of  Down  are  the  harbour 
authority  for  Annalong  Harbour,  and  I 
presume  responsible  for  the  lights  there  in« 

Boundaries  of  the  Panroae  Estate,  Simla. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  estate  of 
Penrose,  Simla,  was  purchased  from  the 
Rana  of  Eoti  in  1879,  will  he  explain 
why  Mr.  A.  Meredith,  Deputy  Com- 
missioner of  Simla,  made  an  order  alter- 
ing- the  boundary  of  the  estate  without 
giving  the  Rana  the  required  notice ; 
and,  seeing  that  in  1903  a  similar  inter- 
ference in  the  afiaaiB  of  a  Native  State 
resulted  in  an  order  by  Mr.  Meredith 
being  cancelled  after  an  independent 
inquiry  under  the  direction  of  Lord 
Qeorge  Hamilton,  will  he  again  consider 
the   expediency  of   ordering   a   similar 


St 
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indflpendeot  inquiiy  in  zegard  to  the 
Feoxoae  estot^  ease. 


{Answered  hy  Mr.  Buchanan.)  No  ob- 
jertieii,  so  far  ma  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
owe,  was  raised  by  the  Rana  of  Koti 
at  the  tiaie  of  the  Deputy  Commiasioner'B 
Older  of  1900,  but  it  is  still  open  to  the 
Sana  to  make  any  representations  he 
miy  think  fit  to  the  GoverDment  of  India. 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  not  be  in  a 
poBtion  ta  consider  any  such  representa- 
tku  till  they  are  brought  before  him  in 
tks  form  of  a  memorial  in  aecordanoe 
with  the  roies.  It  is  the  fact  that  in  1903, 
in  a  case  which  was  hardly  similar  to  tiie 
pment  one,  further  inquiry  was  ordered 
br  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  on 
the  consideration  of  a  memorial  But, 
M  stated  in  my  reply  of  the  23rd  instant, 
tke  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  saw  no 
ataon,  on  consideration  of  the  memorial 
sabmitted  to  him  in  the  present  case,  to 
iateifare  with  the  orders  passed. 


Safe  of  Von-Besidential  Grass  Lands  for 
Parposea  of  Enlarging  Demesnes. 
Mb.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  To 
aik  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lietztenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  furnish  a 
Hitt  by  counties,  with  names  of  vendor 
tsd  purchaser  and  area  of  land  in  each 
case,  of  the  cases  during  the  five  years 
aiing  31st  October,  1908,  in  which 
t|tt  Estates  Commissioners  have  sanc- 
tioned the  sale  of  non-residential  grass 
laod  to  owners  or  purchasers  of  demesnes 
to  the  purpose  of  enlarging  the  demesnes 
tkare  being  in  the  same  county  unecono- 
me  hoIdingB  and  landless  people  requiring 
nevholdi^^ 

iAnsweredby  Mr.BirreU.)  The  monthly 
Retoma  of  advances  under  the  Irish  Land 
let,  1903,  which  are  presented  to  Parlia- 
aoit,  give  detailed  particulars  of  all 
hads  purchased  by  owners  under  Section 
3  of  Uie  Act,  and  these  particulars  are 
rommsTited  in  the  tables  appended  to  the 
Annual  Reports  of  the  Estates  Com- 
luaaoners.  The  preparation  of  the  list 
ttbd  for  by  the  hon.  Member  would  serve 
>o  laefiil  purpose  conmiensurate  with  the 
hbour  involved. 

LiSAdmj  Beform  in  Ireland. 
Hi.    FBTHERSTONHAUGH    (Fer- 
Mtt^  N.) :  ^To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 1 


tary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  yet  in  a  portion  to  state  if 
it  is  intended  by  the  Government  to 
introduce  any  general  measure  for  licens- 
ing reform  for  Ireland  in  the  coming 
session  of  Parliament. 

• »  * 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  I  am  unable 
to  add  anything  to  the  reply  given  on  mv 
behalf  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Attorney-General  to  a  similar  Question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  on  22nd 
October  last. 

Irish  Land  Purchase— Bedemptlon  of 
Annuity  in  Stock. 

Mr.  FETHERST0NHAU6H :  Toaric 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  so 
far  back  as  April,  1904,  Mr.  C.  G.  Crean,* 
of  Ballyhaunis,  county  Mayo,  endea' 
voured  to  avail  himself  of  Section  2  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act,  1891,  to  redeem 
his  purchase  annuity  in  stock,  but  was 
informed  by  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
that  he  could  not  do  so  for  want  of  rules 
undier  the  section ;  have  anjT  rules  yet 
been  made,  and  cian  a  tenant  purchaser 
redeem  his  annuity  in  the  beneficial  way 
provided  by  the  section ;  and  can  he  now 
have  the  benefit  of  the  section  for  pay- 
ment of  one-half  of  his  instalments. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question.  I  understand  that  no  rules 
have  been  made  under  the  section  referred 
to,  but  a  tenant  purchaser  under  the 
earlier  Land  Acts  can  redeem  his  annuity 
in  stock,  though  not  through  the  Post 
Office,  and  for  this  purpose  no  rules  are 
necessary.  The  Answer  to  the  last  part 
of  the  Question  is  in  the  negative.  For  & 
full  explanation  of  the  matter  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given 
by  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  a  Question  asked  by  the  hon» 
Member  for  Carlow  on  9th  July,  1907, 

UneoUeoted  Seed  Bate  at  Oastlerea. 

Mr.  GINNELL :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  state  the  amount 
of  ssed  rate  uncollected  within  the  last  five 
years  in  the  union  of  Castlerea,  County 
Roscommon ;  how  much  of  this  un- 
collected seed  rate  was  lodged  by  the 
county    council   rate    collectors    with  a 
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view  to  being  paid  their  full  poundage 
xmder  their  warrants ;  and  on  what 
grounds  have  the  Local  Govemment 
Board  refused  to  permit  the  refund  to 
these  collectors  of  this  uncollected  seed 
rate  while  sanctioning  a  refund  to  the 
uncollected  ordinary  rate. 

{  Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  anaount 
of  seed  rate  uncollected  in  Castlerea 
Union  for  the  year  ended  31st  March,  1907, 
was  £47  10s.  5d.,  the  amount  for  the  year 
«nded  31st  March  last  was  £112  17s.  Id. 
There  was  no  seed  rate  for  the  previous 
three  years.  The  collectors  lodged  the 
entire  amount  of  their  warrants  in  each 
of  the  years  named.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  sanctioned  refunds  to 
collectors  in  respect  of  poor  rate  legally 
irrecoverable  by  reason  of  vacancies 
or  insolvencies,  but,  in  the  absence  of 
satisfactory  evidence  that  the  seed  rate  is 
in  any  particular  instance  irrecoverable 
by  legal  process,  they  are  not  prepared  to 
authorise  a  refund  in  respect  of  it. 

Xvieted  Tenantfr-Claim  of  Krs.  Killm 
and  Krs.  Hobson. 

Mr.  GINNELL:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners hold  that  conditions  of  vacating 
a  holding  submitted  to  by  a  widow  under 
threat  of  eviction,  without  the  consei.t 
of  her  children,  are  sufficiently  valid  to 
deprive  the  children  of  the  right  of  rein- 
statement in  their  father's  farm  on  the 
estate  being  sold,  and  that  farm  not 
tenanted  bona  fide  ;  whether  the  equitable 
powers  vested  in  the  Commissioners 
enable  them  to  do  substantial  justice 
in  such  a  case ;  and  whether  they  will 
reconsider  equitably  the  claims  of  Mrs. 
Killen  and  Mrs.  Hobson  for  reinstatement 
in  the  farm  formerly  held  by  their  father, 
Bernard  Killen,  on  the  Joly  estate,  at 
Corbetstown,   King's  County. 

Mr.  GINNELL :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  when  an  estate  comprising  evicted 
land  is  being  sold  and  the  claims  of  the 
evicted  people  are,  from  lapse  of  time  or 
other  cause,  technically  weak,  whether  on 
a  sale  of  the  estate  the  Estate  Com- 
missioners will  allow  those  claims  to  be 
ousted  by  the  creation  of  new  tenancies 
in  persons  not  prepared  to  reside  on  the 


land,  but  purchaatug  as  a  _ 
with  a  view  to  subsequent  sale;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  effect  of  sach 
proceedings  in  a  district  containing 
bona  fide  evicted  tenants  and  congestion 
to  be  relieved,  the  CommissioQers  will 
take^'steps  to  prevent  such  a  course  of 
action  being  followed  on  the  Joly  estate, 
in  King's  County,  now  in  process  of  sale* 

{An$%oered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  In  dealing 
with  applications  received  from  persons 
seeking  reinstatement  as  evicted  tenants 
or  as  the  representatives  of  evicted 
tenants,  and  in  making  advances,  tke 
Estates  Commissioners  have  due  regard 
to  the  circumstances  of  each  case  and  to 
the  provisions  ot  the  Land  Purchase 
Acts.  The  Commissioners  are  not  pre- 
pared to  reconsider  their  decision  not 
to  take  any  action  in  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Killen  or  Mrs.  Hobson,  whose  mother 
surrendered  her  lease  of  the  farm  at 
Corbetstown  in  1883  in  consideration  of 
a  pension  of  £50  a  year  for  life. 

Aotion  of  Kr.  W.  T.  PotU  at  Soufh 
Soseommon. 

Me.  GINNELL :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Willie  T.  Potts  holds,  in  addition  to  land 
in  Scotland,  2,500  acres  of  untenanted 
grassland  in  South  Roscommon,  ex- 
clusive of  his  demesne,  and  is  at  present 
using  the  compulsion  of  writs,  seisuree, 
and  threats  of  eviction  to  force  his  tenants 
in  the  same  county  to  purchase,  at  high 
prices,  uneconomic  holdings  without  en- 
largement or  improvement ;  and,  in 
view  of  the  intentions  of  Parliament  in 
1903  and  of  the  present  legislative  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  steps,  in  his  Land 
Bill  or  otherwise,  to  deal  with  such  cases. 

(Amwered  by  Mr.  Birrdl,)  I  have  no 
information  with  respect  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question  beyond  what  has  recently 
appeared  in  the  public  Press.  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  more  than 
once  addressed  letters  to  Mr.  Potts, 
under  the  regulations  of  13th  February, 
1906,  with  a  view  to  ascertaining  whether 
there  is  untenanted  land  on  his  estate 
suitable  for  purchase,  but  have  received 
no  replies- 
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i^^ptintBiaiit  to  Vacant  Inspectorship  of 
Irish  Kational  Schools- 

Mb.  J.  MURPHY :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lioutenant  of 
Irelard  whether  the  Commissioners  of 
Nationml  Education  in  Ireland  intend 
to  appoint  to  the  vacant  inspectorship 
i  practising  teacher,  instead  of  filling 
the  poeition  by  an  outsider  who  cannot 
understand  the  duties  owing  to  want 
of  previous  experie:  ce. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell,)  The  Com- 
ndasioners  of  National  Education  cannot 
St  present  say  who  will  be  appointed 
to  the  vacant  inspectorship,  as  they 
htve  not  vet  considered  the  numerous 
applications  which  have  been  received. 
K:q>erience  of  schools  and  school-keeping 
wiD,  of  course,  receive  due  weight  in 
{onning  an  estimate  of  the  qualifications 
of  each  candidate. 

Crsf  sgar  Labourers  Cottage  Scheme. 

Mb,  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.):  To 
isk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  when  the  scheme  for  the  erection 
nf  cottages  atCrossgar,  Dromara,  County 
Down,  was  passed  by  the  Banbridge 
Union ;  and  when  they  are  likely  to  be 
erected. 

[Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The  last 
sckeme  received  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  from  the  Banbridge  rural 
district  was  made  by  the  council  on 
9th  March,  1908,  and  submitted  to  the 
Board  on  4th  May,  1908.  The  order  in 
nspect  of  the  scheme,  as  u*' opposed 
aaa  confirmed  on  2l8t  October,  provides 
for  the  erection  of  seventy-two  cottages, 
of  which  three  are  to  be  built  in  the 
townknd  of  Crossgar.  The  Board  at 
present  await  the  application  of  the 
council  for  the  appointment  of  an  arbi- 
tutor  to  assess  the  compensation  to  be 
psii  to  the  persons  interested  in  the 
kiuia  about  to  be  acquired. 

Irish  Land  Purchase. 
Mb.  O'SHEE  (Waterford,  W.)  .IT  To 
vk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  figures 
W  hu  given  as  being  the  average  number 
of  Tears  purchase  under  the  Land  Act 
of  1903  in  various  counties  in  Ireland 
refer  to  rents  actually  paid  or  to  the 
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rents  stated  in  the  purchr.se  Lgreements  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  thp.t  in  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  cases  of  non- judicial  and  first - 
term  rents  voluntary  Lbr,tements  have 
been  obtf iued  by  the  tenants  end  the 
actual  rent  paid  has  averaged  20  or  25 
per  cent,  under  the  rent  nominally 
payable  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
nominal  rent,  and  not  the  actual  rent, 
is  invaiiably  stated  in  the  purchaeo 
agreements  in  such  cases ;  whether,  if 
so,  the  figures  of  years  purchase  for 
certain  counties  which  contain  a  larger 
proportion  of  inch  cases  would  seem 
more  favourable  to  the  tenants  than 
they  really  are ;  and  whether,  in  the 
case  of  a  tenant  getting  an  abatement 
of  25  per  cent,  and  buying  at  twenty- 
two  years  purchase  of  his  actui?,l  rent, 
it  would  appear  in  the  Return  as  if  he 
purchased  at  sixteen  and  a  half  years 
purchase  of  the  rent  stated  in  his  purchase 
agreement,  thereby  vitiiting  the  calcula- 
tion of  average  price. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  figures 
given  represent  the  average  number  of 
years  purchase  on  the  rents  legally 
payable,  and  could  not  be  calcukted 
on  any  other  basis.  The  Land  Com- 
mission are  aware  that  in  many  cases 
volimtary  abatements,  varying  according 
to  circumstances,  have  been  allowed. 

Police  Inspectors  in  County  Galway. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  (Galway,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  county  inspectors, 
district  inspectors  of  the  first  claes, 
district  inspectors  of  the  second  class, 
and  head  constables  in  County  Galway, 
exclusive  of  extra  police  ;  whether  he 
can  state  separately  the  cost  for  the  last 
financial  year  under  the  head  of  salary, 
allowances  for  men-servants,  forage, 
lodging,  stationery,  office  fuel  and  light, 
mileage,  subsistence  allowances,  ai\d  any 
other  charge,  for  each  rank  of  the  abov » 
inspectors  and  head  constables ;  and 
whether  he  will  state  for  the  same  period 
the  number  and  cost  of  the  rank  and 
file  on  the  quota  of  the  county. 

{Anstcered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  There  are 
in  Coimty  Galway  at  present  two  county 
inspectors,  four  district  inspectors  of 
the  first  class,  nine  district  inspectors  of 
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the  second  class,  and  fourteen  bet&d 
constables,  exclusive  of  the  extra  force. 
The  free  quota  of  the  county  in  the  year 
ended  31st  March  last  was  composed 
of  616  sergeants,  acting  sergeants,  and 
constables.  The  accounts  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  Department  are  not 
kept  in  such  a  form  as  to  admit  of  the 
particulars  of  cost  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  being  given. 

Appointment  of  Unemployed  ColoneLi. 
Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  there  is  a  list  of  unemployed 
-colonels  and  brevet-colonels  in  No.  135 
and  following  columns  of  the  Army  List, 
showing  the  dates  on  which  officers  were 
placed  on  half-pay,  and  have  several 
officers  been  on  half-pay  since  1905 ; 
whether  the  majority  of  coloneb'  appoint- 
ments are  filled  from  officers  on  this 
list,  and,  if  so,  what  steps,  if  any,  are 
taken  to  ensure  that  officers  when  selected 
are  in  a  fit  state  of  health  for  their 
appointment ;  and  whether,  after  an 
officer  has  been  placed  on  half-pay,  any 
examination  is  made  as  to  his  mental 
or  physical  fitness,  even  id  the  case  of 
officers  who  were  in  a  bad  state  of  health 
during  their  last  period  of*  employment. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
This  list  is  shown  in  Column  135  and 
following  columns  in  the  Army  List,  and 
contains  the  names  of  ten  officers  placed 
on  half -pay  in  1905.  The  majority  of 
colonels'  appointments  are  filled  from 
it,  and  in  most  instances  it  is  not  con- 
sidered necessarv  for  the  officer  to  be 
medicallv  examined.  If  there  >^a3  anv 
doubt  as  to  the  medical  fitness  of  a 
colonel  on  half- pay  who  was  selected 
for  an  appointment,  he  would  be  required 
to  go  before  a  medical  board. 
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Naral  Shipbuilding  Delays. 
'  Mil.  MIDDLEMORE  (Birmingham, 
N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admira^y  to  what  extent  have  the 
"T^m^raire"  at  Devonport  and  the 
''  Superb  "  at  Elswick  been  delayed  by 
the  engineering  strike,  and  when  are 
they  likely  to  be  commis'sioned ;  and,  if 
the    AdroiraUy   cannot  give  assurances 


that  such  delays  will  not  occur  in  fuLare, 
can  ships  of  future  programmes  be  laid 
down  earlier  to  meet  the  probability  of 
such  delays. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR. 
ALTY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouthslrire, 
N.):  The  "T^m^raire"  will  be  delayed 
six  months,  and  the  date  for  complete 
commissioning  will  probablv  be  Jaae, 
1909.  The  contract  date  for  ddivery 
of  *'  Superb ''  is  4th  January  next,  which 
date,  in  view  of  delays  caused  by  labour 
troubles,  will  be  exceeded.  The  queation 
of  the  amount  by  which  it  will  be  ex- 
ceeded, and  of  the  date  on  which  the 
ship  will  probably  commission,  are  mattei  • 
still  under  consideration,  and  on  which 
no  definite  reply  can  at  the  preeent 
moment  be  given.  It  is  not  desirable  to 
anticipate  the  usual  date  for  giving  an 
outline  of  the  new  programme  of 
shipbuilding. 

Mr,  MIDDLEMORE :  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  latter 
part  of  my  Question. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  have  stated  that 
it  is  not  desirable  to  anticipate  the  usual 
date  for  the  production  of  next  years 
Navy  Estimates. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE :  Then  I  under- 
stand  that  the  Admiralty  accept  with  a 
light  heart  all  delays  in  the  shipbuilding 
programme  ? 

M^  McKENNA:  No,  Sir;  the  hon. 
Member  must  not  take  that  view,  for 
undoubtedly  the  Admiralty  regard  it  as 
very  serious,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  will  be  taken  into  account 
in  next  year's  Estimates. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthy  r  Tydril  \: 
Could  not  a  clause  be  inserted  preventing 
employers  reducing  wages  during  the 
currency  of  a  contract  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  do  not  see  how 
that  arises  out  of  the  Question.  I  must 
ask  for  notice.  * 

NaTal  Deftroyen. 
Mr.  BELLAIBS  (Lynn  Regis)  t  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  Admiralty  adheres  to  tfaie 
official  statement  that  the  sixteen  de- 
stroyers of  this  year*s  programme  will  be 
completed  next  year. 
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Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  only  statement 
vUch  I  can  find  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
can  refer,  is  an  uncorrected  report  of  a 

rh  of  mine  on  the  13  th  July  last.  If 
is  in  fact  what  the  hon.  Member 
nkoB  tOj  it  should  be  corrected,  as  would 
indeed  appear  obvious  from  the  context^ 
by'  saying  that  the  destroyers  of  this 
jmz'i  programme  will  be  completed  in 
ife  ealeodar  year  1910. 

Mr.  BELLAIBS  :  Could  not  the  right 
hoB.  Gentleman  in  future  revise  his 
fpeeehes  of  this  nature,  because  it  is  a 
grou  inconvenience,  and  the  meaning  is 
not  at  all  obvious  by  the  context  t 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  must  differ  from 
mj  boo.  friend  with  regard  to  that. 

Mr.  hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludlow):  I 
^  io  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
ih^  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  new 
British  destroyers  will  be  slower  than  the 
new  destroyers  of  other  ^eat  foreign 
Powers,  what  steps  are  being  taken  to 
isenre  that  they  shall  be  able  to  gain  the 
Docessary  intelligence  about  hostile  fleets, 
«ad  guard  our  own  battleships  and  big 
cniisers,  without  being  cut  off  and  cap- 
tared  or  destroyed  by  the  greater  speed 
d  hostile  destroyers. 

Me,  McKBNNA  :  It  U  not  possible 
viUiin  the  limits  of  a  Parliamentary 
ijnettioQ  and  Answer  to  discuss  the 
nxkna  requirements  and  contingencies 
ior  which  the  new  destroyers  are 
dunned,  even  if  it  were  in  the  public 
iatereft  to  do  so,  but  the  hon.  Member 
nay  rost  assured  that  they  have  been 
<)e^ed  with  a  complete  appreciation  of 
tb  purposes  for  which  they  would  be  re- 
^vmi  in  war,  as  dictated  by  recent 
operieBoe  in  exercises  at  sea. 

Mr.  hunt  :  May  I  ask  will  not  these 
<l«trojers  be  at  a  permanent  disadvan- 
tage either  in  scouting,  forcing  a  fight,  or 
^jin^  to  escape  when  attacked  by 
npenor  numbers ;  and  is  it  not  the  fact 
that  Germany  will  have  about  the  same 
Bomber  of  destroyers  in  March,  1911, 
Qoder  eleven  years  of  age  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  No,  Sir ;  I  cannot 
>gree  with  any  of  the  statements  of  the 
■on.  Member. 


Reinstatement  of  Devonport  Labourers. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhampton, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  can  give  the  names 
of  the  eight  skilled  labourers  who  have 
been  transferred  to  the  smiths'  depart- 
ment at  Devonport  or  reinstated ;  and 
whether  there  are  any  more  vacancies  for 
smiths  in  that  department. 

Mr.  MoKENNA:  The  names  of  the 
eight  smiths  referred  to  are :  Wilcocks, 
Tucker,  Ferguson,  Vickery,  Young, 
Sutton,  Hawken  and  Wlddicombe. 
There  are  no  more  vacancies  for  9mitbs 
at  [resent. 

Victualling  Yard  Stores  Beserves. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  can  state  the  amount  of  milk,  flour, 
tea,  clothing,  and  boots  there  was  in 
stock  during  the  week  ending  21st 
November,  at  the  victualling  yards. 
Royal  Clarence,  Royal  William,  and 
Royal  Victoria. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  It  is  not  considered 
in  the  interest  of  the  public  service  to 
give  information  as  to  reserves  of  pro- 
visions or  stores  maintained  for  the  Fleet 

Naval  Yisits  to  South  Africa. 
Mr.  BELLAIRS:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  is  aware  of  the  official 
character  of  the  visit  of  a  squadron  of 
armoured  cruisers  to  South  Africa ;  and 
whether  he  is  able  to  state  to  the  House 
the  terms  of  the  farewell  message  of  the 
admiral  commanding  to  the  British 
Colonies  of  South  Africa. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Seely, 
Liverpool,  Abercromby):  I  am  not 
aware  what  force  my  hon.  friend  attaches 
to  the  word  **  official,''  but  a  visit  of  a 
squadron  of  armoured  cruisers  cannot  in 
any  sense  be  regarded  as  unofficial.  No 
official  report  nas  been  received  of  the 
farewell  remarks  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  the  rear-admiral  commanding 
the  squadron. 

♦Mr.  R.  HARCOURT  (Montrose 
Burghs) :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  Sir  Percy  Scott  said  that  "  the 
kindness  and  hospitality  of  the  South 
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Africans  in  height  equalled  the  top  of  [  scone  of  a  conference  summoned  to  deal 
NataFs    CassatogeUs    Nest,     in    depth  |  with  the  diflSculties  arising  out  of  recent 


rivalled  the  deepest  mines  of  the  Trans-   events  in  the  Balkan  Peninsula, 
vaal,  in  bread  bh  were  as  boundless  as  the 
rolling  plains  of  Orange  Biver  Colony, 
and  in  stability  were  comparable  to  Cape 


Income  Tax  on  Patent  Boyaltiet. 
Sir  HENEY  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  : 


Colony's  majestic  Table  Mountain  '*  and  |  j  fe^g  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
whether  in  view  of  this  interesting  speci- ,  chequer  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Inland 
men  it  is  not  proposed  to  lay  the  I  Revenue  Commissioners  contend  that  the 
message  1  |  income  of  an  inventor  derived  from  patent 

Colonel  SEELY  :  We  have  no  official  ™y*'*•«^'f'  ""f*"^  *^,«  ^^"*"^  .^*  "* 
information.     If  Sir  Percy  Scott  did  say  i  l^V  "<>**«  ^  ^F^^^  "  «*™«^  '".«>"'.•' 

that,  I  do  not  see  that  we  have  anycau^  !  »>«*  «  l!«'»)«  ^  V'ti"    If^**-    fu""  ^\' 

to  complain.  i  I>o«nd  iiKtead  of  &d.,  whicA  us  the  rate 

-^  I  allowed  on  incomes  earned  by  other  pro- 

British  ladians  in  the  TransvaaL      i  (essional  and  scientific  labours ;  and  wiQ 

Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northum- 1  ?f/*!'^,  .E  wl^f.^ 
berland,   Tyneside):   I  beg  t6  ask  the  | '*'«  contention  ,s  founded. 

^u  *lr^.f *'**'^.  °'  ^****  ^""a  '•'''  ^^°^i^  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
whether  the  sentences  passed  upon  fifty-   ^.j-t^t,  ,«      t  M,,^  n„,x  „„n 

four  British  Indians  ^micUerin  the  gy^^/'J'i'.^^^"-^'^^  *'^;  ^""^^^ 
Transvaal  for  having  returned  without   Boroughs) :  Where  an  inventor  sells  out 

first  having  applied  for  registration  have  I'S^^^^  ?''.'«'?'  "g*'*^'  '•>«  """^  .^^ 
been  quashed  upon  appeal  to  the  Supreme  f™°»  ^he  sale  is  regarded  as  capital  and 
Court  of  the  CoUy  rVhether  a  number   "  °*''i*f^-.,.  V**'^  an  inventor  ha* 


of  other  British    Indians    are    actually 


not  parted  with  his  patent  rights,   but 


undergoing  hard  bbour  sentences  for  I  i^'^^^  »««'''«''  P«"0"  ^  '^o*  **>«  P»f « 
doing  exactly  the  same  thing;  and  ' '«  «>»"<Jf."'*'<?n°f  *P^y°'«"*«f  ^"^^"y' 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  make  I  *•»«  "^sH't^g  mcome  is  regarded  as  un- 


representations  in  the  matter  of  their 
release,  compensation  for  wrongful  im- 
prisonment, and  their  admission  into  the 
Colony. 

Colonel  SEELY :  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  drawn  to 


earned  income  derived  from  property, 

Unpresented  Banknotes. 
Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  with  reference  to  the 
£14,055  written    off   by   the    Bank  of 


a  Press  report  of  a  judgment  of  the  i  England  on  the  10th  instant  as  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  Colony,  the  exact  value  of  notes  issued  but  not  presented 
effect  of  which  is  not  clear.  He  has  for  payment,  he  can  state  what  number 
telegraphed  to  the  Governor  for  further  j  of  years  this  amount  covers  ;  whether  ii 
information,  and  pending  his  reply  1 1  represents  the  full  value  of  notes  issued 
regret  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  j  but  not  presented  in  that  period ;  at 
make  any  statement.  what  intervals    the  Bank    of    England 

f  -D    11  writes  off  such  sums ;  when  the  last  sum 

Treaty  or  Berlin.  ■  ^^    written    off  and  what    period   it 

Mr.     STUART     SAMUEL    (Tower   covered ;  and  what  is  the  annual  average 
Hamlets,  Whitechapel) :  I  beg  to  ask  the    of  sums  appropriaUd   by   the   Bank  of 
Secretary  of  State   for  Foreign    Affairs    England  on  that  account, 
whether,   in   the  event  of  a  conference 

being  called  for  the  reconsideration  of  the  |  Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Once  in  every 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Beriin,  His  year  the  Bank  writes  off  the  value  of  the 
Majesty's  Government  will  endeavour  to  notes  which  have  then  been  outstanding 
secure  the  observance  of  the  engagements  for  forty  years  and  have  not  previously 
undertaken  by  Roumania  towarJs  her  been  written  off.  In  1907  the  out- 
Jewish  subjecu  in  that  Treaty.  standing  notes  dated  prior  to  1867  were 

,  written  off.     This  year  the  outstanding 

•The  UNDER  -  SECRETARY  of  notes  dated  prior  to  1868  have  been 
STATE  FOR  FOREKJN  AFFAIRS  (Mr.  written  off.  Accordingly,  the  sum  *»f 
M  KiNNON  Woon,  Glas^ov,  S^  Rollox):  £14,055  represents  the'  value  of  lbt> 
This    Question    would    be    beyond    the    notes  issued  in  1867  which  had  not  be»n 
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presented  on  2dth  October  last  The 
ftTenge  of  the  amounts  written  off  in 
U»e  last  six  years  was  £11,794. 

Mr,  J.  MACVEAGH :  May  I  take  it, 
then,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  accurately  informed  the  other  day, 
when  he  told  the  House  that  this  covered 
a  period  of  forty  years  1 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  What  I  said 
vas  that  that  deduction  represented 
stiUis  issued  forty  years  ago. 

Mr.  J.  iUCVEAGH:  I  have  the 
Anawer  here.  It  is  that  "  the  total  value 
of  the  notes  issued  for  the  past  forty 
yeaFB  and  not  presented  for  repayment.'' 
The  ridit  hon.  Gentleman  therefore 
milled  Uie  House. 

Mr.  HODGE  (Lancashire,  Gorton): 
h  not  this  a  hen-roost  to  commandeer 
without  injury  to  anyone  1 

Terminable  Annuities. 
Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood^ : 
I  beg  to    ask    Mr.   Chancellor    of    tne 
Exchequer  whether  the  amounts  payable 
^sA   year    in    respect    of    terminable 
wnnities  are  in  any  way  revised  from 
tone  to  time  in  consideration  of  move- 1 
■enti  in    the    value    of    Government  | 
•wwities, 

Mr  LLOYDGEORGE  :  Yes,  Sir. 
Wiere  terminable  annuities  have  been 
wt  up  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  a 
delhnte  amount  of  stock  within  a  definite 
period,  it  is  the  practice  to  readjust 
the  amount  of  the  annuities  periodically 
•wording  to  the  price  at  which  stock  has 
hwn  purchased.  The  procedure  is 
rented  by  Section  4  of  the  National 
Debt  Act,  1883.  The  latest  readjust 
awnt  was  effected  by  Treasury  warrants 
wfnA  were  laid  before  this  House  on 
llth  Jane  last. 

(M'Age  Pension  Claimants. 
Mr.  TIMOTHY  DAYIES  (Fulham) : 
I  l«g  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cbfqTicr  if  he  c^n  state  the  number  of 
prsons  over  seventy  vears  of  age  in 
oigland,  Wales  (including  Monmouth- 
w«  Scotland,  and  IrelanJ ;  whether  he 
€*n  pre  the  number  of  such  persons  in 
wcttpt  of  Poor  Law  relief  in  each  part  of 
^  Kingdom ;  the  number  of  claims  for 
^  age  pensions  up  to  date ;    and   the 


percentage  of  persons  claiming  old  age 
pensions  to  the  population  over  seventy 
years  of  age  in  each  country,  deducting 
those  who  are  in  receipt  of  Poor  Law 
relief. 

Mr.  LLOYDGEORGE:  The  Return 
is  not  yet  ready. 

Press  Bepresentaticm  at  Coroner's 
Inquest 
Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  that,  at 
an  inquest  held  at  the  coroner's  Court  of 
St.  Giles's,  London,  on  the  21st  inst., 
the  coroner's  officer  refused  to  admit  the 
representatives  of  three  news  agencies  and 
numerous  daily  papers,  whilst  admitting 
two  journalists;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  written  protest  handed  to  the 
coroner's  officer  was  not  delivered  to  the 
coroner,  and  will  he  say  what  notice  has 
been  taken  of  the  incident;  and  what 
steps  has  been  or  will  be  taken,  by  le^s- 
lation  or  otherwise,  to  prevent  its 
repetition  in  that  or  any  other  coroner's 
court. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Gladstone,  Leeds,  W.) :  I  am  making 
inquiry,  but  have  not  yet  received  the 
coroner's  report. 

Restrictions  on  the  Employment  of 

Children. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE(Gloucester. 
shire.  Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  seeing  that  the  general 
restrictions  on  employment  of  children 
contained  in  The  Employment  of  Children 
Act,  1903,  are  not  affected  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Children  Bill,  he  is  taking 
any,  and  what,  steps  to  call  the  attention 
of  all  concerned  to  the  non-enforcement 
of  subsections  4  and  5  of  Section  3,  pro- 
visions of  universal  app  ication,  agreed  to 
by  Parliament  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
Home  Office,  and  forbidding  in  regard 
to  persons  under  the  age  of  fourteen  the 
carrying  of  weights  and  employment  in 
occupations  likely  to  be  injurious  to  the 
child. 


I  Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  So  far  as  regards 
'  the  industries  to  which  the  Factory  Act 
'  fipplics,  the  factory  inspectors  are 
,  cliarged  with  the  duty  of  enforcing  the 
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proyisioDs  to  ivbich  the  right  bon. 
fiaronet  refers ;  and  I  have,  in  accordance 
with  the  pnmiise  I  gave  on  the  Eatimates 
recently  issued  fresh  instructions  to  them 
with  a  view  to  the  more  eflfective  enforce- 
ment of  the  law.  In  the  case  of  the 
miscellaneous  industries  not  under  the 
Home  Office  jurisdiction,  the  local 
authority  is  responsible  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  provisions.  I  should  be 
obliged  if  my  right  hon.  friend  will 
communicate  to  me  any  informatimi  U\ 
his  possession  showing  that  they  have 
not  been  enforced  in  these  industries.  I 
would  point  out,  however,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  bulk  of  the  employment  is 
m  light  occupations,  such  as  newspaper 
delivery,  delivery  of  parcels  and  the  liKe. 
The  Interdepartmental  Committee  found 
that  employment  in  such  occupations  for 
moderate  hours  was  beneficial  rather  than 
injurious  to  health.  In  the  second  place, 
as  regards  occupations  of  a  heavier 
character,  local  authorities  in  many  cases 
have  had  regard  to  this  when  framing 
bve-laws  under  Section  1  of  the  Act, 
either  by  restricting  the  number  of 
hours,  or  prohibiting  the  employment 
altogether  in  certain  cases.  If  it  should 
appear  necessary,  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  local  authorities 
again  to  the  provisions. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  can 
bi  enforced  by  anyone  t 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

Chinese  Immigrants  at  Liverpool. 
Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  give 
particulars  of  the  number  of  Chinese 
who  landed  at  Liverpool  in  1907 ; 
whether  they  came  in  emigrant  ships 
and  were  passed  as  desirable  immigrants 
by  the  Emigration  Committee  under  the 
Alien  Act;  and  if  any  Chinese  were 
naturalised  as  British  subjects  in  1907. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  numbers  of 
Chinese  immigrants  landing  at  Liverpool 
are  so  small  that  they  are  not  separately 
tabulated  in  the  Annual  Reports  under 
the  Aliens  Act.  For  the  year  1907  they 
are  included  in,  and  I  believe  form  a 
very  small  proportion  of,  the  282  persons 
of  "other  nationalities''  shown  in 
Table  XVII.  of  the  Keport  for  that  year. 
To  ascertain  the  exact  numbers  would 


involve  a  long  and  laborious  searehf 
which  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  under- 
taking. No  Chinese  appeared  before  the 
Immigration  Board  at  Liverpool  in  1907. 
Only  one  Chinaman,  living  in  London, 
was  naturalised  in  1907. 


Mr.  fell.  Are  Chinese  who 
employed  on  ships  allowed  to  Und 
without  being  subject  to  the  provision* 
of  the  Aliens  Act  ? 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  They  are  subject 
to  the  usual  conditions  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act. 

Lostook  Oralam  Croasing  Fatalitr. 
Mr.  king  (Cheshire,  Knutsford):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boftid 
of  Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  cmlled 
to  a  fatal  accident  which  recently  occurred 
at  Lostock  Gralam,  in  Cheshire,  owing 
to  a  collision  between  a  motor  car  and  & 
railway  train  at  a  level  orossing ;  and  if 
he  proposes  to  hold  an  inquiry  as  to  the 
possibility  of  doing  away  with  this  level 
crossing,  and  so  doing  away  with  a 
public  danger. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOASD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  CHURcniLL»  Dundee) : 
I  am  in  communication  with  the  Cheshire 
Lines  Committee  as  to  the  means  adopted 
for  protecting  the  crossing,  and  I  will 
inform  my  hon.  friend  of  the  result. 

America  and  the  Law  of  Copyright 
Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London 
University) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  fioard  of  Trade  whether  the 
United  States  of  America  partidpaie 
in  the  Copyright  Union ;  and,  if  nol» 
whether  anv  steps  that  might  be  taken 
to  modify  the  arrangement  oetween  thia 
country  and  America,  with  a  view  to 
the  removal  of  its  prejudicial  efiect  on 
the  British  printing  trade,  wouki  neoea- 
sarily  involve  any  sacrifice  on  the  part 
of  this  country  of  the  advantages  of 
participating  in  the  Copyright  Union. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  United 
States  of  America  do  not  belong  to  the 
Copyright  Union  but  sent  delegatoa  to 
the  recent  conference  at  Berlin.  Any 
steps  taken  with  a  view  to  making 
printing  in  this  country  a  condition  of 
copyright  would  involve  the  withdrawal 
of  Great  Britain  from  the  union,  aa  it 
would    scarcely   be    feasible    to    impoae 
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steh  a  oottdition  on  British  subjects 
witkoQl  also  imposing  it  on  all  foreigners. 
I  am  afraid  that  there  is  no  indication 
tbit  the  United  States  are  likely  to 
Dodify  tkeir  printing  regulations. 

a*  PHILIP  MAGNUS :  But  how  is 
it  that  a  modification  of  the  law  would 
intolre  the  withdrawal  of  this  country 
from  the  Copyright  Union  1 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  said  that  in 
Older  to  secure  copyright  in  the 
Tmted  States  for  British  subjects  this 
countiT  must  permit  citizens  of  the 
United  States  copyright  on  substantially 
tke  tame  basis  as  enjoyed  by  themselves, 
iod  any  daose  enforced  against  American 
otmog  would  equally  have  to  be  enforced 
agwat  foitish  subjects. 

Betting  Telegrams- 
Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ba,  Barnard  Castle) :  I  beg  to  ass  the 
PMnaster-Qeneral  if  his  attention  has 
beao  called  to  the  prosecution  at  the 
Hereford  Assizes  of  a  sub-postmaster,  at 
tbe  public  expense,  in  connection  with 
beCtmg  telegrams ;  whether  these  tele- 
oamt  were  sent  to  addresses  in  the 
Uaited  Kingdom  or  in  Holland ;  whether 
tber  were  telegrams  to  make  illegal  bets 
for  which  cash  had  been  received  in 
idfinoe ;  and  whether  steps  can  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  public  services  being  used  | 
for  awsting  in  this  illegal  business. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  remarks  of  the  Judge  at  the 
Hereford  Assises  as  to  the  part  taken  by 
^  Post  OflBce  with  regard  to  betting 
^WQe  8 ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
cndeoce  given  on  lotteries  before  the 
Wnt  Committee  of  both  Houses  of 
ftriiament  as  to  the  practice  of  the 
^nericaa  and  AuHralian  postal  authori- 
^  he  can  take  steps  to  prevent  money 
Wng  received  for  such  illegal  business. 

The  POSTM ASTER-GENERAL  (^Ir. 
SnwET  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
^):  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
^  prosecntion  of  the  sub-postmaster  of 
^^i^Bttou-Sogwas  and  others  in  connection 
^b  betting  t^egrams,  and  to  the  re- 
ixrbof  the  Judge  thereon.  If  the  Judge's 
''■•rks  are  correctly  reported,  1  cannot 
^  tkiak  that  they  were  made  under 
^  w^prehensioD.      He  speaks  of  the 


responsibility  of  the  Post  Office  in  allow* 
ing  betting  telegrams  to  pass ;  but  I  have 
no  power  to  stop  such  telegrams  which, 
I  am  advised,  are  as  a  rule  not  illegal. 
The  telegrams  were  for  addresses  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  but  of  course  no  cash 
was  reeeived  at  the  Post  Office  with 
them  in  respect  of  the  bets.  I  may  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1902,  in  which  they  reported  that 
they  did  not  consider  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Postmaster-Oeneral  to  make  any 
distinction  between  the  facilities  afforded 
to  betting  telegrams  and  other  telegrams. 

Publicans  as  Postmasters. 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  bcK  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether,  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  Department,  a  licensed 
publican  can  be  appointed  to  be  a  post- 
master ;  has  he  made  anv  appointment 
or  appointments  of  licensea  persons  to  be 
postmasters  in  Ireland  recently ;  and,  if 
so,  were  there  any  other  applicants. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  Under  the 
rules  of  the  Department  a  licensed  publi- 
can is  ineligible  for  appointment  as  a 
postmaster,  and  exception  is  only  made 
when  no  other  suitable  person  is  avail- 
able. Two  persons  holding  licences  for 
the  sale  of  drink  have  been  appointed 
sub-postmasters  in  Ireland  during  the 
present  year ;  in  each  case  there  was  no 
other  applicant,  and  the  post  office  had 
previously  been  conducted  on  licensed 
premises. 

Board  of  Education  Circular  596. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  iklucation,  whether  the  phrase,  '^  He 
will,"  with  reference  to  a  school  medical 
officer,  occurrinj^  seven  times  in 
paragraph  7  (a)  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion Circular,  596,  is  intended  as  an 
expression  of  opinion  or  is  used  in  a 
mandatory  sense  ;  and,  if  the  latter,  by 
what  authority  the  Board  of  Education 
gives  direction  to  the  employees  of  local 
education  authorities. 

The  PABLIA3iENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  BOARD  of  EDUCATION 
(Mr.  Trbvelyan,  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
EUand):  The  words  "He  will"  are 
obviously  used  in  the  paragraph  referred 
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to  in  an  advisory,  and  I  hope  I  may  say 
a  prophetic  sense.  I  cannot  imagine  any 
local  education  authority  would  take 
exception  to  the  expression,  and  as  a 
matter  of  fact  no  local  education  authority 
has  offered  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
wording  or  contents  of  the  paragraph. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Has  ibe  hon.  Gentle- 
man received  a  communication  from 
IochI  authorities  to  the  effect  that 
there  are  strong  objections  to  the  wording 
of  the  paragraph  1 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  was  understood 
to  say  he  was  not  so  informed. 

Status  of  Eduoaitional  and  Hadical 

Offlcera. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
whether  the  Board  has  taken  upon  itself 
under  Section  13  (1)  (^)  of  the  Education 
(Administrative  Provisions)  Act,  1907, 
the  task  of  deciding  the  relative  status  of 
educational  and  medical  officers  employed 
and  paid  by  local  education  authorities. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  am  not  sure 
what  the  hon.  Member  means,  but  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  decisions  of  the  Board 
to  which  his  description  would  apply. 

Board  of  Education  Circular  576. 
Mr.  ASHLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Education  whether 
the  last  three  lines  of  page  8  of  the 
Board  of  Education  Circular  576  are 
the  only  part  of  that  Circular  which  it  is 
not  ultra  vires  for  the  Board  to  promulgate 
or  to  enforce ;  and  whether,  as  stated  on 
page  11,  that  Circular  is  of  a  preliminary 
nature  only. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  Circular 
No.  576  was  obviously  of  a  preliminary 
character,  as  it  was  issued  on  the  22nd 
November,  1907.  It  was  certainly  the 
duty  of  the  Board  not  to  leave  local 
education  authorities  without  such 
advice  and  guidance  in  the  initiation  of 
the  work  of  medical  inspection  as  in  the 
Board's  opinion  would  conduce  to 
efficiency  and  economy,  and  such  advice 
aid  guidance  have  in  fact  been  heartily 
welcomed  by  local  education  authorities 
and  their  officers  (with  very  few  excep- 
tions) throughotit  the  country.  The 
(juestion  of  enforcing  the  Circular  has  not 
adscn,  and,  indeed,  cannot  arise. 


Mr«  ASHLEY :  Am  I  to  undentand 
that  advice  only  in  that  direction  ia  given 
by  the  Board  of  Education  t 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  think  that  ia 
so. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether,  as  stated  on  page  4  of  the  Board 
of  Education  Circular  576,  relating  to 
medical  inspection,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Board,  under  the  Education  (Administra- 
tive Provisions)  Act,  to  give  directions 
to  local  education  authorities  regarding 
the  method  of  inspection ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  withdraw  the  Circular  so 
giving  directions. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  do  not  think 
the  Circular  can  be  properly  described  as 
ill  fact  giving  directions  on  points  outside 
the  Board's  competence  The  whole 
Circular  was,  as  was  stated  in  paragraph 
18,  of  a  preliminary  nature  only;  the 
matter  is  now  dealt  with  definitely  in 
the  Code. 

Grants  to  Denominational  Schools. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Cen- 
tral) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Ekiucation  whether  he  can  say 
what  amount  per  head  of  children  in 
average  attendance  would  be  received  bj 
associations  of  Jewish,  Wesleyan,  Roman 
Catholic,  and  Church  of  England  schools 
respectively,  on  the  assumption  that  the 
managers  of  all  these  schools,  other  than 
schools  which  are  the  only  schools  in 
rural  parishes,  are  able  and  willing  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  provisions  of 
Clause  3  of  the  Education  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACpONALD  (Lei- 
cester) :  At  the  same  time  may  1  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  his  Board  has  computed  what 
will  be  the  Average  grant  payable  to 
Catholic  and  Jewish  schools,  respectively, 
undt  r  the  scale  provided  for  by  the  hrs 
Schedule  to  the  Elementary  Eilucation 
(England  and  Wales)  (No.  i)  Bill,  cal- 
culated upon  the  present  attendance  of 
children  at  these  two  sections  of  schooU. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  If  it  were  assumed 
that  every  existing  Jewish  school  and 
Roman  Catholic  school  (except  those 
in    the    single  8chool    parishes)    became 
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m    eooteseted-oat    school,    and    further 
thsk     each    such    school    still    retained 
the  fall  number  of  children  now  attend- 
ing  i%   the  total    sums    then    payable 
in  respect  of  the  twelve  Jewish  schools 
after     applying    the    scales     of     grant 
given  in  the  Schedule,  would  represent 
an  average  grant  of  47s.  6d.  per  child, 
becanae  more  than  half  of  toe  10,000 
children  in  Jewish  schools  are  cons^regated 
in  two  schools  of  very  lar^e  size,  thus 
involving  the  application  of  the  lowest 
rate  on  the  scale  to  more  than  half  of  the 
whole    average  attendance.      The    same 
6,^nire  in  the  case  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
schools  would  represent  an  average  grant 
per  child  of  49s.  8d.,  there  being  but  very 
few  large  schools  of  that  denomination. 
Bat  it  18  probable,  especially  in  the  case  of 
Bonuoi  Catholic  schools,  that  many  of 
the  children  now  attending  those  schools 
will  take  advantage  of  the  freedom  in 
future  to  be  given  by  the  Bill  to  demand 
an  ondenominational  school ;    and   this 
dimination  of  the  attendance  would,  by 
altering  the  size  of  many  of  the  schools, 
increase  the  rate  of   srant    under  the 
aeak,  whether  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
>^edale  were  applied  or  not.    For  these 
and  similar  reasons  the  average  figures 
above   given,    for    Jewish    and    Roman 
Catholic     schools,    are     no    more    than 
^^proximately  true,  even  given  the  large 
aMompCions  made  in  arriving  at  them. 
A*  regards  Church  of  England  school^, 
the  assumptions  referred  to  at  the  com- 
tsencement  of  my  reply  cannot  be  made  ; 
indeed,  the  policy  of  the  Government's 
educational   proposals   is   based    on    the 
opposite  assumptions,  viz.,  that  contrac^ 
is^T-oat  will  be  the  exception  and  not  the 
nJe  as  regards  Church  of  England  sohoolj^. 
Until  it  is  known  which  of  the  Church  of 
England   schools   will  contract  out,  and 
tbe   r^pcctive  sizes  of  the  Church    of 
Eai^ABd  oontracting-out  schools  are  thus 
known,  it  is  impossible  to  know  what 
will  be  the  scales  of  grant  in  each  case, 
and,  therefore,  impossible  to  make  even  an 
approochnate  estimate  as   to  either  the 
total    grant  or  the   arerage   grant    per 
child. 

Bxpe&ditiire  of  Local  Education 
Anthoritj. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Piesideat  of    the    Board    of    Education 

whether  He  will    grant    an    immediate 

Reram  showing,  for  tbe  veav  1 907-8  (or, 

f  that  be  impos^ib'e,   for  1906-7),  the 


average  sums  per  child  spent  by  local 
authorities  as  set  forth  for  former  years 
in  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  Education  Rates,  1907, 
pages  5  and  136-167  (Cd.  2213,  of 
1907). 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  arranged 
yesterday  that  there  should  be  avail£u[)le 
Uwlay  in  the  Votes  Office  copies  of  a 
statement  showing  the  average  expendi- 
ture by  local  education  authorities  on 
the  maintenance  of  public  elementary 
schools,  obtained  from  the  financial  state- 
ments on  the  audited  accounts  of  the 
authorities.  This  gives  the  information 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member  in  a  better 
shape  than  that  which  he  suggests. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE :  Will  it  be  for 
1907-8  or  for  1906-7  1 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  say. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
Is  it  available  now  1 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  It  ought  to  be. 

Swansea  Education  Dispute. 
Lord  R.  CECIL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
what  decision  he  has  arrived  at  with 
respect  to  the  teachers  in  voluntary 
schools  at  Swansea. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  have  to^lay 
received  legal  advice,  which  is  under  my 
consideration.  The  R'^port  of  the  Public 
Inquiry  will  be  deposited  in  accordance 
with  Section  73  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1870. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  Will  it  be  pubhshed  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  It  will  be  made 
available  for  the  noble  Lord. 

Edacation  BUI-'*  Children  in 
Attendance" 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  the  expression  **  chil- 
dren in  attendance  "  in  Clause  3,  subsec- 
tion (3),  and  in  the  First  Schedule  of  tbe 
Elementary  Education  ^England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill  is  to  be  taken  to 
mean  the  average  attendance  or  the 
number  entered  on  ihe  school  rolls. 
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Mr.  TKEVELYAN  :  It  \%  intended 
that  the  basis  should  be  as  nearly  as 
poasible  the  number  of  children  who 
actually  attend  the  school  day  by  day, 
using  as  few  artificial  or  estimated  figures 
as  may  be  practicable.  For  this  reason 
my  right  hon.  friend  has  not  inserted 
in  the  Bill  the  particular  method  of 
calculating  average  attendance  now 
in  vogue,  which  is  artificial.  If  no 
better  basis  of  calculation  is  found  to  be 
practicable,  the  present  basis  will  of 
course  be  adhered  to;  but  my  right 
hon.  friend  is  hopeful  that  some  more 
satisfactory  method  may  be  evolved,  both 
for  this,  and  for  other  purposes  of 
administering  the  Qrants. 

Parents   and  Seligions  Instruction  in 

Schools. 

Mr.    RAMSAY    MACDONALD :     I 

beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  the  Board  has  yet 
considered  in  what  form  parents  are  to 
express  a  desire  under  the  Elementary 
Education  (England  and  Wales^  (No.  2) 
Bill  that  their  children  shoula  receive 
religious  or  denominational  instruction  in 
public  schoools ;  and  whether  the  regula- 
tions provide  for  in  Section  2,  subsection 
(5)  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  the  vote  upon  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  is  t-^ken. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Answer  which  my 
right  hon.  friend  gave  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
yesterday,  which  was  circulated  with 
the  Votes  this  morning. 

Biver  Tweed  Salmon  Fisheries. 

SirJ.  JARDISE  (Roxburghshire):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any  of  the  rights  of  the  Crown 
to  salmon  fisheries  in  the  River  Tweed 
near  Neidpath,  and  adjacent  reaches  of 
the  river  in  Peeblesshire,  have  been 
alienated  or  demised  to  private  in- 
dividuals; and,  if  so,  for  what  term  of 
years  and  at  what  rent. 

The  FINAX(aAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hobho  jsb.  Bris.ol, 
E ) :  The  Answer  is  in  the  negative.  I 
have  requested  the  Commissioners  of 
AVood  and  Forests  to  enter  into  negotia 
tions  with  the  town  council  of  Peebles 
with  a  view   to  that  body  leasing  the 


fishing  in  the  part  of  the  Tweed  referrwl 
ta 

Sir  J.  JARDINE:  Have  no  leases 
been  granted  by  the  Crown  1 

♦Mr.  HOBHOUSE:  This  matter  has 
been  under  my  very  careful  consideration 
and  investigation.  There  has  been  no 
lease  of  any  property  rights,  so  far  as 
I  can  ascertain,  to  any  riparian  owner  on 
the  Tweed.  The  Crown  has  certain 
rights  which  it  is  essential  should  be 
maintained,  and  I  think  the  best  method 
of  preserving  them,  and  of  meeting 
public  sentiment  in  the  locality  referred 
to  above,  is  to  lease  them  to  town 
councils  and  other  public  bodies,  when 
these  will  pay  a  fair  rent 

Footand- Vouth  Disease. 
In  reply  to  a  Question  of  which  private 
notice  had  been  given  by  Mr.  Laurkmck 
Hardy  (Kent,  ^hford). 

The  treasurer  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, S.) :  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  up  to  now  have 
not  received  from  our  Ambassador  at 
Washington  information  of  any  freab 
outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth  disease  out- 
side the  prohibited  States.  I  may  also 
add  that  the  Federal  Government  have 
been  so  eood  as  to  inform  us  that  thev 
will  cable  us  if  the  outbreak  spreads 
outside  the  prohibited  States. 

Lansdowne  Estate,  ftueen*s  CoiiAty. 
Mr.  p.  MEEHAN  (Queen's  County^ 
Leix) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Daniel  WheUn,  a 
tenant  on  the  Lansdowne  estate  at  Luffga- 
curren,  Queen's  County,  was  evioted  in 
1888  from  Barrow  House  farm,  contaiaine 
182  acres,  and  that  Mr.  Whebns  stock 
and  crops  were  seized  on  and  sold  by 
the  landlord;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Whelan's  farm  is  at  present  ooooptod 
bv  a  planter  named  Henry  Hosie,  and 
that  Hosie  holds  584  acres ;  whether  the 
evicted  tenant's  grandson  and  sole  re- 
presentative has  applied  for  restoration 
to  his  grandfather's  farm;  whether  his 
claim  has  been  admitted  by  the  Estates 
Commissioners  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Commissioners  will  acquire  Bairow  Uonae 
farm  for  the  restoration  of  the 
tenant's  representative. 
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TittCHIBF  SECRET AEY  tor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRREfX,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
Estatefl  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
in  AD^ication  has  been  lodged  by 
Patnek  Kellj,  Daniel  Whelan's  son-in- 
Uw,  praying  that  his  son  John  Kelly 
my  he  reinstated  in  a  farm  from  which 
Dwiiel  Whelan  was  evicted  in  1887. 
Pitriek  Kelly  is  the  owner  of  200  acres 
of  land.  The  farm  in  question  has  since 
been  purchased  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Acts  and  is  in  the  occupation  of  a  tenant 
purchaser.  The  Estates  Ck)mmissioners 
(io  not  intand  to  take  any  action  in  the 

3lt.  P.,MEEH  AN  :  Did  not  the  grand- 
son of  the  evicted  tenant  claim  reinstate- 
ment, and  was  not  the  claim  rejected  on 
the  ground,  that  the  kinship  was  too 
remote  t 

Ml  BIBRELL  :  I  do  not  know  how 
that  may  be. 

Biver  Barrow  Floods. 
Mb.  p.  MEEHAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora-Lieutenant 
oi  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  for  the  last 
thirty  years  the  medical  and  sanitary 
o6m  within  the  flooded  area  of  the 
Bifsr  Barrow  have  declared  that 
pQlinonary  diseases,  consumption,  pneu- 
nonk,  and  typhus  fever,  which  were 
rife  in  their  districts,  were  caused  by  the 
umval  flooding  from  the  River  Barrow ; 
whether  he  is  aware  if  the  flooding  from 
tkii  rirer  is  becoming  more  widespread 
ud  destructive  every  year ;  whether  the 
tiorenmient  intend  to  take  any  steps  to 
c^  with  this  evil ;  whether  the  highest 
ncdictl  and  sanitary  authorities  nave 
decltred  that  the  effects  of  the  annual 
flooding  from  the  River  Barrow  is 
i^eitnietive  alike  of  the  health  and 
(voperty  of  the  people  and  a  breeding 
gnxind  for  tuberculosis;  and  whether 
«xpen  engineering  authority  has  declared 
thrt  it  is  imposmble  for  local  effort  to 
^Qocesfully  cope  with  the  evil 

Mr  BIRRELL:  I  regret  that  I  can 
»dd  nothing  to  my  replies  to  previous 
^^towtioQs  on  this  subject,  in  which  I 
•^^ted  that  having  regard  to  the  many 
?^^  projects  now  afoot  for  expenditure 
io  Ireland,  the  Gk)vernment  could  hold 
out  no  present  hope  of  obtaining  a  §rant 
^  Parliament  for  the  drainage  of  the 


firearm  Outrages  in  Ireland. 
M-t,  LONSJALE  (Annagh,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Lreland  what  was  the 
number  of  crimes  classified  as  agrarian 
and  non  agrarian  respectively  under  each 
of  the  headings,  firing  at  the  person  and 
firing  into  dwellings,  for  the  period  of 
ten  months  ended  31st  October,  1908. 

Mr.  BIRRKLL:  During  the  ten 
months  ended  31st  October  last,  the 
numbers  of  crimes  classified  as  agrarian 
and  non-agrarian  under  each  of  the  head- 
ings mentioned  were  as  follows  : — Firing 
at  the  person — agrarian  eleven,  non- 
agrarian  twenty-three;  firing  into 
dwellings — agrarian  sixty,  non-agrarian 
nineteen. 

Mr.  BBLLOC  (Salf<  rd,  S.) :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  non-agrarian  crimes  are 
lower  in  proportion  to  population  than  is 
the  case  with  any  other  population  in 
Europe? 

Mr  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.):  And 
did  not  most  of  the  twenty-three  non- 
agrarian  cases  occur  in  Ulster  1 

♦Ma.  P.  MEEHAN:  And  in  the  tot:.l 
is  there  included  the  cases  of  four 
armed  emergency  men  who  fired  on  and 
wounded  two  Catholic  peasants  on  the 
2nd  May  last  at  Abbeyleix,  Queen's 
County  ] 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  was  the  number  of  out- 
rages in  Ireland  recorded  as  agrarian  and 
non-agrarian,  respectively,  in  which  fire- 
arms were  used,  during  the  periods  of 
ten  months  ended  31st  October,  1906> 
1907,  and  1908,  respectively. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  During  the  ten 
months  ended  '3l8t  October  in  each  of 
the  years  mentioned,  the  numbers  of 
indictable  offences  in  which  firearms  were 
used  in  Ireland  were  as  follows  : — 1906, 
agrarian  twenty,  non-agrarian  thirty- 
four;  1907,  agrarian  fifty-one,  non- 
agrarian  forty-seven  ;  1908,  agrarian  120, 
non-agrarian  fifty-seven. 

Persons  under  Police  Protection. 

Mr  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  number  of 
persons  receiving  constant  police  protec- 
tion and  protection  by  patrols  throughout 
Ireland  on  the  31st  October,  1908. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Inspector-General 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  informs 
me  that  on  the  31st  October  last  seventy- 
fix  persons  were  under  constant  police 
protection  and  251  under  protection  by 
patrols. 

Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
And  how  many  of  these  qualified  for 
police  protection  in  order  to  supply  hon. 
Oeiitleman  above  the  gangway  with 
material  for  Questions  and  to  enable  Lord 
Ashtown  to  keep  up  his  list  of  Irish 
grievances  1 

{No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Boycotting  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  cases  and  of  persons  boycotted 
in  Ireland  on  the  30th  September  and 
the  31  St  October,  1908,  in  the  same  form 
in  which  the  information  was  given  in 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  89,  of  last 
Session. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  will,  with  the  hon. 
Member's  pel-mission,  publish  with  to- 
night's Votes  a  tabular  statement  giving 
the  required  information. 

Agrarian  Outrages. 
Mr.  BARRIE  (Londonderry,  N.) :  I 
teg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieuterfant  of  Ireland  what  was  the 
number  of  agrarian  outrages  reported  to 
the  Inspector-General  in  the  years  1906 
and  1907,  and  in  the  period  of  ten  months 
onded  31st  October,  1908. 

Mr.     BIRRELL:    The    number    of 
agrarian  offences  reported  was : — 234  in 
1906,  372  in  1907,  and  489  in  the  ten 
months  ended  3l8t  October,  1908. 

Mr.  BARRIE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
iSecretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  number  of 
persons  who  were  arrested  for  agrarian 
oflences  during  the  past  twelve  months, 
-and  brought  before  a  single  resident 
magistrate  out  of  petty  sessions  with  a 
view  to  their  being  bound  over  to  future 


food     behaviour     under    the     Act   of 
Idward  III. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  It  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  give  this  information  trithoat 
making  inquiries  in  every  petty  seeiioni 
district  throughout  the  country,  and  this 
would  take  some  time. 

Irish  Nationalist  New^pen. 
Mr.  BARRIE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  names  of  the 
newspapers  the  proprietors  of  which  have 
been  warned  agiEunst  the  publication  of 
resolutions  of  United  Irish  League 
branches  of  an  intimidatory  and  illegal 
character. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  do  not  think  that 
any  good  purpose  would  be  served  by 
giving  a  list  oi  these  newspapers. 

Mr.  BARRIE  :  Is  not  this  Question  of 
sufficient  public  importance  for  the  reply 
to  be  given  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  think  the  less  said 
the  better. 

Mr.  BARRIE:  What  has  been  the 
result  of  the  friendly  notice  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Knockmay  Alleged  Outraf  e. 
Mr.  p.  MEEHAN  :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-LieutensnC 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  if  District 
Inspector  Irwin,  Head  Constable  Mar- 
nane,  and  Sergeant  Monaghan,  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  Maryborough, 
Queen^s  County,  have  been  censured  in 
connection  with  an  alleged  burning  out- 
rage at  Knockmay,  Queen's  Count v ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  claim  ^or 
malicious  injury  was  made  in  connection 
with  this  burning,  and  investigated  at 
Maryborough  Quarter  Sessions,  on  the 
17th  October  last,  before  Judge  FitzgeraW, 
and  that  the  claim  w:is  dismissed  with 
costs ;  and  can  he  say  what  was  the 
offence  for  which  District  Inspector 
Irwin,  Head  Constable  Mamane,  and 
Sergeant  Monaghan  were  censured. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
information  of  the  burning  at  Knockmay. 
Queen's  Countj^  was  given  to  Sergeant 
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MoiMtt[faan  at  3.30  p.m.  on  the  20th  July 
Ittt  by  a  youth,  named  Thompson ; 
vhethi^  Sergeant  Monaghan  immediately 
refiDitad  the  matter  to  ^e  head  constable 
ad  district  inspector ;  whether  the 
offictft  visited  the  land  where  the  burning 
took  place  the  same  evening,  and  Sergeant 
Mom^gban  discovered  thai  the  burning 
Tis  incidentally  caused  by  children  living 
in  an  adjaoent  cottage,  the  eldest  of  whom 
only  five  years  old  ;  whether  evidence 
obtained  that  Thompson's  information 
VM  deliberately  concocted ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  in  view  of  this  fact  and  of 
kia  knowledge  of  Thompson's  previous 
cknurter,  he  will  explain  why  County 
la^MCtor  Tweedy  ordered  his  evidence  to 
be  acted  on,  and  warrants  to  be  obtained 
for  the  arrest  of  three  men  who  had  been 
naaied  by  Thompson  as  having  caused 
ihe  baming;  ana  will  he  exphin  why 
Cooaty  Inspector  Tweedy  has  been  pro- 
moted to  the  county  inspectorship  of 
Qoeen's  County. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord- Lieu  tenant  of  Ireland  whether 
ib  is  aware  that  Sergeant  Monaghan, 
Bojal  Irish  Constabulary,  had  thirteen 
jean  service  at  the  county  headquarters 
statioD  at  Maryborough,  Queen's  County ; 
that  be  was  frequently  complimented  by 
tbe  bench  for  the  able  and  efficient  dis- 
charge of  his  duties ;  and  that  he  had 
been  recommended  for  promotion  by  two 
former  ooonty  inspectors;  and  will  he 
explain  why  this  officer  has  been  trans- 
mnd  under  censure  to  one  of  the  most 
Boimportant  stations  in  the  county, 
vfaare  he  has  to  live  apart  from  his  wife 
udcbikiren. 

Ma.  BIRRELL:  The  district  in- 
ipeetor,  head  constable,  and  sergeant, 
we  admonished  by  the  Inspector- 
Geoeral  for  neglect  of  duty  in  not  taking 
fofieiently  prompt  step  to  investigate 
a  eaae  of  alleged  mahcious  burning  of 
ftnw  at  Knockmay.  The  fact  that  a 
daim  for  compensation  was  subsequently 
diniflaed  with  costs  does  not  in  any  way 
oonerate  these  police  officers.  .  .The 
iergeant  was  subsequently  transferred 
froBi  Maryborough  to  Castletown  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  service  and  not  as 
a  puniabnent.  Upon  his  own  application 
heianow  to  be  transferred  to  Mountrath, 
vbere  there  is  better  accommodation  for 
Ui  bmily.  As  proceedings  are  pending 
^siaat  Joseph   Thompson   for  perjury 


in  connection  with  the  case  of  alleged 
malicious  burning,  it  is  not  desirable  to 
enter  into  further  particulars  of  the 
matter.  Mr.  Tweedy  was  promoted  to 
rank  of  county  inspector  as  being  the 
senior  officer  fully  qualified  for  promotion. 

♦Mr.  p.  MEEHAN  asked  ifjthis  county 
inspector  was  examined  at  the  inquiry 
into  the  Glenaheary  outrage  in  support 
of  Lord  Ashtown  ;  was  it  for  this  he  was 
promoted  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.)  asked 
if  he  was  the  man  who  eight  years  since 
was  associated  at  Milltown  Malbay  with 
the  notorious  Sergeant  Sheridan  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  do  not  know. 


Drainage  of  the  Barrow. 
Mr.  p.  MEEHAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the  num- 
ber of  unemployed  in  Ireland,  any 
portion  of  the  funds  voted  by  Parliament 
for  the  unemployed  will  be  made 
available  for  Irehmd;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  urgency  of  the  drainage  of 
the  River  Barrow,  he  will  recommend 
some  portion  of  the  money  to  be  ex- 
pended in  carrying  out  the  partial 
drainage  works  recommended  by  the 
drainage  committee  and  approved  of  by 
the  county  engineers  of  Eildai*e  and 
Queen's  County. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  A  portion  of  the  fund 
voted  by  Parliament  for  the  unemployed 
has  already  been  made  available  for 
Dublin  and  Belfast,  and  applications  fromi 
other  towns  are  under  consideration.  As- 
I  have  already  stated,  the  object  of  the 
grant  is  to  supplement  local  contributiona 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  providing  em- 
ployment in  those  districts  in  which,, 
owing  to  severe  trade  depression 
temporarily  affecting  local  industries,  the 
able-bodied  working  men  have  found 
themselves  suddenly  deprived,  wholly  or 
in  part,  of  their  usiml  means  of  earning 
a  livelihood.  It  would  not  be  possible 
to  make  grants  to  rural  districts  in  which 
there  is  only  the  dearth  of  work  amon^ 
agricultural  labourers  usual  at  this  period 
of  the  year. 
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Armagli  Labourers  Cottage  So&eme. 

Mr.  McKILLOP  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
John  Moore  and  other  labourers  in  the 
Armagh  rural  district  apjrfied  for 
labourers'  cottages  to  the  Armagh  Rural 
District  Council;  that  their  first  appli- 
cation was  declared  informal  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  inspector,  who 
recommended  them  to  make  fre^h 
applications,  and  that  these  fresh  ap- 
plications were  rejected  by  this  council ; 
what  steps  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  take  to  have  the  recommendation 
of  their  inspector  carried  out;  and 
whether  this  council,  for  a  number  of 
years  past,  has  refused  to  put  the 
Labourers  Act  into  force  or  to  use  the 
money  grant  given  to  them  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  applications  of 
John  Moore  and  some  other  labourers 
were  rejected  by  the  district  council, 
And  were  therefore  not  included  in  the 
scheme  which  they  submitted  in  April 
last.  The  council  subsequently  recon- 
sidered their  decision,  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  inspector, 
and  allowed  Moore  and  thirteen  other 
labourers  to  send  in  fresh  representations. 
Nine  of  these  fourteen  applications,  in- 
cluding Moore's,  have  now  been  approved. 
Ninety  cottages  have  already  been 
authorised  in  this  rural  district. 

Morrogh  Bernard  Evicted  Tenant. 

Mr.  J.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  why 
the  Estates  Commissioners  have  not  paid 
the  grant  promised  by  numerous  in- 
spectors during  the  last  year  and  a  half 
to  Mr.  Morty  Buckley,  evicted  tenant  on 
the  Morrogh  Bernard  estate,  county 
Kerry ;  and  if  he  can  now  state  the  cause 
of  delay. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  Morty  Buckley 
has  declined  to  proceed  with  the  purchase 
of  a  farm,  which  he  agreed  to  purchase 
from  the  owner,  unless  the  owner  also 
sells  him  another  farm.  The  Com- 
missioners are  not  prepared  to  make 
Buckley  any  advance  for  the  purchase  of 
the  latter  farm,  and  will  not  make  him 


any  grant  in  respect  of  the  first-mentioned 
farm  until  they  are  satisfied  that  he 
intends  to  work  it.     • 

Lord  Xenmare's  Estate. 
Mr.  J.  MURPHY :  I  bee  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  ascertain  from  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  the  exact  cause 
why  they  have  failed  to  make  any  effort 
to  purchase  the  congested  portions  of 
Lord  Ken  mare's  estate,  county  Kerry, 
whereas  they  are  at  present  engaged  in 
negotiating  for  the  purchase  of  Lord 
Ventry*s  estate  in  the  same  county, 
thougn  Lord  Kenmare's  estate  was  fint 
offered  to  them. 

Mr.  BfRRELL :  The  terms  on  which 
the  congested  portion  of  Lord  Kenmare*s 
estate  was  offered  r^  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  were  not  such  as  they 
could  have  accepted,  even  had  money 
been  available  for  the  purchase.  Until 
pending  legislation  has  been  passed,  the 
state  of  the  Board's  funds  will  not 
permit  of  their  purchasing  any  estates 
beyond  those  for  which  they  are  already 
in  negotiation.  They  have  been  in 
negotiation  for  the  Ventry  estate  for  the 
past  twelve  months. 

Mr.  BELLOC  :  Is  that  the  main  cause 
or  the  only  cause  just  now  1 

Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork): 
The  main  cause  is  the  absence  of  money. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  With  regard  to  the 
Kenmare  estate  I  may  say  that  the  t^nos 
under  which  it  was  suggested  that  the 
tenants  should  be  put  into  possession  of 
the  holdings  were  such  that  the  Board 
could  not  possibly  accept  them. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (KUdare,  S.):  Is  ni>t 
the  absence  of  money  due  largely  to  the 
enormous  inflation  of  prices  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  J.  MURPHY  inmiirod  whether 
the  reason  the  Congested  DiscrictA  Board 
did  not  purchase  was  not  simplv  bocauiw 
the  vendors  wanted  to  fix  the  prices 
themselves  ] 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  have  given  the  one 
reason  for  their  action,  and  I  have  nothing 
to  add. 
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Mr.  J.  MURPHY:  My  reason  is  the 

CUf  I6Cl>  OQeL 

Maeroom  Labourer's  Cottage. 
Mr.  SHBGHAN  (Cork  County,  Mid) : 
I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
LontLieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a 
report  has  yet  been  received  as  to  the 
ypQftmds  CD  which  the  application  of 
Wiffiam  Sheehan,  Ballymakeera,  in  the 
Maeroom  rural  district,  for  a  labourer's 
cottage  was  repealed  by  the  County  Court 
Jodgo  after  having  been  passed  by  the 
Loeal  GoTemment  Board  inspector; 
wliether  he  is  aware  that  the  present 
•J  stem  of  appeal  is  causing  dissatisfaction 
amongst  the  labourers;  whether  com- 
plaints to  this  effect  have  been  already 
brought  under  his  notice;    and  will  he 

what  steps  he  intends  to  take  in  the 


I  bee  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
Ifte  can  state  the  grounds  on  which  John 
Cottar  had  his  application  for  a  cottage 
in  the  Maeroom  rural  district  rejected  on 
afipeal  by  the  County  Court  Judge ; 
5^ether  he  is  aware  that  the  petitioner, 
Marj  Scriven,  in  addition  to  holding 
thirty  acres  of  land,  was  also  proved  to 
be  a  postmistress  and  owner  of  a  number 
of  hooses,  and  therefore  would  not  suffer 
excessively  by  an  allotment  being  taken 
out  of  her  farm,  and  that  the  ap})licant 
proved  that  the  house  in  which  he  lived 
was  built  against  a  sand-bank,  was  unfit 
£ot  habitation,  and  was  the  abode  of 
aoails ;  and,  seeing  that  the  County  Court 
Jodge  suggested  that  Cottar  mi^ht  be 
^iven  a  haJ^acre  plot,  will  he  explain  why 
bis  claim  was  rejected,  and  why  he  and  an 
jgad  ^her  and  mother  were  condemned 
to  remain  in  their  present  miserable 
dwelling-place ;  and  can  anything  be  now 
d<aie  to  provide  him  with  a  cottage  and 
plot  of  land. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  can  state  the  grounds  on 
which  the  County  Court  Judge  refused  the 
application  of  Patrick  Twohig  for  a 
cottage  and  plot  of  land  on  the  holding 
of  John  Delece,  at  Carrigleigh,  in  the 
Maeroom  rural  district;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  evidence 
apoo  which  the  claim  of  this  man  to  a 
b^ter  dwelHng  was  sustained  before  the 
ingpoctoT  of  the  Local  Government  Board 


and  the  County  Court  Judge  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  it  was  proved  by  the 
engineer  of  the  district  council  thieit  the 
petitioner  had  a  sufficiency  of  arable  land 
out  of  which  to  grant  an  allotment  for  a 
labours ;  and  what  steps,  if  any,  will  be 
taken  to  provide  Twohig  with  a  suitable 
dwelling. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  information  as  to 
the  proceedings  in  the  County  Court  on 
the  hearing  of  the  appeals  in  these  three 
cases,  nor  have  they  any  authority  to  in- 
quire as  to  the  grounds  of  the  decisions 
of  the  County  Court  Judge.  His  decision 
on  an  appeal  under  the  Labourers  Acts 
is  final,  and  a  labourer  whose  application 
is  disallowed  can  onljr  apply  once  more 
to  the  district  council  with  a  view  to 
being  provided  with  a  cottage  under  a 
new  scheme. 

Valentia  Island  Coastguard  Station. 

Mr.  BOLA.ND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  which  Coastguard  stations  it  is 
proposed  to  abolish  between  Valentia 
Island  and  Bantry  Bay ;  and  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  leave  forty  miles  of  coast- 
line, which  is  the  first  land  reached  by 
ships  crossing  the  Atlantic  without  a  life- 
saving  station. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  understand  that 
I  under  the  arrangement  announced  last 
spring  it  is  proposed  to  close  during  the 
next  few  months  the  redundant  coast- 
guard   stations    at    Ballinskelligs    and 
Ballycrovane,  and  that  pending  the  con- 
j'sideration  of  the  general  policy  relating 
to  the  Coastguard  no  action  will  be  taken 
'  in  regard  to  closing  any  other  Coastguard 
'  stations  between  Valentia    Island    and 
'  Bantry    Bay.     It    is    not    proposed    to 
,  abolish  any  life-saving  station  between 
<  the  points  mentioned. 

I  Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  Is  it  within 
!  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  knowledge 
I  that  within  the  past  two  months  the 
I  Coastguard|by  descending  a  cliff  some  400 
!  feet  rescued  the  crew  of  a  shipwrecked 
Russian  vessel  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  JOYCE :  Then  that  should  be  a 
reason  for  not  abolishing  this  station. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire, K)  asked  when  the  Hoose 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  terms  of 
the  guillotine  Resolution  for  future  stages 
of  the  Education  Bill;  and  also  what 
would  be  the  business  for  Monday  and 
Tuesday  next. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
ASQUITH,  Fifeshire,  E.):  The  Answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Question  is,  To-morrow. 
The  Committee  stage  of  the  Education 
Bill  will  be  taken  on  Monday  and 
Tuesday. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider 
the  great  inconvenience  that  will  follow 
from  proceeding  so  quickly  with  a  Bill 
with  the  provisions  of  which  we  have 
only  just  been  made  acquainted  1  Does 
he  not  think  that  the  cause  of  con- 
ciliation would  be  better  served  by 
giving  a  little  more  time  for  considera- 
tion and  for  communication  between  the 
parties  interested  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  do  not  think  so. 
I  have  followed  the  matter  very  carefully 
indeed,  with  the  anxious  desire — no  one 
is  more  interested  in  it  than  I  am — 
for  general  conciliation  and  agreement. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  asked  what  time 
would  be  available  for  hon.  Members 
interested  to  put  down  Amendments  for 
the  Committee  stage.  How  could  they 
in  so  short  a  time  give  proper  considera- 
tion to  the  Bill?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  hoped  that  this  was  to 
be  in  any  degree  a  settlement  of  this 
question  he  ought  to  treat  the  House 
with  something  like  decent  courtesy  and 
respect. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  : 
I  also  should  like  to  point  out  how  verr 
inconvenient  it  will  be  to  discuss  Amena- 
ments  without  proper  notice.  I  wish 
further  to  ask  when  we  shall  have  in  our 
hands  the  financial  statement  promised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

"  Mr.  ASQLITH :  It  is  already  in  the 
Vote  OflSce. 


Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  whether 
it  would  not  meet  the  convenience  of  the 
House  if  the  Ck)al  Mines  (Eight  Hours) 
Bill  were  taken  on  Monday,  so  as  to 
give  proper  time  for  the  consideratioa  oi 
Amendments  to  the  Education  Bill 

Mr.  A-QUITH  :  We  hope  to  take 
that  Bill  to-morrow  evening.  I  think 
there  will  be  ample  time  to  hand  in 
Amendments  to-morrow  and  Friday. 

Lord  R  CECIL :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  precedent  whatever 
for  the  treatment  of  a  first-class  Gh>vem- 
ment  measure  in  the  way  in  which  it 
is  proposed  to  treat  this  measure  t 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  It  is  reaUy  an 
unprecedented  measure. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  OBRIEN  (Cork): 
Why  not  take  the  Second  Reaaing  of 
the  Irish  Land  Bill  on  Mondav  t 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 


CRIMINAL  APPEAL  (AMENDMENT) 
BILL  [Lords]. 

Reported,  without  Amendment,  from 
Standing  Ommittee  A. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  336.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed.  [Xa 
336.] 

Bill  (not  amended)  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  To-morrow. 


WHITE  PHOSPHORUS  MATCHES 
PROHIBITION  BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from 
Standing  Committee  A. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  pnnted.    [No.  337.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed,  PNa 
337.]  *- 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing 
Committee),  to  be  taken  into  oonsideni- 
tion  To-morrow,  and  to  be  printed.  [  Bill 
383.] 
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POISONS  AND  PHARMACY  BILL 

[LOBDS]. 

the  first  time;    to  be  read  a 


time    Tomorroir,    and    to    be 
[BiU  S84.] 


SELSCTfON  (STANDING  COMMIXrEES). 

Sir  William  BRAMProN  Gurdon 
from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
That  they  had  discharged  the 
ioUowing  Member  from  Standing  Com- 
onttee  B  (in  respect  of  the  Housing, 
Town  Pfaiiming,  etc,  Bill) :  Mr.  Curran ; 
jmd  had  appointed  in  substitution  (in 
cvspect  of  the  said  Bill):  Mr.  Thomas 
Frederick  Richards. 

Seport  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


ARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Thi  president  of  the  BOARD 
EDUCATION     (Mr.     Runoiman, 
Dewsbury):    The    Prime    Minister    has 
dreadr  stated  that  the  Bill,  the  Second 
Beading  of  which  I  am  now  about   to 
ncyre,  is  an  unprecedented  measure.     Its 
genesis  is  peculiar  to  itself,  and  I  freely 
admit  that  it  is  open  to  hon.  (Gentlemen 
oppoote  and  to  others  in   the  country 
lo  lay  that  it  is  not  our  first  attempt 
to    deal  with    the    education    problem. 
Edncatkm  Bills  in  the  past  have  been 
iDtroioced,  and  have  not  gone  through. 
We  are  not  peculiar  in  being  open  to 
tbe  diarge  that  our  proposals  have  not 
bean  carried  into  effect.     But  my  prede- 
LWiiwi  who  have  had  charge  of  previous 
BOb  Hved  in  much  stormier  times  than 
thoto ;  and  I  am  glad  to  think  that  the 
diftcaltiee  which   faced  my  right  hon. 
friflCkd  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
«ad  my  right  hon.  friend  the  First  Lord 
cl  the  Admiralty  have  not  surrounded 
■e.    When  I  came  into  office  I  already 
foand    that    the    atmosphere  was    con- 
siderably altered.     Not  that  both  sides 
did  not  cHng  just  as  tenaciously  as  before 
10  tbeir  principles,  but  there  appeared 
to  me  to  De  a  ereater  readiness  on  the 
put  of  both  sides  to  understand^  or  to 
g^^^.tjA  to  understand,  the  principles  of 
^eir  oopofaentA,  and  greater  eagerness 
to  ftnci    methods    upon  which  to  base 
qiotpronuse  without  sacrifice  of  principle. 
It  was  <mly  possible  by  the  exercise  of 
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mutual  forbearance  and  respect  to  reach 
the  present  stage  in  this  controversy, 
and  now  I  hope  we  have  arrived  at  the 
stage  when  we  can  secure  a  settlement 
by  mutual    conce3sion8.     I    admit  that 
much  was  to  be  conceded  on  both  sides, 
and  in  order  to  ascertain  with  clearness 
the    course    which    I    should    pursue  I 
indulged  in  pourparlers  which  were  quite 
informal,  and  I  had  conferences  wh'ch 
lasted  over    many  months.    After    all, 
the  culpability  of  a  navigator  is  not  in 
foundering  on  rocks  which  he  does  not 
see,  but  in  going  to  sea  without  a  chart. 
I  endeavoured  to  find  out  where  most 
of  the  rocks  lay.     In  the  course  of  these 
proceedings  I    found   myself    easily  in 
touch  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and    also,   for  a  short    time,  with  the 
Archbishop  of  Westminster  as  the  head 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  England. 
I  did  not  need  to  inquire  what  was  the 
Nonconformist     view,    for    that    came 
naturally  to  me,  but  I  have  not  acted 
without  Nonconformist  support,   and  I 
am  very  glad  to  think  that  in  the  very 
long  list  of    those   who  are  informing 
Professor  Sadler    that    they    favour    a 
settlement  of  this  controversy  by  agree- 
ment nearly  all  the  principal  leaders  of 
Nonconformity  have  sent  in  their  names. 
Throughout  these  controversies  I  have 
endeavoured  to  put  myself  in  the  posi- 
tion pirtly  of  an  arbitrator,  and  partly 
of   an  honest  broker.     The  Hou^e  will 
find  in  this  Bill  the  result  of  our  labours. 
It  was  quite  clear  from  the  first  that  the 
Church  of  England  regarded  herself — and 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  as  well — ^as 
the  trustee  of  a  particular  ideal  of  religious 
education.     They  felt  it  was  their  duty 
to  instil  denominational  doctrine  into  their 
children  in   the   day  schools,  and   they 
were  well  entrenched  in  something  like 
1 1,000  scboo's.     They  were,  on  the  other 
hand,  unable  to  get  access  to  their  own 
children  in  the  council  schools.     On  the 
other    side,    the    Noncomformists    held 
strongly  that  rates  could  only  be  applied 
to  educational,  as  distinct  from  scctao:  n, 
objects.    They  thought  that  t'le  attach- 
ment   of    the    child    to    any   particular 
denomination    was    outside    the    proper 
sphere  of  State  action,  and  therefore  it 
followed  that  they  objected   to  rate  aid 
for  denominational  teaching,  and  to  the 
sjstem    by  which,    though    the    whole 
salary  of  the  teacher  was  provided  oat  of 
public  funds,   special  opportunities  and 
posts    in    denominational    schooh    were 
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reserved  for  teachers  of  two  or  three 
denominations.  They  felt  that  the  rate- 
aided  denominational  schools  ought  to  be 
under  public  control,  but  they  rejoiced  at 
the  same  time  that  about  9,000  council 
schools  were  absolutely  free  from  all 
denominational  influence.  And  these, 
happily,  were  steadily  increasing  in 
number.  To  many  people  it  seemed  that 
the  future  was  in  their  hands,  and  we 
were  urged  on  many  sides  to  leave  things 
as  they  are.  Well,  I  do  not  like  trusting 
to  a  remote  and  uncertain  future.  At 
the  best  we  have  not  many  years  during 
which  we  could  sit  in  this  House  and  be 
responsible  for  the  elementary  education 
of  this  country.  For  how  long  were  we 
to  wait  1  After  al],  during  the  time 
that  we  were  waiting,  the  attention  of 
the  public  was  diverted  from  the  real  edu- 
cational needs  of  the  country.  Admini- 
strators' time  and  attention  was  wasted. 
Educational  reforms  were  delayed,  and 
the  children  in  our  schoob  consequently 
suffered,  and  there  was  everjrwhere  an 
increasing  sense  of  shame  among  religious 
men  that  the  cause  of  religion  should  be 
the  severest  handicap  which  English 
education  had  to  face.  Forty  years,  it  is 
said,  would  themselves  solve  these  prob- 
lems, but  we  had  in  the  meantime  a 
miserable  prospect  before  us.  There 
would  be  perenni&l  campaigning,  a  never- 
ending  war,  and  the  swashbucklers  on 
lK)th  sides  would  be  those  who  enjoyed 
themselves  most.  But,  to  tell  the  truth, 
the  British  people  were  thoroughly  sick 
of  this  unending  strife.  Fortunately  we 
found  that  there  were  some  underlying 

r>ints  on  which  both  sides  were  agreed, 
think  there  was  a  fairly  general  agree- 
ment that  we  ought,  if  we  could,  to  avoid 
purely  secular  education.  I  know  there 
was  a  very  strong  feeling  in  favour  of  it, 
but  the  feeling  against  it  was  so  over- 
whelming and  prompted  by  such  deep 
feeling  that  I  think  that  the  secular 
solution  could  not  be  generally  acceptable, 
and  certainly  could  not  provide  a  perma- 
nent settlement.  And  1  think  there  was 
a  more  general  recofl;nition  of  the  value 
of  simple  teaching  from  the  Bible,  and 
there  was  also  a  feeling  that  if  our  prin- 
ciples could  be  safeguarded,  our  differences 
might  be  adjusted.  During  the  last  few 
months  I,  of  course,  have  received  much 
advice.  Every  poet  brings  at  least  half 
a  dozen  absolutely  water-tight  solutions 
of  the  education  problem,  and  now  every 
post  brings  me  objections  to  larger  or 
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smaller  details  of  the  present  nropo^. 
Well,  I  think  we  must  say  frankly  that 
the  proposals  now  before  the  House  are 
not  the  Government's  ideal  terms,  they 
are  not  the  Koncomfor  mists'  ideal  terms, 
and  they  are  not  the  Church  and  Roman 
Catholic  ideal  terms,  but  if  thev  were  the 
ideal  terms  of  any  one  party,  tney  would 
not  then  embody  a  settlement.  These 
terms  have  been  arrived  at  slowly  by  eli* 
minatine  as  many  points  of  diifference 
as  possible,  rather  after  the  fashion 
as  they  say  in  Scotland  of  making 
married  life  comfortable  by  "makin* 
soople  i'  things  immaterial.''  WeJl» 
I  think  we  have  safeguarded  the 
main  principles  of  both  sides,  and  the 
leading  men  of  both  sides  are  pi  epared 
to  acquiesce  in  the  agreement.  The 
settlement  embodies  not  the  claim  i^  either 
side  thinks  itself  entitled  to  make,  but 
the  sacrifices  which  each  side  is  prepare  J 
to  assent  to  in  the  interests  of  educational 
and  religious  peace.  As  a  Grovemment 
we  could  not  be  parties  to  any  settlement 
which  would  have  involved  die  infringe 
ment  of  the  three  pledges  everyone  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  everyone 
below  the  gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  I  believe,  gave  to  his  con- 
stituents. In  the  first  place,  it  was 
necessary  we  should  secure  full  jpublic 
control  over  all  rate  aided  schools ; 
secondly,  that  denominational  teaching 
should  be  taken  off  the  rates;  and 
thirdly,  that  the  teaching  profession  in 
rate^ided  schools  should  be  open  to  men 
and  women  of  all  denominations  i)rovide<l 
they  were  capable  of  occupying  tlie  posts. 
We  think  that  we  have  succeeded  in 
arriving  at  terms  which  embody  every 
one  of  those  three  pledges.  They  have 
been  well  canvassed  in  the  Press  and  in 
papers  circulated  during  the  past  week, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  run 
through  them  in  detail.  But  1  wouiti 
say  this,  that  the  Bill  is  an  honest 
endeavour  to  embody  accurately  ai^d 
with  due  regard  to  administratis  f 
necessities  and  possibilities  the  agreed 
terms.  We  have  done  what  we  could  u^ 
safeguard  the  principles  of  all  parties 
concerned,  and  to  carry  out  the  proposals 
in  a  bona  fide  manner.  We  have  succeeded 
in  getting  a  number  of  purely  national 
conditions,  and  I  think  we  make  s 
considerable  gain  in  arriving  for  the 
first  time  at  something  in  the  nature  oi 
a  really  national  system.  Privately 
owned  schoob  in  the  future  will  lie  the 
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exception  and  not  the  rule.  All  rate- 
aided  schools  will  be  under  the  control  of 
the  local  education  authority.  Denomina- 
tional teaching  is  only  to  be  allowed  if 
paid  for  by  the  denomination  itself. 
There  is  to  be  no  test  for  any  teacher  in 
the  schools  under  the  national  system, 
and  we  have  preserved  throughout  the 
first  three-quarters  of  an  hour  of  the 
morning  meeting  that  Cowper- Temple 
teaching  which  the  experience  of  forty 
years  justifies.  There  need  be  no  mis- 
apprehension on  this  point ;  simple  Bible 
iofitruction  remains  the  normal  religious 
Lc^truction  in  the  rate-aided  schools. 
We  have  also  provided  that  there  shall  be 
oniversal  facilities  for  children  whose 
parents  express  a  desire  for  them  to  have 
ddoominational  teaching  on  two  mornings 
a  week.  In  single-school  parishes  the 
school  must  come  under  the  national 
ijitem,  and  the  education  authority  must 
pro^-ide  accommodation  for  every  child 
who  desires  it — that  is,  no  child  shall  be 
forced  into  a  denominational  school. 
Lastly,  in  all  provided  schools  there  will 
be  free  education  a  little  in  advance  of 
the  old  Free  Education  Act.  I  will  now 
proceed  to  deal  with  the  conditions  in  the 
Bill  covering  the  transfer  of  schools.  The 
Bill  provides  for  a  payment  in  every  case, 
and  in  the  case  of  a  compulsory  transfer 
gires  the  measure  of  that  pavment.  All 
privately  owned  schools  shall  be  passed 
or  transferred  by  agreement,  and  charit- 
able tmst  schools  may  be  transferred 
either  absolutely  or  they  may  be  trans- 
ferred with  the  user  remaining  with  the 
trusteeSj  or  they  may  pass  with  the  user 
to  the  local  education  authority.  In  other 
areas  all  schools  must  be  either  State- 
aided  schools  or  schools  transferred  by 
agreement,  or,  if  no  agreement  is  arriyed 
at,  then  there  mast  oe  adopted  one  of 
the  tbree  alternatives  I  have  just  de- 
Krib^  namely,  transferred  absolutely, 
or  with  user  to  owners,  or  user  to  the 
local  education  authority.  I  have  been 
a^ked  why  we  attach  a  scale  to  the  Bill. 
The  scale  provides  a  uniform  rate, 
except  in  a  number  of  combinations 
vhidi  can  be  found  from  the  scale.  It  is 
said  we  do  not  differentiate  enough,  and 
that  some  schools  cost  more,  some  less. 
We  must  take  the  country  as  a  whole. 
If  the  Church  gets  too  little  in  some 
p*ices  she  will  get  more  in  others.  A 
cue  is  put  to  me  to-day  in  the  Press  of 
a  school  which  coet  £18,000,  which  under 
this  Bin  will  be  transferred  for  £2,000. 


But  that  is  leaving  out  of  account  one  of 
the     most     important      considerations. 
We  must  remember  that  a  very  large 
part  of  the  purposes  of  the  trust  will 
have  to  be  carried  out  by  the  local  educa- 
tion  authority,  and    that  the  purchase 
money  therefore   represents  the  "other 
purposes"  of    the    trust.     We  have  to 
provide    for   the   payment   of    rent    in 
single-school  parishes  in  small  boroughs, 
and  in  large  urban  areas  on  a  basis  which 
will  give  a  substantial  sum  to  the  trustees 
of    those   schools.     Where  you   have  a 
country    school,   say,   for    100  children, 
transferred  only  with   the  user   to  tl^e 
local  education  authority,   the  trustees 
will   continue  to  repair  and  alter  that 
school,  and  the  rent  will  be  £7  lOs.  per 
annum.     But  if  the  education  authority 
takes  over  the  liability  to  repair  and 
alter,  then  the  rent  will  be  reduced  to 
£3  15s.     If  there  is  an  absolute  transfer 
the  rent  paid  will  be  £15  a  year,  and 
the   sale  value   of  £300.     In  a  county 
borough,  a  school  for  300  children,  if  the 
user  only  is  transferred  to  the  local  educa- 
tion authority,  the  rent  paid  will  be  £30  ; 
if  the  trustees  have  user  and  education 
authority  do  repairing,  the  rent  would 
be  £15 ;  but  if  an  absolute  transfer  the 
rent  will  be  £56  5s.,  or  on  a  sale  the 
price  £1,125.     A  lar^e  London  school 
for,  say,  800  children,  if  the  user  is  trans- 
ferred to  the  local  education  authority 
and  the  trustees  do  repairing,  the  rent 
will  bo  £100;  if  trustees  have  user  and 
education     authority     repair,    £50;    if 
transfer    absolute,   rent   £180,   or    sale 
value  £3,600.    If  the  trustees  think  the 
sale  value  too  low  they  could  resort  to 
one    of    the    alternatives,  and  transfer 
either  with  the  user  to  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  or  transfer  with  the  user 
to  themselves.     But  all  schools  are  to 
come  into   the  national  system  except 
schools  which    are  to   be  provided  for 
under  Clause  3.     I  now  pass  to  another 
and  the  most  contentious  part  of  the 
Bill,  which  is  that  relating  to  con  trac  ting- 
out.      I    admit  that  contracting  out   is 
most  objectionable  from  an  educational 
point  of  view.     We  intend  to  make  it 
the  exception  and  not  the  rule,  and  I 
believe    that   is    the    intention    of    the 
other  parties  to  this  agreement.     There 
was    no     possibility    of     arriving     at 
an  agreement  with  the  trq^ 
Roman  Catholic  scboolc(  a 
extreme  Church  of  l}r  " 
by   contracting-ou£,' 
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not  prepared  to  say  to  them,  "  You  must 
either  come  into  the  naional  system  or 
be  destroyed."  But  we  think  it  is  a 
great  pity  that  they  will  not  come  in 
without  this  provision.  Objectionable  as 
it  is,  I  think  that  many  trustees,  both 
Churchmen  and  Roman  Catholics,  for  the 
sake  of  their  convictions,  are  prepared 
to  take  upon  themselves  the  necessary 
financial  burden  in  order  to  retain  what 
they  conceive  their  greatest  pri^^lege. 
But  the  following  conditions  will  attach 
to  these  State-aided  schools  : — There 
must  be  none  in  single-school  parishes; 
they  must  have,  at  least,  thirtv  children  ; 
they  must  attain  equal  efficiency  with 
the  council  schools  in  staff,  premis'^s,  and 
in  secular  instruction ;  they  may  be  made 
homogeneous ;  they  must  belong  to  an 
association  of  a  denomination  for  England 
and  Wales,  only  one  association  for  each 
denomination ;  the  grant  to  be  calculated 
on  the  basis  of  scale ;  all  grants  to  be 
paid  to  the  association,  which  will  allocate 
the  grants  according  to  the  needs  of  the 
school  and  must  spend  all  grants  on 
maintenance;  and  they  must  remain 
technically  public  elementary  schools. 
The  children  in  these  contracting-out 
schools  shall  retain  the  advantage  of  such 
civic  services  as  medical  inspection,  and 
may  be  admitted  to  cookery  centres, 
handicrafts,  and  be  fed  under  the  Feeding 
of  Children  Act.  The  contracting-out 
schools  will  have  an  opportunity  of  add- 
ing to  their  income — by  pooling  the 
grants  or  by  charging  fees — a  right 
which  they  will  retain,  but  which  will, 
I  believe,  not  be  exercised  in  many  cases. 
But  where  advantage  is  taken  of  the 
right  to  charge  fees,  an  income  of  30s 
per  annum  per  child  can  be  raised,  which 
together  with  the  grant  of  £2  10s.  will 

f've  an  income  of  £4  per  child  per  year, 
come  now  to  the  Roman  Catholic  case. 
The  statement  has  been  made  that  under 
this  Bill  the  Catholic  schools  in  London 
will  cost  the  denomination  £35,000  extra 
in  London.  I  venture  to  challenge  that 
figure,  because  it  altogether  leaves  out  of 
the  case  the  pooling  arrangements  which 
are  made  in  the  Bill.  The  claim  is  also 
made  that  there  are  in  the  Catholic 
schools  something  like  300,000  children ; 
there  are  284,000  in  average  attendance, 
and  the  whole  of  these  childi*en  are  not 
all  Roman  Catholics  It  is  only  fair  to 
assume,  therefore,  that  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law  a  certain  number  of  children  now  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  schools  will  pass  out 
Mr.  RuHctmin, 


into  the  local  authorities  schools.  Many 
of  those  who  are  Protestant  children 
would  be  relieved  of  attendance  at 
Catholic  schools,  and  will  be  provided 
with  places  elsewhere.  In  that  case  we 
thougnt  it  only  right,  in  revising  the 
scale  of  grants  per  head  which  now 
appears  in  the  schedule,  that  we  should 
not  make  it  harder  owing  to  the 
reduction  of  the  number  of  children  in 
those  schools.  That  is  the  reason  why 
we  have  provided  a  scale  giving  a  higher 
grant  to  a  small  school  where  the  educa- 
tion is  dearer,  and  a  smaller  grant  to  a 
larger  school,  where  the  education  is 
cheaper.  If  we  compare  the  position  in 
England  with  the  position  in  Scotland, 
so  lar  as  Roman  Catholics  are  concerned, 
I  would  observ'e  that  the  claim  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  So  uh 
Kerry  in  this  House  during  the  last  few 
days,  with  regard  to  Catholic  schools  in 
Scotland,  was  that  there  should  be  an 
additional  grant  of  lOs.  per  child  over 
and  above  the  38s.  6d.  to  408.  which  n  w 
goes  to  the  contracted-out  schools  in 
Scotland.  That  would  Iring  the  figure? 
up  to  about  the  same  as  we  propo8e  in 
this  Bill.  I  observed  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  proposed  an  Amendment  lo 
the  Scottish  Bill  a  few  days  ago  stated 
that  he  would  be  satisfied  with  an  extra 
10s.,  in  other  words  he  would  be  satisfied 
with  50s.  in  Scotland,  where  education  is 
more  expensive  than  in  England.  There- 
fore, I  hope  they  will  see  their  way  to  be 
satisfied  with  50s.  more  or  less,  as  we 
provide  in  the  Bill.  The  Church  of 
England  case  is  even  stronger.  If  we 
take  it  for  granted  that  donors  in  re?»pect 
of  Church  of  England  education  in  the 
future  will  be  no  less  genorous  than  they 
had  been  in  the  past,  the  Church  of 
England  schools  would  l>e  provided  for  by 
voluntary  donations  on  the  same  scale 
varying  from  18s.  to  208.  according  to 
the  extent  to  which  contracting  out  i« 
taken  advantage  of.  Therefore,  I  see  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  gener<»ud 
financial  arrangements  providea  for  in 
this  Bill  will  have  the  etiect  of  closing  or 
hampering  the  Church  of  England 
schools.  We  wish  to  restrict  con- 
tracting out  to  the  smallest  limit  by 
reducing  the  desire  to  remain  outside  the 
national  system.  That  can  be  done  l>y 
still  allowing  the  denomination  to  leave  a 
portion  of  the  burden  which  I  understand 
it  is  willing  to  bear  if  it  wishes  to  retain 
its  own  peculiar  privileges,  and  also  by 
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mjfcking    the    rent    a    substantial    one. 
When  I  turn  to  the  financial  proposals 
of  the  Bill,  in  so  far  as  they  concern  the 
local  education  authority,  they  are  very 
much  the  same  as  they  were  under  the 
proposals  of  my  right  hon.  friend  now 
the   First  Lord' of  the  Admiralty.    The 
present  system  of  grants  is  unduly  com- 
I^icated.     The  schools  are  drawing  income 
from  no  less  than  seven  separate  sources. 
My    right   hon.    friend   suggested   that 
there  should  be  only  three  elements — 
the  standard  grant,  the  grant  in  aid  of 
bufldings,  and  the  grant  to  certain  areas. 
To   provide  for    these    grants    working 
within  certain  limits,  he  suggested  that 
io   some  cases  such   as    the    deaf    and 
epileptic  schools  there  should  be  a  limit 
on  the  amount  provided  by  the  State. 
These  proposals   I  take  almost  as  they 
stand.     But  we  cannot  eay  that  the  result 
i.4  these  proposals  as  he  prophesied  they 
would  work  out,  will  be  exactly  the  same 
under  this  Bill,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
we   do  not  know   how   far  contracting 
out  will  be  taken  advantage  of,  and  until 
we  know  how  far  it  will   be  taken  ad- 
vantage   of    we    can  make  no  definite 
prophecy  as  to  the   charge  which  will 
tall   on  the  Exchequer  a  few  years  hence. 
There  is  only  one  other  subject  which 
I  wish  to  mention  at  this  stage,  and  that 
it  the  clause  which  deals  with  the  religious 
instruction  committee.     The  religious  in- 
struction committee  provided  for  in  this 
BUI  is  exactly  similar  to  the  old  religious 
instruction    committee    of    the    London 
School  Board  and  of  nearly  every  big 
achool  board  throughout  the  country,  ana 
certainly  it  is  the  oest  testimonial  to  the 
national  commonsense  that  these  old  com- 
mittees worked  perfectly  well,  although 
there  were  sitting  upon  them  very  often 
at   one  and  the  same  time  strong  Non- 
conformist^ Anglicans,  Roman  Catholics, 
and  Socialists.    I  believe  that  the  religious 
sjilj^bus  found  in  nearly  every  county 
boroogh  in  England,  was  drawn  up  by 
bodies  exactly  of  that  nature.    I  hope  they 
win  do  their  work  equally  well  in  the  future 
as  in  the  past     I  have  described  one  part 
of  rhe  process  passed  through  in  framing 
this  Bfll.    The  concessions  made  on  one 
side  amount  to  this  :    single-school  parish 
schools  become  local  education  authority 
schools.     Rent,  but  only  a  small  rent,  is 
p^d  to  the  trustees  in  return  for  the 
transfer.    Teacherships  are  thrown  open, 
and  teachers  are  under  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  alone.     The  non-elective 


n^anager  disappears.    So  far  as  the  rate- 
aided  schools  are  concerned  they  have 
given    up    rate-aid    for    denominational 
teaching.      But  this  is  a  give-and-take 
Bill,  and  like  every  other  compromise  we 
have  had  to  give  something  in  return  for 
what  is  taken.     On  our  part  we  have  been 
asked  to  agree  to  facilities  being  allowed 
everywhere.     In  the  past  we  have  fought 
the  right  of  entry  vigorously  ;  but  under 
the  old  conditions  we  were  fighting  what 
was  then  a  mere  act  of  grace.     When 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  prior  to  the  last  General 
Election,  made  a  speech  with  his  usual 
vigour,   against  the  right  of  entry,  he 
made  it  against  what  was  an  act  of  grace 
for  which  absolutely  nothing  was  given 
on  the  other  side.    The  whole  position  has 
changed  now.    We  are  actually  getting 
something  on  the  other  side.     The  thing 
was  regarded  with  suspicion  and  disliked 
as  upsetting  the  compromise  of  1870.     It 
was  denounced  because  it  was  one-sided, 
and  because  it  was  in  contravention  of 
that  compromise.  We  have  now  initiated 
a  new  compromise.     For  the  first  time 
right  of  entry  is  presented  as  part  of  a 
balanced  agreement.     The  Church  asks 
for  facilities  and  gives  up  her  peculiar 
monopoly  of  country  schools.     She  says 
that  she  surrenders  her  special  opportu- 
nity for  Instilling  her  own  doctrines  not 
only  in  children  of  Church  parents  but  also 
in  children  of  other  denominations  attend- 
ing those  schools.     This,  in  our  opinion, 
she  rightly  surrenders,  and  in  return  she 
gains  for  the  first  time  the  opportunity  of 
securing  to  Church  children  whose  parents 
desire  it,  in  all  schools,  dogmatic  teaching 
of  her  own  faith  by  persons  in  whom  she 
has  confidence.      That    is  a  substantial 
gain,  and  1  do  not  wonder  that  church- 
men all  over  the  country  welcome  this 
Bill  as  a  great  advance  on  anything  they 
have  obtained  previously.     It  was  only 
possible  for  us  to  give  way  on  this  because 
it  did  not  involve  any  breach  of  principle, 
and  because  we  have  attached  to  it  con- 
ditions which  safeguard  it  from  grave 
risks.     We  opposed  it  in  the  past  because 
it  was  associated  with  very  many  risks  of 
administrative  confusion,  which   no  one 
will  better  appreciate  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
We  also  objected  to  it  because  it  would 
preser*  e  uider  the  old  system  some  form 
of  tests  f  >r  teachers.     We  now  hope  to 
avoid  both  those  risks.     Regulations  will 
be  made  by  the]  Board  under  Clause  2 
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They  will  be  in  the  simplest  form,  de- 
signed to  enable  parents  who  desire 
special  religious  instruction  for  their 
children,  to  obtain  it  with  the  mioimiim 
of  formality  and  delay.  If  the  parent 
desires  the  child  to  receive  special 
religious  instruction  not  already  provided 
by  the  authorities,  the  form  of  application 
wiir  probably  consist  of  a  simple  state- 
ment to  be  signed  by  him  to  the  effect 
that  he  wishes  that  special  religious 
instructioh  shall  be  given  to  his  child  in 
the  doctrines  of  a  certain  church.  The 
next  question  is  during  what  hours  are 
these  facilities  to  be  given.  The  main 
objection  that  has  been  taken  is  that  the 
religious  instruction  comes  within  the 
school  hours.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  can  be  got  rid  of  or  not;  I  only 
know  that  the  simplest  way  to  proceed  is 
to-  8t9te  definitely  the  time  at  which  the 
religious  teaching  takes  place.  There 
cannot  be  facilities  for  all  hours  of  the 
day ;  that  would  make  minoe-meat  of  the 
time-table.  But  no  one  objects  to 
facilities  being  given  between  9  and  9.45 
every  forenoon,  or  two  forenoons  a  week. 
With  reference  to  the  problem  whether 
it  comes  within  the  school  hours,  that 
will  remain  with  the  local  authorities  to 
aay  under  what  is  now  known  by  the 
phrase  the  "  Anson  bye-law."  Then 
comes  the  (question,  To  what  children 
may  denominational  teaching  be  given 
under  these  facilities  t  Only  to  the 
children  of  those  parents  who  ex- 
preps  a  desire  for  it.  It.  would  be 
preposterous  for  a  parent  to  demand 
lacilities  for  children  with  whom  he  had 
no  concern.  By  whom  is  this  religipus 
instruction  to  be  given  1  By  volunteers, 
by  outsiders  if  possible,  and  if  by  teachers, 
then  by  such  teachers  as  are  now  in 
voluntary  schools  which  will  be  trans- 
ferred With  them,  or  by  existing  assistant 
teadhers  in  council  schools.  We  have 
made  one  exception  in  the  case  of  the 
head  master,  the  head  teacher,  or  the  head 
mistress  for  this  reason — that  the  duty  of 
the  head  ih  M  schools  is  impartially  to 
arrange  the  relj^bus  as  well  as  the  other 
instruction.  The  denomination  of  the 
iiead  id  very  apt  to  stamp  the  school  with 
the  character  of  that  denoitiination  as 
well  as  the  teaching  practised  within 
that  building.  We  therefore  regarded 
that  as  a  dangerous  step.  We  have  stood 
out  against  the  heads  of  councO  -schools 
being  allowed  to  volunteer.  The  solitary 
exception  to  this  relates  to  the  bead  of  a 
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voluntary  school  who  is  transferred  to 
another  voluntary  school,  foraperiodof  five 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  Subject 
to  the  permission  of  the  local  authority,  he 
may  volunteer  to  give  religious  instruc- 
tion. There  must  be  no  test  of  the 
teacher  on  or  after  his  appointment, 
nor  inquiry  about  his  volunteering. 
Payment  for  his  services  must  be 
made  not  by  the  local  education  authority 
but  direct  to  him.  To  avoid  outside 
influence,  we  provide  that  the  teacher's 
selection,  appointment  or  promotion  shall 
be  eflTected  not  by  local  managers  or 
outside  persons,  but  by  the  local 
authorities.  Public  opinion  may  be  uojost 
^t  particular  times  and  on  particular  sub- 
jects, but  on  the  whole,  like  the  ventilation 
bf  a  house,  it  keeps  the  air  pure.  I  bare 
no  doubt  that  there  will  oe  many  oaaes 
of  oppression  which  might  be  sought  out 
and  publicly  proclaimea  by  the  National 
Union  of  Teachers.  Of  course,  all  facilities 
must  be  subject  *  to  admintstFatiYe 
practicability.  We  cannot  allow  Ma* 
demonium  in  the  schools,  and  diseijMise 
must  be  maintained.  That  it  is  possible 
within  these  limits  to  give  Uma  fUk 
facilities  of  wide  and  very  greet  ▼»!«•• 
to  churchmen  and  others  who  -ceie  to 
take  advantage  of  them,  is  the  delibemte 
opinion  of  the  Govemmeot.  The  obliga- 
tion of  the  authorities  to  allow  rdigfoue 
instruction  to  be  given  must  of  coane  be 
limited  by  the  possibility  of  room,  being 
found  for  the  purpose,  and  of  the 
possibility  of  the  teacher's  being  spared 
from  his  other  duties.  That  can  be 
arranged  if  the  local  authorities  are 
reasonable  beings,  and  we  are  to  take  for 
granted  they  are  reasonable  beings,  or 
local  government  would  break  down.  We 
have  every  hope  that  the  local  authorities 
will  CO  operate  with  the  rest  of  ua  in 
avoiding  denominational  and  religious 
friction.  These  proposals  are  of  course 
opposed  by  the  extremists.  I  do  not  for 
a  single  moment  wish  to  say  anything 
uncomplmentary  about  the  extremists. 
Those  on  both  sides  who  are  quarrellirg 
most  fiercely  about  this  settlement  aie 
the  men  who  have  taken  a  deep  and  keen 
interest  in  all  educational  adnninistralidi 
during  the  last  thirty  years.  But  I 
must  confess  to  drawing  some  crumb  of 
comfort  from  the  reading  of  my  news, 
paper  when  I  find  in  one  and  the  same 
column  that  this  settlement  is  denounced 
by  Mr.  Hirst  HoUowell  and  Lord  Halifax, 
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ties'are  in  no  better  case.    The  attenticm- 
of  their  members  and  of  those  who  send*> 
them  there  is  centred  almost  entirely  on* 
religious  quarrels.     That  is  the  experi-^ 
ence  of  those  administrators  with  whom 
I  have  come  in  contact,  and  I  am  per- 
fectly sure  th€it  those  who  compose  the' 
members  of  the  local  education  authori-^ 
ties  now  will  regard  this  settlement  with 
gratitude^  even  if  it  throws  considerable 
inoonvenie'nce  upon  them.    I  hope  that,< 
if  this  settlement  goes  thiough^  one  great 
adv^antage  will  accrue,  and  that  is  that- 
the  authorities  will  be  able  to  arrange' 
clasd^s  and  schook  of  differen^r  types  and 
curricula   ^untrammelled    by    d^iomina'^ 
tional .  coDsidemtions,  which  have  often 
in  the  past  interfered  witk'  the  spon- 
taneoue  aeHon  'oi^'t^  l6oal  authority* 
It  i»  a  Mnuupkable  £aet  that-^e-  threet 
countries  in  the  werkl-^whieh  have  the' 
be6t   educational   e^temfr^-whiob      we^ 
DMght  weH -envy— Germany,  -  America, 
afid'ScotkMid,  have  net^ene  of -'them  ^ia* 
religious'  et^le. .   In-- America,  ^ whieh  I  am 
8orry4e  e^y  in  mamy  rei^eets^ie  still  far 
iE^eadi  of  us^  in  ediioation,  ^hey     have> 
adopted  a  .solution  which  would  have' 
sKtisfied  •eiierybody     in  %tbis     House,* 
5vithetft  mny^  ^empr^mise  t  wh^atever.    t- 
know  we  are  'l^ound  to  meet-  many  dit-* 
ferent  views.    I  can  only  present  this 
comproouse  to 'the  Hbuto  in  l^e  hopei 
that  4t  ^ft  be'  Considered  in  as  generoue^ 
a  spirit  aa  that  in^'which  i4v^haa  beenr' 
framed,'  Idosowithno^noteof triumph. 
No  one  has  -been*  victoriou«w  •  ^Noncon^ 
fermists  •  cannot  -  and  'do  not  wish  to' 
trample  on  4herChuar«h..  The    Church, 
on  the  other  hand^  eannot  crush  the 
spirit  of  Nonconformity.    Wei    eherish 
hostility  to  no  Church.     The  -settlement 
is  prompted  far  more  by  tolerance  than 
by  despair.    It  is  marked  by  neither 
bigotry  nor  party  spirit.     It  is  an  agree- 
ment in  the  tru  ♦  sense  of  the  word,  and 
by  no  means  a  victory.     If  it  ie  affirmed j 
by  Parliament,  1  am  sure  of  this,  Par'ia* 
ment  will  have  earned  the  gratitude  of 
the  villager,  of  the  villager's  child,  of  the 
chikl  in  the  town,  and  of  the  administra- 
tors and  of -the  teachers.     On  our  ^de 
we  may  rest. content  that  we  have  ful- 
filled-our  pledges  to  our  constituents, 
whUe  the  Church,  submittii^g-to  no  con- 
fiscation of  property^   retains  influence 
over  her  children  in  her  own  schools,  and 
secures  access  to  her  children  *  in*  council- 


«iien  I  find  that  the  Bishop  of  Man- 
tifcgstcr  says  that  this  is  the  Peace  of 
t>  I  wonld  remind  him  of  the  motto 
one  of  the  doors  of  this  building, 
demique  eWum,  which   some-  folks   say 
s  "Heaven  at  last.'*    If  ftur  pro- 
do  not  find  favour  with  the  ex- 
ts,    I   hope   they   appeal   to   the 
ctmmen  man  in  the  street.     It  ^is    the 
ordisaiy  John  Bull  to  whom  we  appeal. 
It  k  being  said  we  are  in  a  position  of 
power  asd  we  ought  to  have  made 
cottcession*  •  Why  not  1    Concession 
aJter  afi  comes  wkh  a  better  grace  and 
with  ifr  more  salutary  effect  fr^  superior 
poK^r,  and  ik  establishes  confidence  on 
a  sefid  foundation.     Concessions    which 
byiboth  sides  are  those  which 
I  this  compromise;     and  indeed 
Kke  «U  keal^y  eomx>«enuses  it  can  be 
T«fT  easily  attacked.    A  man^x>u)d  picfk 
twenty  holes  in  the  Bill  in  half  erB  hour 
and  tbe  «aly  thing  -that-  wiil  make  it 
wii^be  tbe*goed  feeling  of  those 
•djBMUBterit.^   When  I  Am  told  the 
48  «oi  bgieal,  I  can  reply  that  the 
oi 'Commons  haa  always  Maimed 
tke  priviWge  -of  acting  mer^y  on  the 
faete  bafara  it  on  tito-  evident  prinoiplee 
of  tmigptomimi    Andy-as  ^  'itetter  of 
faeiy-  iMch  -in  this  wo«ld  must  foe  taken 
for    granted.    We  tCannot  always  'be 
about  fimt  prtnciplee*'      If  the 
it  noi  kgical)  my  only  veply»is  that 
wlM>  would,  carry  everything  to  its 
logiaat  oonehisioii   are .  very  dangerous 
gndes»    The  world  is^  after  allv  saved  by 
bad  lo^«nd  good  fe^ng.  -This    is    a 
balanced  settlement,  and  I  hope  there 
win  be  no  attempt  made  to  disturb  its 
aqatHbriam;     The  settlementy  ftfter   all 
bnr^  very  great  advantages -to  educa- 
tion.   Duritig  the  short  time  I  have  been 
at  the  Board  of  Education  I  haviedis- 
eoTcted  that  eertainly  half  >  the  time  of 
the  moat  capable  officials— in  all  but  the 
teihnical  tbraneh  which,  fortunately^  is 
free-  from  any  teligioua  strife-^is  devoted 
to  difficulties  great  and  small  which  are 
oonataatfy  raised   by   religious   contro- 
▼u^,  and  the  Minister  himself  canno 
giva  proper  time  «and  the-  best  of  his 
attention   to   the   improvement  of   the 
cdneational  system.     He  has  to  spend 
]mmi9 -every*  day  over  tke  solution  of 
retigiona  squabbles  and  over  problems 
whieh  are  not  edaoational  but  merely 
while -local  edoeation-  authori- 
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flcliook.  Each  side  has  made  generous 
advances,  each  has  given  up  some  powers 
of  exclusion,  and  each  will  be  richer  and 
stronger  for  the  saciifice. 

Mo  ion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  i  ow  re  d  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Runciman,) 

♦Mr.  HUTTON  (Yorkshire,  W.R,Mor- 
ley)  offered  his  congratulations  on  the 
peisonal  success  of  the  Minister  for 
Education.  They  were  very  close  politi- 
cal neighbours  and  had  many  constituents 
in  common,  and  he  shared  their  very 
deep  and  sincere  admiration  for  his 
light  hon.  friend's  ability  and  tact.  He 
congratulated  him  that  he  had  succeeded 
in  gathering  togethfr  so  large  a  share  of 
p  iblic  opinion,  and  that  he  had  been  able 
to  bring  under  his  big  umbrella  so  many 
men  representing  so  many  different  types 
of  thought.  But  he  was  inclined  to  thmk 
that  thisgreat  manifestation  towards  peace 
which  they  were  witnessing  on  all  hands 
at  the  present  time  was  rather  an  indica- 
tion of  the  weariness  of  the  flesh  than  of  a 
sudden  access  of  Christian  charity.  He 
should  be  very  glad  to  take  a  part  in 
securing  peace,  but  he  did  not  agree  with 
much  of  the  concluding  portion  of  his 
right  hon.  friend's  speech.  He  did  not 
think  education  was  absolutely  at  a 
B'anc's  ill  because  different  sects  were 
warring.  On  the  contrary,  |  they  had 
seen  evidences  that  education  had  made 
many  strides,  because  public  opinion  had 
been  awakened  and  new  interest  had  been 
aroused  on  account  of  recent  controversy. 
His  mind  went  back  to  the  evening 
eighteen  months  ago  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  introduced  his 
Bill,  and  he  was  led  to  ask  himself  what 
kind  of  a  reception  he  would  have  got 
had  he  made  the  same  proposals  then 
that  were  made  now.  Of  course,  he  was 
told  politically  they  had  travelled  a  long 
way  since  that  time.  That  might  be 
peifectly  true,  but  he  had  not  travelled 
an  inch  of  the  way  towards  the  conclu- 
sions which  had  been  reached  by  his 
right  hon.  friend.  They  had  been  told 
as  a  result  of  the  failure  of  the  first  Bill  of 
the  Government  that  a  way  would  be 
found  for  the  Commons'  will  to  prevail, 
and  he  was  led  to  ask  whether  this  was  the 
way  which  had  been  found.  He  supposed 
most  of  the  suggestions  whch  were 
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made  in  another  place  in  regard  to  tiiat 
Bill  had  been  adapted  for  this  measure, 
and  if  this  measure  represented  anybody's 
way  it  was  not  the  way  of  the  Commons, 
but  a  way  expressed  by  the  Lords  some 
two  years  ago.    He  would  suggest  that 
this  way  of  meeting  the  situation  was  an 
invitation  to  the  Lords  to  go  on  treating 
the  proposals  of  a  Liberal  Qov^mnent 
with  the  same  scant  courtesy  with  which 
they    treated     the     proposals     of     his 
right    hon.    friend    a    couple    of    years 
ago.    He   opposed   the   Education    Bill 
in  1896,  and  other  Bills  in  1897,  and  he 
opposed  the   Act   of    1902.    He   might 
have    been    right    or    wrong — only    the 
future  coidd  tell — but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  if  he  was  right  in  opposing  those 
Bills  he  was  equally  right  in  opposing 
this.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
that  this  was  not  the  Bill  of  the  Goverp- 
ment,  and  that  they  themselves  would 
not   have   made   these   proposals.     But 
they   must   take   the   responsibility  for 
them.     If  this  great  peace  was  to  be 
secured  and  the  Bill  w&s  a  great  success, 
they  would,  during  the  Christmas  recess, 
have    his    hon.    friends   claiming  every 
credit  to  the   Government,   because  of 
the  success  they  had  achieved  in  bringing 
th's  matter  to  a  compromise.    He  saw 
no  objection  to  that,  but  if  they  were 
going  to   claim   the   credit   they    must 
take  the  responsibility.     That  was  ad* 
mitted.    It   was   not    that    he   wanted 
to  seem  in  opposition  to  the  Government, 
but   he   must   be   able   to    address  his 
arguments  as  to  a  Bill  for  which  they 
had  made  themselves  responsible.     Hsa 
right   hon.    friend   had   spoken   as   one 
desiring  to  secure  the  interests  of  educa- 
tion, and  to  get  rid  of  all  extraneous 
difficulties.     So    far    as    he    could    see. 
the    proposals    of    this    Bill    committed 
every  sin  that  was  possible  in  re^zard 
to  the  canons  of  good  education,  of  good 
administration,  of  good  local  government, 
of    imity  in   the  schoc^l,  and,  as   they 
used  to  hear,  of  co-ordination  in  rei^ard 
to  education.     If  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion   that    education    itself   was    not 
going  to  be  advanced,  he  did  not  see 
why    they    should    be    called    upon    to 
make  great  sacrifices  of  principle.    The 
Bill  must  be  taken  as  a  whole.     It  was 
a  compromise,  and  it  would  not  be  open 
to  his  hon.  friends  to  secure  any  con- 
cessions of  a  serious  nature.     The  answer 
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they  would  always  get  would  be  that 
tliey    had    only   made    this    concession 
because  they  had  something  in  letum 
frMB    the   other   side,    and   they   were 
boimd    honourably    to    carry    out    the 
bargain.    His    hon.    Mends    could    not 
for  the  Second  Reading  with  mental 
that  they  were  not  support- 
ing entain  provisions  in  it.    Although 
they  mi^t  make  this  compromise  to-day 
tbere  was  bo  guarantee  for  the  future. 
But  how  long  would  it  be  a  settlement  ? 
Utere  was  a  compromise  in  1870,  and 
be  did  not  know  how  many  Acts  were 
passed  between  that  year  and  the  next 
Bducation     Bill.     An     agitation     was 
•Parted  in   the    interests    of   voluntary 
aehoolsy  and  time  after  time  they  got 
safeguards  removed.    His  opinion   was 
tfcat  a  compromise  might  be  good  to-day 
•ad  for  a  year  or  two,  but  they  would 
vwy   soon   find   elements   at   work — in 
they   were    already   at   work — ^to 
that  the  compromise  should  be 
extended,  and  should  not  be  maintained 
intact.    He  would  offer  to  this  measure 
two  tests.    First  of  all,  there  was  the 
old  religious  equality  test.     Would  the 
e&et  of  this  Bill  be  to  bring  religious 
edneation,     undenominational     or     de- 
nominational, in  our  schools  more  directly 
noder  ih»   authority   of   the    State   or 
less  ?     The  second  test  he  would  apply 
was  in  regard  to  the  measure  of  public 
control  secured  by  the  Bill.     In  regard 
to  the  first  test  this  measure  proposed, 
iar  the  first  time  in  their  history,  that 
rel^DouB    instruction    should    be    given 
by  law  in  all  the  schools  of  the  land. 
Reiigioiis  education  in  the  schools  had 
been    permissive    since    1870    and    now 
ftr  the  first  time  they  had  abandoned 
that  position  and  were  making  religious 
iaotmetion  compulsory  in   the   schools. 
That  was  a  very  serious  departure. 

Hk.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
forgets  that  there  is  a  conscience  clause. 

•Mb.  button  said  of  course  theve 
wiTold  be  a  conscience  clavse.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  was  going  to  vote  next 
session  in  favour  of  the  disestablish- 
M«it  of  the  Church  in  Wales,  but  he  was 
not  obliged  to  attend  that  Church,  and 
he  was  opposed  to  the  establishjnent 
on  grounds  of  religious  equalit}''.  Now 
the    Government    were     asking     their 


supporters  to  vote  for  the  same  measure 
of  establishment  in  regard  to  religious 
instruction  in  the  schools  of  this  country. 
The    Government    were     indirectly     if 
not  directly  responsible  for  the  provi- 
sion of  denominational  instruction  as  well 
as  undenominational  instruction.    That 
was  a  serious  departure  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  non-interference  and  neutrality 
they  had  so  long  respected.    They  were 
told  that  this  provision  would  not  be 
used,  but  he  did  not  think  that  was  a 
very  honest  argument.    The  right  hon» 
Gentleman  was  making  that  concession 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  representing 
the  Church  of  England,  and  it  would 
certainly  be  made  use  of.     There  was 
no  need  for  anybody  to  be  deceived  by 
the  idea  that  this  right  of  entry  would 
not  be  made  vigorous  use  of  in  all  parts 
of  the  country.    The  Bishop  of  London 
had  done  his  best  to  remove  any  doubt 
upon  that  point.     In  yesterday's  Times 
there  was  a  letter  from  the  Bishop  of 
London  to  the  rural  dean,   and  there 
was  also  a  report  of  a  speech  made  by 
the  Bishop.     In  his  letter  to  the  rural 
dean  the  Bishop  said — 

"  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  number  of 
Chorch  children  in  council  schools  is  probably 
greater  by  at  least  three  to  one  than  the- 
chiidren  in  the  Church  schools,  who,  after  all  our 
efforts,  only  number  102.0(H>.  and  it  is  of  great 
importance  to  be  able  to  teach  the  whole 
Christian  faith  to  so  many  more  children."       «, 

That  meant  that  it  was  of  great  import- 
ance to  him  to  have  the  right  of  entry 
into  the  council  schools  where  there 
were  three  times  as  many  children  as 
in  the  voluntary  schools — 

"They  would  have  (he  said)  to  study  its  pre^ 
and  cons  very  carefully,  but  one  thing  about  it 
was  like  water  to  a  thirsty  man  to  his  clergy  m 
the  suburbs.  In  some  of  those  suburbs  they 
had  not  got  a  single  Church  school,  and  the 
f  lithful  clergv  were  like  hounc-s  in  leash,  strait* 
ing  to  seize  the  chance  that  had  come  to  them 
at  last  of  reaching  the  Church  children  in  the 
schools,  and  teaching  them  the  Christian  faith.'*^ 

They  had  arrived  at  this  position — that 
they  were  making  proposals  which  were 
"  like  water  to  a  thirsty  man  to  his 
clergy,"  and  were  enabling  these  gentle- 
men, who  were  like  hounds  in  leash 
straining  to  use  this  right  of  entry  to 
teach  their  own  children  in  council 
schools.  Therefore,  anyone  who  thought 
this  right  of  €n  ry  was  not  going  to  be 
used  extensively  would  be  deluded,  and 
he  beseeched  them  to  come  to  a  different 
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opinion*  Th«  Oovemment  had  taken 
a  very  serious  step '  in  tliiowmg>  ^open 
9,000  board  sehools  in  the  country  to 
denon.inational  teaching  of  M  kinds.* 
He  regarded -that  as  a  disaster;  Those 
9,000  sohook  were  the  cttadek  of  the- 
State  in  regard  i  to  education,  <and  they 
-were  now  pvoposing  to  create  a  breach 
which  would  never  be  mpaired,  and  they 
would  not  have  the  old  state  of  things 
restored.  For  thirty  years  the  Liberal 
Party  had  been  striving  to  build  up  this 
national  system  and  extend  those  schools^ 
and  they^  had.  been  led  to  believe  that 
h^re^at  any  rate,-  there  was  at  least  one 
set  of  schools- wJkere  denominationalism 
bad  no  ^lace.  The  Government  very 
rashly  and  disastrouriy  we£»  allowing  in 
sehool'  hours  tile  teaching  oC  denomina- 
tional creeds  and  catechism  not  altogether 
at  the  expense  of  the  denominations. 
He -had  heard  a  great  deal  about  man- 
dates, but  he«might  be  allowed  to  state 
tkat  he  'had  never  mentioned  them 
throughout  his  political  liCe.  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  1902,  and  there  had  also  been  a  great 
deal  said  about  the  mandate  of  the 
Liberal-  Party  with  regard  to  tests  and 
pnblic  control  and  the  like*  But  after 
all,  what  had  this  talk  come  to  ?  Simply 
a  right  of  entry  into  council  schools. 
Hi  asked  those  Gentlemen  who  talked 
so  muoh  abovt  mandates  where  .was 
their  naandate  for  passing  this  proposal  ? 
Let  them  go  back  to  the  year  1906^  and 
see  how  many  of  his  hon.  friends^-who 
were  so  glib  about  the  pledges  given-  at 
that  time,  would  have  been  able  to  get 
comfortably  through  their  public  meetings 
without  being  severely  heckled  if  they 
had  declared  that  they  had  a  mandate 
for  opening  9,000  schools  in  the  coimtry 
to  all  the  different  denominations  in  the 
land. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  (BuckinThamshiro, 
Wycombe) :  At  every  one  of  my  meetings 
I  put  that  before  my  cc^nst  ituente. 

♦Mr.  BUTTON  said  that  no  doubt 
h's  hon.  frie  m1  filly  explained  that  the 
faeilities  wou'd  le  inside  foheol 
hou  8.  Up  to  the  present  in  the 
council  schools  there  had  been  no 
ancient  privileges^  ni>  vofted  interest, 
and  no  sanctified  traditions.  All 
those    things    were     nt  ached    to    the 

Mr.  Button^ 


old    denominational    sohook,    but    ihm- 
council  schools  were  kept  clear  of  them. 
Now.  tdiey  were  gong  to  lei  m  tfacwe 
very  interests  and  privileges  which  they  > 
had<  gloiied  inke^nng  out  so  bug,  and 
when  once  they  had  a  footing  itwoald 
take  a  very  bng  time  indeed  to  clear* 
the  schools,  of*  that  'kind  of  dsnomiRa- 
tional  atmosphere.    Afid  Uiis  was  beini; 
done  not  after  a  defeat  at  the  poll  but 
after  a  great:  jarty  .victory,  laiMi  tber# 
was  absolutely  no  donand  ^foc  Btaking 
such,  a  tremendous  >oonss8Bion..as  waa 
proposed.      Some   oi.  faia  hon.  ifiieoda 
said    that    this    provision-  woald*  no^ 
be  very  diligently  carried  out.     *Tk«t  - 
was  moat  isifxirtant.  for  iwo  reaaona*  ■ 
In  the  first  pl«oe,  the  clergy  to-day  v«m  • 
a  very  iaotive  and  keen  .aee  of*  rneni 
They  'Were  much  mote  aetive  than  Ahm  * 
were  thirty,  fort^,  or  £fty  years*  ago  uuid*'^ 
they  ware  not  likely  to  misa.any-appor^* 
tumty  that  came,  their  way.    BeyotMt* 
that   the  Government   had   taken   tkaa* 
additional  safeguard  that  the  right  •  ^4 
entry   should   be   made   use  oi    ZImjt  • 
had. provided  that  the  asaistant  teaohoM  • 
might,  volunteer  and- when  the  •Goipiani<»* 
ment  expressly  sud  in  an- Aet«of  Paib^. 
ment  that  teaehers  '.'  may ''  ^  fwiething  ' 
they  would  be  expected   <o 
The  Bill  provided  that  ocdy  th< 
teaoher  might  volunteer,  birt  ^i^  shouki  . 
the  head  teacher  not  be  alknsd  alaa- 
to   vohmteerl    Why.  was  he   debansd 
from>  that   .privilege?    Hm.  Jfembera 
opposite  woidd  be  aUe  to. say  that  the- 
Cbvemment  having  coneededllus  right  to . 
the  assistant  teaohera  they  coqU  not  leaist 
conceding  it  .to  the  head  teaoheie.    These 
was  no  principle  upon  which.  Uwy  coqU 
differentiate  in  this  matter,  and  hecwaa  mum 
they  would  have  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
demanding    that   no    diffeseace    ihoidd 
be  made  between  one  and  the  other. 
His  right  hon.  friend  said  there  weie  to 
be  no  denominational  tests.   .He.  would 
put  this  case.    There  was  a.  school  where 
there  were  two  or  three  teachers  of  which 
the  head    teacher   would    be  debarred 
from  giving  denomii'ational  instruct  i«>' , 
and  there  was  a.  vacancy  for  aa.assiatr.i.i  . 
teacher^    Everybody  knew  that  whoever 
was  appointed,  master  or.  mistress,   to 
that  post  he  or  she  would  b^  invited  to 
volunteer  to  giv^  religious.  instmeW^r^^ 
Did  not  the  right  hon.  GUntlemao  thii  k. 
that  great  pressure  lyould  ^!9^  hscpgltt  ti|  i 
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Ufc*r  npoffi  them  ?  Did  his  right  hon. 
triepd  thiuk  that  it  was  quite  fair  of  a 
creat  Government  to  throw  the  obliga- 
Twm  oa  those,  many  of  them,  young 
teachecs  to  refuse  the  invitation  which 
v^tmld  be  given  to  them  by  many  of  their 
'»wii  Iriends.  Many  of  those  teachers 
Ka<i  been  through  the  denominational 
training  c<^ges,  and  there  was  not  a 
^b^gfe  teacher  who  had  been  through 
tho3e  institutions  who  would  not  have 
been  tavght  and  trained  to  volunteer. 
?>eventy-ive  per  cent,  of  the  teachers 
were  ladies^  and  he  should  be  very  much 
corpriaed  if  a  con»derable  section  of 
them  did  not  yield  to  the  persuasive 
ar;giiaeQts  which  the  clerical  party  would 
W  Able  to  bring  upon  theuL  He  thought 
Titai  after  all  that  had  been  said  onlibje^ 
matter  it  was  a  little  too  late  to  bring- 
tkia.  pressure  to  bear  <m  young  teachers 
appointed,  not  only  jb  Chucch  of  England 
scboob,  but  in  council  sehools  as,  welU 
What  kind  of  instruction  was4x>.begiyen  ? 
Wba  WAS  going  to  say  whether  it  was 
Mtiifaetory  or  not  1  Was  there  going  to^ 
he  tbe  xi^&t  of  inspection  ?  Would  they 
kA«»  the  diooeaan  inspector  going  about 
xha  ooancil  schoola  to  see  whethei  the. 
waa  teaching.  4^  cate^ 
ot  the^  creed  satis^ctorily  ?  Ke 
•iidftoi  aeehow  ikej  could  manage  with^ 
oit  it.  After  the  teacher,  -  came  the 
tn«peetor,  and  they  were  in  for  all  rthe 
paapheinalia  of  denominational  teaching 
u:  all  Ihe  sehook  of-tfae  land,  and  all 
xhmt  was  to  be  provided  by  Act  of 
Ptflianent .  The  machinery  of  the  State 
vaato  be  used  for  all  those  opportunities 
vhich  were  to  be  provided.  &o  much  for 
the  {oopoaal  in  regard  to  the  provision 
of  religiaiia  instruction.  It  was  a  serious 
viobtiott  of  his  idea  of  the  neutrality  ,of  the 
i^tate  in  the  matter  of  religious  instruction. 
As  to  tlM  matter  of  public  control  his 
ri^  koB.  friend  told  the  House  that 
he  waa  goin^  to  eliminate  all  the  things 
that  wwre  immaterial.  Oi%e  of,  the^ 
tiiogs  he  was  going  to  eliminate  was 
the  scImx)!  which  waa  going  to  con- 
tiact  oat,    AU  these  sdioob  were  sup- 

'  to  be  immaterial.  Did  not  that 
the  'question  of  public  control 
to  a  faveeu  Under  die  Act  oi  1902  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  professed  to 
ova  pobUc  GontroL  It  was  only  a 
fkckton  aad  a  pietence,  bat  still  tilieie 

•ometkiBg   ift   it«    it  could  have 


been  vivified  tft  any  rate.    But   they, 
were  going  to  abandon  the  skeleton  of 
control  which  they  got  under  the  Act, 
of  1902.    They  were  going  back  to  thp 
pre- 1902    position    in    these .  denomina- 
tional   schools.      Indeed,    the,    position 
would  be  worse  than  before  1902.    It 
was  to  be  subject  to  Sk  veiy  large  number 
of   considerations.    For   instance,  there 
was  a  conscience  clause, which  operated 
for  the  voluntary  schools,  but  there  wc^s 
no  conscience  clause  for  the  new. con-, 
tracted-out  schools.    They  were,  to  giye 
the  right  of  entry  to  coimty .  council 
schools,  but  there  was  to  be  jxo.  aright  of 
eptry  for  anybody  into  the^oontrapte^- 
out  schools.    There  woidd  be.  jxo  Kenypn- . 
Slaney  clause  for  the .  new  jcontra^qted- , 
out  schools..   They  wQuld  jippoint  th^ir 
own  teachers,  and  managers^  i^Pkd  they 
would    administer    their    own    ^fiu^ds;. 
they  .would  have- absolutely  np  ijheck 
left  npon  them..  He,thpught.-that  w^s  a. 
very  seriou?  state  ot  afbiis.    JBte  believed 
that  a  lai;ge  number  pi  schools  would 
cpntract-out.    Not   only,  ^eje .  they,  to 
be  far  more  free  than  UQder  th^  1902 
Act,   but  they  were  to  hftve,^.  roughly 
speaking,.  60  per  cent,  more  m^oney  per . 
bhild.    When  the  d^^minational  schools ; 
came    into    the     State^   system     they , 
received  35s.  6d.,  and  to-day  they  were 
to   receive  ,50s.    While   increasing  the 
grant  to  that  extent,  they  were^  abandon-  . 
ing   all  the   rights    they  had    to-day,  . 
and  they  were  not  resuming  the  rights , 
which    they    had    before  \l902.    That 
was  a  serious  state  of  things  educationally.  . 
His  right  hon.  friend  had  s^id  that  any  , 
child  cQuld  claim  that  a  .s(?hool  should 
be  provided.    The  obligation  should  not 
be  put  o^  the  child  to  claii^  a  provided , 
school.    They  ^U  knew  that  parep,ts  sent 
youi^  children  to  the  ;neatest  schpo). 
Would  a  mother  send  her  young  children 
to  a  distant  school  when  there  was  one 
close  at  hand?    That  being  so,  they 
would  not  get  parents,  .to  ,^e\  Jip   ai^ , 
agitatipn  for  neW;  sphopls,  .Xb^  schools 
to  which  they  would  send  their  children, 
would,  ber  in  JAany   cases  contracted: 
out  schools  without  ^vej^  the.sf^feguarcs  . 
which- existed  before  1902*.  ifiducjatio^-. 
ally  that  was  an .  exceedingly  dangexpvs,, 
position.    But    they    we^e .  not    goings 
to  remain  there. .  They  were  thneatened  - 
already  with  an  agita.tion  for  mpre>  money.  . 
and.  more   conjcessio;i3.    The  -ROs, .  was,^ 
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not   going   to   be   sufficient.     It   would 
not   ba  long  before  they  had  another 
"  i  itilerable  strain."     The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition    was    eagerly   watching   the 
swiag  of  the  pendulum  and  he  was  quite 
ready  to  resume  office  at  the  first  oppor- 
tanity.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  be  unwilling  to  give  one   or  two 
sessions  to  discussing  the  relative  meiits 
of  Nonconformists  and  Churchmen.     The 
right    hon.     Gentleman    would    rather 
do  that  than  discuss  the  merits  of  Colonial 
preference  and  free  trade.    Then  they 
would  have  all  this  old  battle  cheerfully 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  on  the  first  possible  oppor- 
tunity.   Contract ing-out   was   not  only 
educationally  unsound,  but  by  providing 
for  that  they  were   seeking  the  same 
old  trouble  which  they  had  gone  through 
ani  inviting  the  old  contests  in  an  almost 
more  furious  form  in  the  future  than  in 
the  past.     But  he  might  b2  told  that 
he  had  not  taken  into  consideration  the 
great  advantages  this  Bill  would  bring. 
It  was  said  they  were  going  to  have 
public  control  not  only  in  the  towns  but 
in    the    village    districts.     In    the    first 
place,  as  there  might  not  be  much  chance 
of  amending  the  Bill  in  Committee,  he 
wished  to  sav  that  the  definition  of  the 
single  school  district  seemed  to  him  to 
be    a    most    unsatisfactory    one.    They 
were  told  that  in  all  these  schools  they 
were  to  get  public  control.     Was  that 
an    accurate    statement  ?     He    thought 
things  were  going  on  for  a  considerable 
time    pretty    much    as  they    stood    at 
present.     The  existing  headmaster  was 
to  continue  in  the  same  position  as  that 
in  which  he  stood  ;   he  was  to  have  the 
same  rights,  privilege*;,  and  duties,  and 
he    would   go   on   teaching    as   he   was 
doing  for  the  rest  of  his  tenure  of  office. 
What     was    his     right     hon.     friend's 
estimate  of  the  length    of  the   average 
tenure    of    the    present     headmasters  ? 
He  would  say  that  it  would  extend  to 
ten  or  fifteen  years,  that  was  to  say,  that 
in  all  those  schools  which  they  were  going 
to  capture  the  present  state  of  things  was 
to  continue  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  in  the 
villages.     If  that  was  the  case,  he  did 
not  see  that  they  had  got  any  advantages 
compared  with  the  concessions  which  they 
had  made.     In  the  Church  of  England 
single    school    area    schools    there    were 
450,000    children,    and    in    the    council 
Mr.  Button. 


schools    there     were    about     3,000,000 
children.     They  were  going  to   give  to 
denominations  the  right  to  give  religious 
instruction   in   the   schools   which   had 
3,000,000  children,  and  all  that  they  were 
going  to  get  byandbye  was  the  right  to 
appoint  the  headmasters  in  the  schools 
which  had  450,000  children.     It  seemed 
to  him  that  was  hardly  worth  speaking 
of   as    a    bargain.    They    were    simply 
perpetuating  the  state  of  things  which  ex- 
isted at  the  present  time.     His  objection 
to  the  Bill  was  not  th  \t  he  and  his  friends 
did  not  get  all  they  wanted,  but  because 
it  seem^  to  him  that  they  positively 
lost  ground .    So  far  from  making  prc^re55 
he  thought  they  were  going  back.     Even 
in  the  face  of  the  great  display  of  support 
which  his  right  hon   friend  had  for  this 
Bill  he  asked  the  House  to  hesitate  to 
pass  the  Second  Reading.     He  viewe<l 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill  with  alarm,  bat 
he  viewed  the  tendency  of  the  measun* 
with  infinitelv  more  alarm.    It  delivwe^l 
the  council  schools  up  to  denominatioiu) 
faction  ;   it  exposed  teachers  to  aU  kinds 
of  pressure ;   it  provided  a  new  opening 
for    denominational     schools     to    exist 
outside  of  the  State  system,  and  it  again 
restored  the  old  dual  system.     He  de- 
plored    these    proposals.     He     believe*! 
they  would  have  a  disastrous  effect,  and 
therefore  he  asked  the  House  to  reject 
the  Bill.    He  begged  to  move. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  (Denbigh 
District)  in  seconding  the  Amendment, 
expressed  regret  that  he  found  himself 
in  opposition  to  the  Government  on  this 
question.  The  Bill  had  been  commended 
to  the  House  in  such  a  way  as  to  suggest 
that  this  was  the  only  possible  way  out 
of  the  educational  difficulty  for  the 
Government.  He  for  one  had  not  taken 
the  view  from  the  beginning  that  the 
Grovemment  had  dealt  with  the  education 
question  in  anything  like  the  way,  in 
view  of  its  importance  and  gravity, 
which  they  had  a  right  to  expect  after 
what  was  said  at  the  lasf  election.  He 
congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin 
on  his  dialectical  skill  and  on  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  dealt 
with  the  mandate  of  last  election.  A* 
he  understood  th^  demand  for  a  mandate 
at  the  last  election — a  demand  which  wa** 
approved  of  and  supported  by  the  leadiia' 
Members  of  the  Gov^nment-— it  was  thi« : 
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Tbt  no  Education  Bill  would  be  satisfac- 
T^>n' which  would  not  do  away  with  test  j 
i^r  teachers,  which  did  not  give  complete 
wWic  control  over  all  schools  receiving 
T'lHlic  monev,  and  which  did  not  pro- 
Libit    not   denominational   teaching   at 
'he  expense  of  the  rates  but  denomina- 
"ivnal  teaching  at  the  expense  of  public 
taoney.    That,  as  he  understood  it,  was 
the  mandate  of  the  country,  and  there 
Tere  many  passages  in  the  speeches  of  the 
n^hthon.  Gentleman  and  other  Members 
of  the  Government  which  most  conclu- 
livelv  showed  that  that  was  the  case.   But 
wiiit  had  been  the  whole  attitude  of  the 
Government  on  this  question  of  educa- 
tion?   Had  there  been,   from  the  be- 
eimiing,  the  slightest  indication  on  their 
wrt  that  this  difl&culty  was  to  be  solved 
tr  them  ?    They  had  played  with  the 
Education  Department.     One  would  have 
thought  that   in  dealing   with  a  great 
f^mplex  problem   like   education  there 
r<}ald  have  been  appointed  at  the  head 
<if  that  Department  some  one  of  great 
previous  experience,  and  that  the  Govern- 
n?Dt  would  have  availed  themselves  of 
tia  services  of  Mr.  Acland,  who  had  had 
experience  as  a  Minister  of  Education, 
•jt  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;    or  failing 
^ii«e  two  that  thev  would  have  utilised 
'« services  of  a  person  of  great  experience 
3  ediication  like  the  Parliamentary  Secre- 
**ry  to  the  Admiralty.  But  two  gentlemen 
^  been  appointed  to  that  Department 
*ito  had  had   no  previous  experience. 
%e  made  an  efiort  to  grapple  with  the 
problem  by  an   Education   Bill   which 
ii:led  to  pass,  and  he  was  then  sent  to 
Iftknd.    And  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
I'bgton,  having  had  a  special  experienc3 
ifi  the  Education  Department,  was  re- 
'-wved.    Then  they  had  substituted  as 
'  flief  Minister  for  Education  the  right 
toL  Gentleman  who  was  now  First  Lord 
«i  the  Admiralty,  who  had  absolutely  no 
pt^ious  experience  in    education,  and 
▼W  qualification  apparently  was  only 
^  nadiness  in  debate  and  the  fact  that 
C'Q  a  certain   occasion  he  was  able  to 
^•'"Ittish  a  stupid  mind  on  so  remote 
*  qw6tion  as  the   difierence   between 
'^  4nd  stripped  tobacco.    Then  that 
^•ght  hon.  Gentleman  was  given  as  assis- 
**at ;  whom  ?    The  hon.  Member  who  had 
jow^neto  the  Foreign  Office,  but  who 
W  had  experience  in  education.    That 
«fi.6entlcman  was  the  Progressive  leader 


in  London  at  the  moment  when  the  whole 
Progressive  cause  in  education  was 
betrayed  to  the  other  side.  He  was 
followed  by  a  gentleman  who  had  had 
a  few  years  experience  on  the  Newcastle 
School  Board,  and  he  was  accompanied 
by  a  gentleman  who  had  shown  great 
enthusiasm  for  education  by  advocating 
in  certain  literature  the  raising  of  the 
school  age,  but  who  had  promptly 
repudiated  it  when  he  became  a  candidate 
for  the  EUand  Division  of  Yorkshire. 
That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  dealt  with  the  education 
question  ;  and  now,  when  they  found  that, 
as  they  put  it,  the  cou^itry  was  sick  and 
tired  of  the  controversy,  they  came 
forward  with  a  proposal  which  meant 
the  abandonment  of  every  principle  and 
the  complete  betrayal  of  everything 
which  the  Liberals  had  stood  for  on 
this  question — the  most  cynical  and 
flagrant  betrayal  of  political  principle 
which  the  House  had  witnessed  in  the 
annals  of  modern  politics,  and  that  was 
saying  a  good  deal.  But  what  relevancy 
had  the  fact  that  people  were  tired  and 
weary  of  the  question  to  this  hurry- 
scurry  attempt  to  scuttle  in  the  direction 
of  a  scuttling  settlement  1  The  psople 
of  the  country  were  sick  and  weary  of 
Home  Rule  being  discussed,  but  by 
the  same  token  were  the  Liberal  Party 
going  to  abandon  Ireland  1  The  people 
of  the  country  were  sick  and  weary 
of  the  controversy  between  tariff  reform 
and  free  trade,  but  were  the  Government 
going  to  abandon  free  trade  because  of 
that  ?  There  were  many  other  illustra- 
tions which  might  be  used.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  people  of  the  country 
were  not  so  tired  and  weary,  and  not  so 
sick  of  this  controversy  as  they  were  that 
they  had  a  Government  of  "  Weary  Willies 
and  Tired  Tims,"  who  were  anxious 
to  get  out  of  a  difficulty  by  making  the 
proposals  they  had  done  in  this  Bill. 
And  what  were  these  proposals  ?  It  had 
been  somewhat  maladroitly  suggested — 
and  he  said  this  advisedly — by  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  that  this  must  be  a 
good  settlement,  because  the  extremists 
on  both  sides  were  against  it.  Personally 
he  had  been  represented  as  standing 
for  the  extreme  Nonconformist  view. 
He  stood  for  no  such  view.  He  left  that 
view  to  be  represented  by  those  lay 
leaders  of  Nonconformity  in  this  House 
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who  were  plain  "  Misters  "  a  few  months 
ago  but  now  revelled  in  the  title  of  **  Sir." 
He  stood  for  the  plain  man  in  the 
street,  for  keeping  the  peoples'  schools 
clear  from  all  the  influences  of  the 
parsons  and  priests  of  any  denomina- 
tion— either  Anglican,  Boman  Catho- 
lic, or  Nonconformist.  He  had  not 
been  against  compromise.  He  believed 
h^  was  the  only  Welsh  candidate 
at  the  last  general  election  who  advo- 
cated compromise  and  that  generous 
treatment  should  be  extended  to  the 
denominational  schools.  But  it  was 
never  contemplated  thfen,  nor  was  it 
row,  that  in  any  scheme  of  compromise 
there  should  come  into  the  area  of  these 
negotiations  anything  with  regard  to 
council  schools.  It  was  suggested  that 
this  was  a  compromise  that  was  fair  to 
all  parties ;  but  what  did  they  get 
with  regard  to  the  denominational 
schools  ?  They  got  not  public  control 
in  every  single  school  area,  but 
merely  public  control  in  every  rural 
school  area.  But  there  were  a  large 
number  of  urban  single  school  areas. 
Take  the  case  of  Radnorshire,  where 
he  himself  went  to  school.  There  was 
o  \\y  a  single  school  there  and  that  was 
a  1  urban  school.  It  might  not  be  trans- 
ferred and  it  might  be  one  of  the 
c  )ntracting-out  schools.  Take  the 
place  where  they  had  had  many  of  their 
Welsh  Conventions  with  regard  to  this 
e  hication  question — Llandrindod  Wells. 
There  was  onlv  one  school  there  and  it 
was  an  urban  district,  and  the  school 
might  not  be  transferred  and  might  be 
c.)ntracted-out.  Where,  then,  did  they 
got  public  control  in  all  single  school 
r.reas  ?  His  second  point  was  this : 
it  was  said  that  denominational  teachi  \g 
was  taken  off  the  rates,  and  his  third  was, 
that  it  was  alleged  that  there  were  no 
tests  for  teachers.  Now,  first  of  all, 
denominational  teaching  was  not 
bv  this  Bill  to  be  taken  off  the  rates. 
What  was  taken  off  the  rates  was  the 
cost  of  the  salary  of  the  teacher  who 
might  give  the  denominational  teach- 
i  '.g.  As  a  matter  of  fact — some  hon. 
Members  might  never  have  heard  of 
it — the  Birmingham  School  Board 
had  for  years  given  a  right  of  entry 
to  the  denominations  outside  school 
hours,  and  the  Board  had  a  scale  by 
which  they  charged  58.   per  room  per 
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day  in  every  school  to  the  denomination 
using  it    for    denominational    teacluDg; 
But  in  this  Bill  it  was  clearly   stated 
that  the  denominationa lists  were  to  have 
the    use    of    the    school    buildings    and 
denominational  teaching  in  school   hours 
free  of  rent,  heated,  cleansed  and  light^Ml, 
all  at  the  expense  of  the  rates.     Th'^n, 
it  was  said  that  they  were  abolishing 
tests  for  teachers.     A   more   absurd,   a 
more  futile  suggestion  in  the  face  of  the 
actual  provisions  of  the  Bill   could  not 
have    proceeded    from    those    benches. 
They  had  one  of  the  strongest  and  mo:X 
conspicuous  cases  in  this  country  on  the 
matter  of  tests  for  teachers  and  that  was 
the  case  of  the  greatest  of  all  the  sch(M>l 
boards — the  School  Board  of  Loudon  - 
a    publicly-elected    body    limited     for 
religious  teaching  to  Cowper-Tenipleism. 
One  of  the  greatest  educational  election 
contests  ever  seen  in  this  country  took 
place    in    1894   for  the  London  *8<h<H>l 
Board,    and    with    what    object  ?     For 
the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  rcUgiouA 
tests  for  teachers.    And  what  did  the 
test  for  teachers  consist  of  I    It  men^ly 
consisted  of  a  circular  which  was  issutKi 
to  the  teachers  in  this  form — 

**  If  there  are  those  among  you  who  cannot 
conscientiously  impart  Bible  instruction  in  thi* 
spirit,  means  will  oe  taken,  without  prejudu^ 
to  their  position  under  the  Board,  to  relca*r 
them  from  the  duty  of  giving  the  Bible  lesixm. 
The  religious  opinion  of  candidates  will  mn, 
in  any  sense,  influence  their  appointment  or 
promotion,  nor  are  they  to  be  suojected  to  any 
questions  with  reference  to  their  religious  belief. * 

On  paper,  could  there  be  more  con- 
clusive proof  than  that  against  the  idea 
that  there  was  any  religious  test  in- 
volved ?  But  in  practice  what  hap- 
pened ?  Out  of  hundreds  of  tearheri* 
with  full  qualifications,  who  declined  o 
give  religious  teaching  there  was  only  ono 
single  case  of  a  teacher  being  promote) 
to  a  headmastership,  and  not  a  singb 
case  of  promotion  to  a  head-mis tren  - 
ship ;  but  in  the  case  of  those  teacbrrN 
who  volunteered  to  give  the  religioci 
teaching  in  accordance  with  the  tena^  of 
the  circular,  promotion  followed,  ahhougH 
their  qualifications  were  less  than  thottc* 
who  refused  to  give  the  teligions  teach- 
ing. That  was  the  beginning  of  the 
whole  of  this  trouble.  When  they  de- 
feated the  particular  section  known  as 
the  Rileyite  section  on  the  London 
School    Board,    what    did    thev    »a\  ? 
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They   said   they   would    transfer   their 
ijtivitiej  to  a  wider  sphere,  and  from 
tlut  day  to  this  they  had  been  working , 
through  the  Education  Department  and 
Parliament,   to   get  cjtrried  into   effect 
throughout  the  country  those  particular 
things  for  which  they  had  worked  on 
the   London    School    Board.    He    said, 
without   hesitation,   that  if   they   were 
going  t3  put  this  position  to  the  Council 
teachers,    that    some    might    volunteer 
4ad  that   some   might   not,    and    that 
they   were   to   put   up   for   election   in 
the  event  of  a  vacancy,  they  had  an 
actual  test.    Everyone   knew   perfectly 
Tell  what  would  happen.     Take  a  case 
which  might  happen  even  in  so   great 
A  place   as   London.    What   would    be 
likely    to    happen    here  ?     Under    the 
present  scheme  of  the  London  County 
Council   they  had  for  every  group   of 
K'hools  in   London  what  was  called  a 
board  of  managers.  These  boards  of  mana  - 
gets  made  a  selection  of  three  teachers 
lor  every    vacancy,     and     these    three 
Qimes   were    sent    up    to    the    London 
Elucatiou  Authority,  who  selected  one 
to    come     before     them.     What    was 
ihe    fact  ?      As     a    result    of   the   last 
county  council  election,  wherever  Pro- 
pessive,  or  Radical,   or   Nonconformist 
members  of  these  boards  of  managers 
could  be  removed  by  the  London  Educa- 
tion Authority  they  were  in  fact  removed, 
ittd  at  this  moment  they  had   not  a 
^le   board    of    managers    under    the 
Loodon  education  authority  which  did 
Dot  consist  of  a   majority   of   members 
<i  tHe  Church  of  England   or   Roman 
Catholics.      He    had    heard    that    the 
icopard  had    changed    its    spots,     and 
that  clericalism  was  not  going  to  work 
in  the  future  as  it  had  done  in  the  past, 
but  there  were  some  of  the  boards  of 
minagers  at  this  moment  consisting  of 
an  actual  majority  of  ordained  priests. 
This  being    so,  siy    a    person   applied 
and  ^ot  the  position  of  assistant  teacher 
in  one  of  the  London  boroughs.     There 
wtte  say,  two  teachers  ;  one  declined  to 
YDluuteer  to  give  religious  instruction, 
and  the  other  offered  to  give  it  according 
to  the   Catechism    of    the    Church    of 
bf^nd.    It  was  not  in  human  nature 
that  it  would  not  follow  automatically 
a«  a^nutter  of  course,  that  the  members 
of  Uke  Church   of   England   upon   the 


nominating  and  appointing  committee 
would  work  for  all  they  were  worth  to 
secure  the  appointment  of  that  person 
who  belonged  to  their  denomination, 
and  ,who  had  volunteered.  Lest  he 
should  be  understood  as  speaking  with 
some  bias  as  against  either  Roman 
Catholics  or  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  he  would  go  frankly  to  the 
position  as  it  now  obtained  in  Wales. 
There  they  had  their  educational  authori- 
ties overwhelmingly  Nonconf  )rmi8t,  in 
some  cases  overwhelmingly  consisting  of 
a  particular  denomination  of  Noncon- 
formity. Did  anybody  suggest  that  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  things  precisely 
the  same  thing  was  not  going  to  happen 
there?  He  simply  said  that  for  Parlia- 
ment, by  imposing  upon  these  bodies 
possibilities  of  this  kind  of  temptation,  to 
let  teachers  run  the  risk  was  not  what 
Parliament  ought  to  do.  Then  it  was 
suggested,  and  it  was  a  most  cowardly 
suggestion,  but  the  Press  of  the  country 
had  been  primed  with  it,  that  if  in  fact 
this  victimising  of  the  teacher  did  take 
place,  and  if  in  fact  there  was  this 
favouritism,  there  was  no  suggestion 
that  the  Board  of  Education  should 
come  down  and  exercise  disciplinary 
powers  and  stop  it,  but  that  the  teacher 
must  join  his  or  her  trade  union  of  the 
National  Union  of  Teachers  in  order  to 
get  redress.  That  had  never  been  sug- 
gested in  the  case  of  Post  Office  or  dock- 
yard officials,  and  why  it  was  suggested 
in  the  case  of  what  was  now  going  to  be 
a  body  of  Civil  servants,  he  did  not  know. 
Besides,  the  National  Union  of  Teachers 
had  its  membership  among  teachers  who 
were  fully  certificated,  and  there 
were  100,000  teachers  in  the  country 
who  were  not  certificated,  and,  of 
course,  for  the  most  part  those 
embraced  the  very  assistant  teachers, 
the  very  young  teachers,  upon  whom 
this  test  might  be  put,  and  who 
might  be  open  to  the  temptation  that  he 
had  suggested.  If  this  unfortunate  Bill 
should  ever  get  beyond  this  House  he 
hoped  that  steps  would  be  taken  to 
see  that  that  possibility  at  all  events  was 
avoided.  Those  were  the  things  which 
they  were  supposed  to  have  obtainec\ 
but  what  had  they  given  in  return  ? 
They  had  abandoned  the  whole  position 
of  the   Liberal   Party  argumor.tatively 
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Bgainst   the   establishment   of   a    State 
Church.    They   had  at  one    swoop    by 
thb  proposal  wiped  out  the  whole  of 
the  traditions  of  the  Liberetionists  from 
1840  down  to  now.     He  endorsed  every- 
thing that  had  been  said  by  thehon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  this  Amendmei  t.     Or.ly 
yesterday  he  went  to  a  meeting  of  the 
Welsh    Parliamentary    Party    and    im- 
plored them,  in  the  face  of  what  was 
likely  to  happen  next  year  by  the  in- 
troduction  of  a   Disestablishment   Bill, 
that  they  would  give  pause  before  they 
lent  support  to  this  Bill  which  cut  from 
under  their  feet  absolutely  every  argu- 
ment in  principle  with  which  they  would 
have  to  come  to  the  House  and  ask  for 
disestablishmert    next    vear.     For    the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  this  country 
it  was  proposed  to  make  religious  in- 
struction   in    the    schools    compulsorj'. 
This  was  a   Bill  for  the  establishment 
and  endowment  of  denominational  re- 
ligion in  the  council  schools  and  to  the 
extent  of  contracting-out  for  the  estab- 
lishment and  endowment  of  denomira- 
tional    religion    m    the    contracting-out 
schools.      The  position  upon  which  they 
<rf  the  Liberal  and  Nonconformist  Party 
had  hitherto  stood — the  position  which 
was  reiterated  again  and  again  against 
the  compromise  in  1870  was  this,  that 
it  was  not  within  the  proper  function 
of  the  State  to  teach  religion  to  adults 
in  the  Church  and  that  it  was  not  within 
the  proper    function   of    the   State  to 
teach  religion  to  the  infants  in  the  schools. 
The  right  of  entry  by  which  they  were 
to  get  this  denominationalism  in  council 
schools  was  a  right  of  entry  during  school 
hours.     That  was  not  a  new  proposal, 
although   it   was   new   from   a   Liberal 
Government.     It  was  a  proposal  which 
was  denounced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  terms  which  justified  his  asking  him 
to  come  out — to  leave  the  Government 
and   to    fight    with   them   against    this 
monstrous  Bill.     The  language  that  he 
had  used  was  perhaps  so  strong  that  by 
Members  who   were  not   familiar  with 
the  particular  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  his  attitude  might  perhaps 
be  misunderstood,  so  he  would  read  the 
actual  words  addressed  to  his  constitu- 
ents.    This  was  what  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said,  and  he  regretted  that 
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he  was  not  in  his  place  to  deal  with  the 
point — 

>  **  They,  the  Church  party,  were  asking  for  a 
right  of  entry  within  scnool  hours.  He  wished 
to  say  Nonconformists  and  Liberals  were  not 
going  to  grant  it.  If  this  were  propoeed,  whether 
by  a  Conservative  or  Liberal  Government,  he 
desired  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he 
would  be  in  opposition.  They  might  wake  np 
any  day  and  find  that  they  had  been  giren 
away,  and  he  wished  it  to  be  clearly  recognised 
that  the  party  ^  or  party  leader  who  would  give 
away  the  Noncoiiformists  on  this  question 
would  have  to  count  on  their  most  strenuous 
opposition  in  the  carrying  out  of  such  policy.*' 

As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  they 
had  been  given  away,  and  those   who 
had  given  them  away  would  have   to 
count  on  th/ir  most  strenuous  opposition. 
This  right  of  entry  was  not  a  new  pro- 
posal in  itself.    Fourteen  years  ago  it 
was  known  as  the  Orpington  plan.     It 
was    suggested    by   the    then    Vicar   ot 
Orpington,  and  well  he  recollected  how 
vehemently  the  papers  denounced   the 
proposal.     He  recollected  how  adroitly 
"F.    C.    G."    drew    cartoons    showing 
the  effect  of  a  large  number  of  different 
denominations  making  applications   for 
denominational  teaching  in  one  of  the 
council    schools.      They    had    pictures 
drawn,  which  it  did  not  require  a  great 
stretch  of  imagination  to  realise  to-<lay, 
of  a   large   number   of   denominational 
pens  in  the  main  hall  of  one  of  the  large 
board  schools.     One  of  these  pens  was 
labelled  "Weslevan,"  another  *' Roman 
Catholic,"    and    another    "Church    of 
England,"  etc.,  and  then  in  the  midst 
was  a  picture  of  a  child  that  was  being 
claimed  by  the  Baptists,  Roman  Catholics, 
Church  of  England  and  by  representa- 
tives of  other  bodies  as   belonging   to 
their  particular  faith.    That  was  a  cor- 
dition   of   things  which,  metaphorically 
speaking,  if  not  physically,  would  con- 
stantly happen    under  the  new  regime 
which     would     demoralise     the     whole 
discipline   of  school   and    do    much    to 
destroy  that   delightful  esprit  de  corpg, 
which  was  the    well-spring   and   life    of 
the   school,    and    to    antagonise    chihl- 
hood    at    a  time    when    it    ought    rot 
to    be    antagonised.     Bat    it    was    rot 
merely  that  the  right  of  entry  was  giver. 
To  his  mind  the  most  fraudulent  part 
of  this   Bill   was  the   line  as   between 
contracting-out   on   the    one    side    and 
alleged    public    control    on    the    other. 
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Wbmt  was  the  position?  The  only 
Khoob  whieh  moBt  contract  out  ^ere 
tbote  in  single  school  rural  parishes. 
All  the  other  denominational  schools 
Might  or  might  not  contract  out  just 
is  they  Hked.  The  Question  as  to 
vhether  the  Liberals  and  Nonconformists 
got  much  under  this  Bill,  in  the  way 
of  extended  public  control,  depended 
entirely  upon  the  extent  to  which  con- 
tTMting  out  would  be  resorted  to.  What 
WBS  the  position  1  The  contracting  out 
ichools  were  being  given  50  per  cent, 
more  by  way  of  grant  than  hitherto. 
It  was  notorious  that  before  the  Bill 
of  1902y  introduced  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  the  cost  per  scholar 
of  the  different  voluntaiy  schools  was 
asfoDows : — Church  schools,  £2  4s.  lid. ; 
Wesleyan  schools,  £2  ds.  4d. ;  Roman 
Citholic,  £2  3s.  Id.;  British  and  other 
nndenominational  schools,  £2  8s.  lid. 
That  was  the  cost  per  child  in  those 
ichools  upon  the  rates  prior  to  the  Act 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  passed  in 
1902.  That  was  taking  the  whole  country, 
ttking  the  rural  with  the  urban,  and 
what  he  contended  was  that  with 
£2 10s.  coming  in  the  denomination  would 
be  able,  if  he  might  say  so,  to  scheme 
a  suridus  and  use  it  elsewhere. 
There  seemed  to  have  been  such  an 
alserity  on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  Mem- 
ben  to  get  rid  of  this  question  that  there 
w«e  tome  aspects  of  the  Bill  which  had 
Mt  yet  been  frankly  put  before  the 
eooBtr^.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
1897,  mcToduced  a  Bill  for  which  he  was 
itxmdly  denounced  by  Members  on  that 
ade  of  the  House,  and  that  was  the 
Voluntary  Schools  Aid  Act.  No  language 
WIS  strong  enough  to  denounce  the 
proposal  that  there  should  be  a  5s.  dole 
per  child  in  the  voluntary  schools,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  safeguarded  the 
^ring  of  that  dole  by  saying  that  while 
It  was  to  go  to  the  Associations  of  Volun- 
tary Schools,  it  was  in  fact  to  be  alio- 
eated  and  distributed  by  the  Board  of 
Edacation  in  consultation  with  those 
iMociations.  Further  than  that,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  indifferent  as 
to  whether  it  went  to  a  denominational 
seM)eiatkm  like  the  National  Schools 
Society,  or  to  an  undenominational 
JMociation  like  the  British  Schools  Asso- 
ciation. But  what  did  this  Bill  propose  ? 
It  proposed  that  no  money  at  ail  should 
go  to  an  association  of  voluntary  schools 
that  did  not  belong  to  a  denomination,  so 
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that  the  British  Schools  Association  was 
left    outside.      It    then    proposed    that 
£2  lOs.  or  thereabouts  per  child  was  t6 
go  by  way  of  grant  to  t&e  contracted  out 
schools ;  but  what  was  to  happen  ?    There 
was  to  be  one  single  association  for  each 
denomination  over  the  whole  of  England 
and  Wales.     In  other  words,  the  Car- 
dinal Archbishop  of  Westminster's  com- 
mittee would  have  hanied  over  to  theofi 
by  the  Liberal  Government  a  sum  of 
£700,000  of  the  taxpayers'  money  each 
year  to  be  applied  and  distributed  in  the 
unfettered  discretion  of  that  body  so  long 
as  it  went  to  elementary  education.     It 
was  an  abrogation  of  the  financial  powers 
and  privileges  of   this  House.      There 
woald    be    a    sum,    roughly    speaking,, 
of    £3,500,000    handed    over    by    the 
Gk)vemment  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury's committee,  to  be  applied  and  dis- 
tributed in  whatever   way    they  liked, 
subject  only  to  the   condition    that  it 
must  go  to  elementary  education.     One 
knew  perfectly  well  what  would  happen. 
That   money    would    be    collected    and 
pooled  and   used    for    the    purpose    of 
opening    new    schools     as    against    the 
council  schools.     This  proposal  to  give> 
unfettered  and  unshackled,   in  a  lump, 
sum,  to  a  single  denomination,  these  vast 
sums  was  as  a  knife  held  to  the  throat  of 
the  council   schools,   and   would  render 
futile    the   suggestion    that    they  were 
securing  educational  peace.     It  was  said 
that  religious  teaching  was  to  be  made 
compulsory,  that  they  were  to  have  a  new 
sort  of  Council  of  Trent  in  every  district. 
They  would  have  a  Council  of  Burton-on- 
Trent  in  all  probabiLty  to  settle  what 
should  be  the  particular  form  of  religion. 
Here  was  a  Liberal  Government  propos- 
ing a  piece  of  machinery,  claiming  to  be 
democratic,  suggesting  that  the  persons 
who  might  do  the  mischief  should  elec- 
tively  be  two  removes   away  from  thQ 
electors.      In  other   words,    the    whole 
thing    with    regard   to  religion  was  to 
be  settled   by   non-elective    committees, 
appointed     by,     but     not     necessarily 
of,   the  education   authority.    The  edu- 
cation   authority,   as    they    all    knew, 
was       nominated       by       the      county 
council,  partially  consisting    of    county 
councillors    and    town    councillors,   and 
partially  of  outsiders,  so  that  if  they  got 
any  mischief  done,  or  any  feelings  out- 
raged, by  this  religious  committee,  they 
must  go  to  the  county  council,  with   a 
view  to  changing  the  education  authority, 
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with  a  view  to  changing  the  religious 
committee.  The  whole  thing  was  fan- 
tastic, absurd,  and  undemocratic  to  a 
degree.  They  were  told  that  this  was  a 
compromise,  and  that  it  made  for  a  settle- 
meat.  They  were  told  that  something 
must  be  done  to  save  the  educationiu 
reputation  of  the  Oovemment  He 
.thought  they  had  been  excessively  unwise 
in  proposing  this  particular  something. 
The  difficulties  which  would  be  created 
by  this  Bill  if  it  became  law  would  be  a 
hundredfold  greater  than  the  difficulty 
which  existed  at  present.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  thunder  and  lightning  in 
the  discussions,  and  there  had  been  for 
the  last  few  years  on  this  religious 
wranele,  but  after  all,  what  had  happened  ? 
The  Liberals  had  fired  at  the  Tories,  the 
Baptists  had  fired  at  the  Roman  Catholics, 
the  Church  of  England  parson  had  fired  at 
the  Wesleyan,  pulpits  had  been  fired 
against  pulpits,  platforms  had  been  fired 
against  platforms,  while  inside  the  school 
there  had  been  not  a  single  sign  or 
semblance  of  any  real  religious  difficulty. 
If  they  passed  this  Bill  into  law,  what 
were  they  going  to  do  ?  They  were 
eoing  to  send  the  fighting  sects,  the  local 
leaders  of  denominations,  the  warriors  of 
theology,  into  the  very  midst  of  the 
^schools.  They  were  therefore  going  to 
bring  the  religious  difficulty  inside  the 
schook,  and  not  merely  the  denomi- 
national schools  but  the  council  schools 
al»o.  He  said  that  that  was  a  crime 
against  the  democracy  of  this  country. 
It  was  the  most  wicked  thing  that  had 
been  attempted  by  any  Government 
against  the  peoples'  schook,  and  if  he 
had  to  cut  the  whole  of  his  political 
connection,  if  the  Liberal  Government 
had  to  be  sacrificed,  then  ten  thousand 
times  better  that  they  should  be  sacrificed 
rather  than  that  the  people's  schook  should 
be  handed  over  to  the  proselytising 
priests  of  all  denominations. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  opon 
this  day  three  months.*" — {Mr,  Button,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  (Oxford 
University) :  I  do  not  approach  tnis  Bill 
from  the  point  of  view  of  either  of  the 
two  last  speakers.     I  am  in  favour  of  a 
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settlement,  but  a  settlement  honourable 
to  both  parties  They  had  another 
anxiety.  They  were  anxious  lest  in  the 
settlement  arrived  at»  one  of  the  pertiea 
should  reallv  get  all  that  be  thinks  he  is 
getting  under  the  arrangement  I  have 
a  simuar  anxiety.  I  am  not  sure  that 
under  this  arrangement  the  schoola  in 
which  I  am  interested— the  Chorch  in 
which  I  am  interested — will  get  all  the 
Bill  professes  to  give.  I  am  bound  ie 
admit  that  this  Bill  is  conceived  in  a 
very  different  spirit  to  its  predeeeaaoia. 
As  to  the  .cLoments  of  those  pred^oeaaoiv 
I  will  say  nothing.  They  lie  like  automn 
leaves  around  the  feet  of  the  Government^ 
and,  like  autumn  leaves,  I  must  sweep 
them  awayw  But  this  Bill  does  contain  a 
compromise^  It  contains  a  genuine  com- 
promise in  so  far  as  each  party  givee  up 
something  which  he  values.  I  do  not 
think  that  either  side  should  mininaise 
the  sacrifices  which  the  other  is  called 
uDon  to  make,  and  is  indeed  making, 
Tne  sacrifice  that  we  are  asked  for  « 
undoubted  and  serious.  We  are  aaked 
to  surrender  the  Church  schools,  the 
Church  schools  which  at  one  time  were 
the  sole  provision  for  elementary  educa- 
tion in  the  country,  the  Church  schools 
which  in  the  course  of  their  oareer  h^Te 
saved  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds 
to  the  taxpayers  and  the  ratepayera, 
schools  which  have  been  built,  improTed» 
and  enlarged  on  a  Parliamentarj 
guarantee  that  they  would  alwaya  be 
used  for  the  nurposy  for  which  tliey 
were  built  We  are  asked  to  safrrifictr 
these  schools  in  order  to  meet  a  grievanee 
which  the  hon.  Member  who  has  juat  eat 
down  assures  us  is  absolutely  uoraelt 
a  grievance  confined  to  the  platform  and 
to  the  pulpit,  and  non-existent  in  tbe 
schools.  I  did  not  agree  with  much  of  his 
speech,  but  I  do  coroially  agree  with  that 
particuhur  portion  of  it  There  is  no  doubt 
as  to  the  reality  of  this  portion  of  the  BalL 
The  local  authority  is  no  longer  to  -^^'n^iie 
a  school  which  is  not  provided  by  iteeU. 
The  tenns  axe  as  expUeit  in  the  olaoae  ae 
they  can  be  made.  I  do  not  pnqpoee  to 
touch  upon  the  conditiona  of  tca«ifer 
now  ;  there  is  something  to  be  said  ab#«t 
them  in  the  Oommittee  stage.  I 
quite  ready  to  admit  that  the 
on  the  other  side  are  in  point  of  principle 
considerable.  The  right  of  entry  involvea 
an  invasion  of  the  Cowper-Ttmple  clauLe 
which  I  know  is  very  near  to^the  heart 
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of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  the 
io^Mrtance  of  which  I  recognise  as  making' 
for  peace.  The  use  of  the  teacher, 
limited  and  guarded  as  it  is,  is  a  matter  to 
which  I  know  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
attach  much  importance,  and  in  regard  to 
their  admisaon  of  the  contracting-out 
principle  they  appear  to  throw  aside^  for 
the  benefit  of  the  settlement,  almost  every 
educational  principle  that  they  have  ever 
hud  down.  But  there  is  this  curious 
feature  about  this  proposed  settlement. 
We  have  been  privileged  from  the  letters 
which  appeared  in  yesterday's  papers 
to  see  not  only  the  result  of  the  negotia- 
tions, hut  the  progress  of  the  negotiations 
tiiemsehreB.  We  have  read  the  letters 
which  passed  between  the  Archbishop  and 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister  for 
Bdacation.  What  I  am  concerned  to 
inquire  is,  whether  the  letter  of  the  BiU 
carries  out  the  spirit  of  the  negotiations. 
I  must  touch  on  some  matters  in  which  I 
think  the  Bill  falb  short  in  tips  respect. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Morley  dwelt  at 
some  length  on  the  immense  concessions 
involved  in  the  right  of  entry.  He 
described  how  the  ministers  of  denomina- 
tional religion  would  have  access  to  the 
tthools,  the  influence  that  they  would 
there  exercise,  and  the  disaster  to  un- 
denominationalism  which  would  every- 
where result.  I  am  not  quite  so  sure  that 
tile  Bill  as  it  stands  has  the  effect  which 
tiie  hon.  Member  fears.  The  Archbishop 
stipulated  for  ^'  full  and  effective  oppor- 
tunity in  all  sdiook  during  school  hours 
for  giving  denominational  religious  teach- 
ing." Have  we  got  it  1  I  notice  for  one 
thmg  that  whereas  the  desire  of  the  parent 
for  undenominational  religious  teaching 
nay  be  expressed  in  any  way  the  parent 
chooses,  as  regards  denominational  teach- 
ing his  desire  must  be  expressed  under 
conditions  and  in  die  form  provided  and 
Mokted  by  the  Board  of  Education. 
I  do  not  quite  understand  why  this  differ- 
ence should  exist.  Some  parents  have  a 
conscientious  objection  to  imdenomina- 
tional  religious  teaching,  and  why  should 
there  not  be  just  as  serious  provision  to 
meet  this  objection  as  there  is  in  regard 
to  denominational  teaching  ?  And  then 
I  am  compeUed  to  a^k — Can  we 
tniat  the  Board  of  Education  ?  I  am 
honnd  to  confess  that  we  have  had  indica- 
tions during  th^  last  eighteen  nionths 
tliat  the  Board  of  Education,  although 


entrusted  with  judicial  functions,  'does 
not  always  discharge  those  functions  in  a 
judicial  spirit*  and  we  cannot  repose  that 
confidence  in  the  Board  of  Education 
which  we  ought  to  be  able  to  reposcJ  in*  a 
Government  Department.    There  is  im- 
other    matter    which    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman   touched  '  upon.    The   Arch- 
bishop stipulates  that  religious'  instruc- 
tion    should    be    given    during    school 
hours.    I  notice,  however,  that  whereas 
the  undenominational  instruction  is  to  be 
given  in  the  first  three-quarters  of  an 
hour     of    the     school's    meeting,    the 
denominational  teaching  is  to  be  given 
between  9  and  9.45  a.m.    If  this  means 
that    it  may  be  pushed  out  of  school 
hours  by  some   arrangement  about  the 
marking     of     registeis,   it     is    worth- 
less.   Everybody  knows  that  in  dealing 
with  the  matter  the  local  authority  could 
so  alter  the  time  table  as  practically 
to  exclude  denominational  religious  teach- 
ing from  the  school  hours.     We  know 
that  proposals  have  been  made  in  former 
times   by  way  of  adjustraent  to   give 
religious  instruction  at  times  which  were 
not  within  the  school  hours,  and  if  the 
difference  between  the  two  sections  in 
phraseology  is  a  real  difference,  and  the 
intention  is  to  exclude  denominational 
religious  teaching  from  sciool  hours,  then 
I  say  that  the  Archbishop's  stipulations 
are  not  observed,  and  for  my  own  part 
I  will  not  accept  religious  teaching  ^iven 
under  those  conditions  as  any  satisfac- 
tion of  the  promise  made.    Then  the 
local  authority  has  to  decide  whether  any 
and  what  accommodation  is  available 
in  the  school  house  for  religious  teaching. 
Everyone  knows  that  hostile  local  authori- 
ties can  make  things  uncomfortable  for 
voluntary  schools  ^nd  **schoolhouse"  is  a 
term  of    wide  meaning.    I  have  some 
anxiety  lest  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
no  accommodation  should  be  found  avail- 
able  in  the  school  building,   and  lest 
the  teaching  may  be  relegated  to  some 
spare  bedroom  in  the  teacher's  house  or  to 
some    shed    in    the    playground.    That 
might  be  a  way  of  meeting  the  require- 
ments of  the  clause,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  a  fair  way  of  meeting  the 
spirit  of  the  undertaking  which  has  been 
given.    Then,  again,  the  local  ^ucation 
authority  have  to  decide  whether  they  can 
spare  the  teacher  consistently  with,  the 
conduct  and  discipline  of  the  school.    I 
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find  that  there  are  many  ways  in  which 
the  local  authorities  may  put  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  this  religious  teaching. 
I  gather  that  one  of  the  difficulties,  which 
occurred  in  the  course  of  the  negotiations, 
and  which  was  only  got  over  after  they 
had  continued  for  some  time,  was  as  to  the 
question  of  local  option  in  regard  to  the 
right  of  entry — ^whether  they  were  to 
aUow  the  local  authority  to  determine 
if  there  was  to  be  the  right  of  entry  or 
not,  and  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Minister  for  Education,  I  understand, 
gave  way  on  that  point.  I  think  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill,  and  the  hurry  with 
which  it  has  necessarily  been  prepared, 
may  have  something  to  do  ^ith  it,  but  I 
should  hardly  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  means  that  local  option  over 
areas,  which  was  withdrawn  from  local 
authorities,  is  to  be  revived  in  respect  of 
each  individual  school.  Taking  the 
individual  school,  they  might  say  that 
they  could  not  find  room,  or  could  not 
find  a  teacher  to  give  religious  teaching 
here  and  there,  and  in  that  way  the 
giving  of  denominational  religious  teach- 
ing might  be  rendered  practically  in- 
operative. I  do  not  accuse  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  bad  faith  in  this  matter, 
but  I  do  point  out  to  him  the  result  of  the 
phraseology  of  the  clause,  and  that  it 
does  not  to  my  mind  carry  out  the  terms 
of  the  negotiations. 


The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  what  language  he 
has  in  his  mind  ? 

♦SiK  WILLIAM  ANSON:  Clause  3, 
which  says  that  the  local  authority  shall 
provide  any  accommodation  which  in 
the  **  school-house  "  can  be  easily  made 
available  for  denominational  instruction. 
As  the  Government  knows,  the  tefm 
•*  school-house  "  is  very  wide  ;  it  means 
a  great  deal  more  than  the  actual  school 
buildings,  and  the  question  whether  a 
place  can  be  easily  made  available  rests 
with  the  local  authority.  In  the  same 
way  as  regards  the  teacher,  in  the  next 
subsection,  the  service  of  the  teacher 
shall  not  be  withheld  by  the  local  author- 
ity- 

f  *  Unlete  the  local  authority  has  satisfied  the 
Board  of  Education  that  the  services  of  the 
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teacher  are  required  for  the  general  conduct  of 
the  school** 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  point  I  am 
asking  about  is  with  regard  to  the  parti- 
cular school  when  the  right  of  entry 
might  be  refused. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON :  My  point 
is  this.  Although  local  option  waa 
annulled  in  regard  to  the  area^  it  might 
as  the  Bill  is  worded,  be  revived  in 
respect  of  each  individual  school,  and 
so  we  should  get  back  to  the  orig|inaI 
condition  of  things.  Unless  the  right 
of  entry  is  genuine  there  is  no  considera^ 
tion  for  that  great  surrender  which, 
we  are  to  make.  Then  there  followa 
the  contracting-out,  which  I  should 
have  thought  was  equally  unacceptabfe^ 
to  both  sides  of  the  House.  Contract- 
ing out  violates  the  principle  of  popular 
control.  Contracting  out  admits  tests 
of  any  severity  to  be  imposed  on  the 
teacher.  Contracting  out  practically  is 
a  frank  endowment  of  denomi  a> 
tional  education  as  plain  and  obviota 
a^  th)  endowment  oi  the  Roman 
Catholic  University,  without  all  the  silly 
make-believe  with  which  we  amuaed 
ourselves  of  forbidding  tests,  chapels, 
and  other  things  wholly  inmiaterial 
in  respect  to  the  practical  result 
of  the  measure.  As  a  matter  oC 
principle,  I  should  have  thought  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  have 
strongly  objected  to  contracting-out. 
Educationally,  I  regard  contracting-out 
as  retrograde,  partly  because  it  defeats 
the  aims  which  we  put  before  us — co- 
ordination in  local  areas — by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  contracting-out  schoel 
I  from  the  authority  of  the  local  education 
committee,  and  because  financially  it 
will  be  difficult  to  keep  these  schools,  on 
the  terms  given  in  the  Bill,  even  aa 
they  now  stand,  up  to  the  average  and 
capacity  for  progress  of  the  other  scbooL 
I  note  that  these  terms  are  final,  and 
that,  although  the  education  may  become 
more  costly  and  other  schools  may  be 
more  largely  assisted  out  of  the  rates,, 
no  provision  is  made  by  way  of  a  sliding 
scale  for  an  increase  of  the  grants  to 
these  schools.  Consequently,  these 
schools,  diMdvanta^eous  as  would  be 
their  present  position  under  the  Bill 
compared  with  other  schools,  five  years 
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lience  may  be  in  a  state  so  backwar  I 
and  exhaosted  that  the  whole  situa- 
^n  will  have  to  be  revised.  If  I 
thought  that  this  was  the  last  word 
o!  the  Government  on  these  pro- 
visions I  should  oppose  the  Bill  at 
this  stage.  But  the  Prime  Minister 
itttd  other  day  said  to  my  n  >ble  friend 
tiie  Member  for  the  Chichester  division, 
in  answer  to  a  question,  that  this  matter 
might  be  reconsidered  in  Committee, 
and  I  do  earnestly  hope  that  during 
the  Committee  stage,  short  as  will  be 
the  time  allowed  for  the  consideration 
«f  die  measure,  some  better  mode  may 
be  found  of  dealing  with  what  I  may  call 
h  -m  g  meous  schools  in  which  the  entire 
ehild  population  is  of  on^  religion,  and  no 
danger  or  inconvenience  would  be  caused 
to  anybody  by  recognition  of  that  fact. 
Sow  I  eoBM  to  the  points  in  the  Bill 
which  appeal  to  me.  I  feel  strongly 
that  a  great  deal  is  gained  by  the 
proviiion  of  religious  instruction  within 
these  schools  by  the  necessary  setting 
apart  of  three-quarters  of  an  hour  of 
the  school  day  for  religious  instruction 
for  all  those  whose  parents  desire  it.  I 
alao  attach  a  great  deal  of  importance  to 
the  introduction  of  tUs  committee  of 
religious  instruction  whose  duties  I 
should  like  to  see  extended  not  merely 
to  the  preparation  of  a  syllabus  but  to 
til*  control  and  management  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  teaching  is  given. 
But  as  the  Bi!l  stands  I  feel  that  this 
provision  raises  this  sort  of  teaching  above 
the  level  of  what  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition has  very  aptly  described  as  munici- 
pal Christianity.  It  takes  this  syllabus 
outside  purely  local  control  and  entrusts 
it  to  bodies  of  various  religious  denomina- 
tions who  will  enter  seriously  upon  their 
Inquiries,  I  hope  with  excellent  results. 
Then  the  introduction  of  the  right  of 
«itry  does  to  my  mind  import  this 
«n  the  part  of  the  leaders  of  my 
Cfanrch  that  they  recognise  a  respon- 
sibility for  the  children  in  the  council 
srhoois  as  they  have  recognised  respon- 
sibility in  the  past  for  the  children 
in  the  Church  schools.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Morley 
division  expatiate  on  the  energy  and 
success  with  which  denominational  re- 
bgious  teaching  would  be  given  under 
the  right  of  entry.  Many  doubts  and 
Anxieties    have    been    expressed    as   to 


whether  the  right  of  entry  is  worth  any- 
thing.   From  my  poiat  of  view  the  right 
of  entry  will  be  worth  whatever  the  Church 
chooses  to   make   of  it.    I   have   that 
confidence  in  the  members  of  the  Church 
to  which  I  belong  to  believe  that  they 
will  not  allow  this  opportunity  to  pass 
by  them  of  securing  that  the  Church 
children  in  the  Council  schools  should  have 
tb^t  teaching  which  will    make    them 
understand  that  they  are  members  of  a 
commnity  up  to  whose  standard  of  re- 
ligious life  they  must  endeavour  to  live. 
I  should  like  to  press  upon  those  who 
think  this  right  of  er.try  is  worth  little, 
this  consideration,   that  the  voluntary 
schools  are  diminishing  in  number,  that 
the  council  schools  now  provide  accom- 
modation   for    the    greater  number   of 
the    children     in     school     attendance, 
that    new    schools    are   relatively  few 
in  number.    If   you  look  at  the  yearly 
statistics    of   the   Board  of    Education 
you   see   some   Church   schools   closed^ 
some    transferred,    and    comparatively 
few  new  schools  built.    I  should  not  like 
to  lose  the  opportunity  of  getting  access 
to  the  Church  children  in  the  Council 
schools  which  is  ofiered  by  this  Bill. 
My  own  desire  as  regards  this  religious 
question  has  always  been  that  Christain 
teaching  should  be  available  for  every 
child  and  special  religious  teaching  for 
every  child  whose  parents  desire  it,  and 
the  Bill  with  its  many  defects  moves  in 
this  direction.    So  far  as  my  own  atti- 
tude to  the  Bill  is  concerned,  much  must 
depend  on  what  happens  during  the  next 
few    days.     I    speak    only    for   myself 
I  will  be  no  party  to  an  unreal  settlement 
nor  to  a  settlement  which  -leaves  any 
large  section   of  the  community  in   a 
position    financially    and    educationally 
deplorable.    But  I  see  a  hope,  however 
faint,  I  see  a  chance,  though  it  may  be 
remote,  of  an  honourable  settlement  of 
this  question  which  has  for  so  many 
years  hampered  our  jeducational  system 
and  embittered  ovr  religious  and  political 
civisions.  I  know  it  is  impossible  to  go  any 
way  in  this  matter  without  difiering  from 
friends  whose  opinion  one  regards,  and 
yet  that  hope,  however  faint,  I  will  not 
relinquish,  and  that  chance,  however  rc« 
mote,  I  will  not  forego,  and  with  this  hope 
in  my  heart  I  propose  with  all  reservations 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading. 
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.  Mb..  T.v  p.  O'CONNOR  (liverpopl, 
Scotland)  said  he  roBe  thus  eaiiy  in  the 
debate  becaofle'he  had  been  asked  by 
ll^  qoUaagnes  to  state  the  Catholic  view., 
He  recognised  at  a  very  early  date  that 
this  .was  a  measure  which  wotild  have 
behind  it  an  amount  of  strength  which 
'WBfi  not  at  the  disposal  of  any  previous 
Minister  for  Education.  Indeed,  if  he  were 
disponed  to  comment  upon  the  ironies  of 
politics  he  would  certainly  have  abun- 
dant opportunity  in  som,e  incidents  even 
ot  this  debate,  apart  altogether  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  congratu- 
lated the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
success  which  he  had  attained,  a  success 
I^gely  due  tp  his  own;  skiU,  a^d  at  .the. 
same  time  he  feltj^clined  to  cpnt>rast  his 
position  an4  Jus  fortunes  with  those  of 
1^0:.  Chie^  ^eoret^ry  for  Ireland  :when 
endeavouring  to  make  a. '  settlement .  of 
this  education  question.  He  could  not 
help  making  the  comment  that  if  the  same 
consideration  had  been  given  to  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Bill  as  was  properly  given,  to 
this  the  former.  Bill  might  now  have  been 
9n  the  Statute-book,  and  in  his  opinion 
that  Bill  was  from  every  point  of  view, 
fron^  t^e  point  of  view. of  religious  liberty 
and  still  more  from  the  point  of  view  of 
educational  efficiency,  a  far  better  settle- 
iaent»  at  least  from  the  Catholic  point  of 
view,  than  this.  He  knew  the  Bill  would 
have  a  great  deal  of  force  behind  it,  partly 
because  of  the  stage  of  exhaustion  which 
this  controversy  had  reached,  but  still 
more  because  when  they  came  to  the 
ooQipromise  in  English  politics  they  came 
on  a  racial  instinct  against  which  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  any  man — especi- 
ally a  man  of  a  logical  mind — to  make 
any  successhd  attack.  So  far  as  the 
settlement  between  the  contending  creeds 
and  parties  of  this  country  was  concerned 
he  had  nothing  to  say.  He  would 
welcome  any  peace  among  them  which 
was  accepted  by  all  or  most  sections  of 
opinion.  His  business  was  with  this  Bill 
as  it  affected  the  particular  communion 
which  he  represented.  From  that  point 
of  view  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was .  a  slight  improvement  on  the 
Bill  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
but  except  for  that  it  was  as  bad  a 
Settlement  from  their  point  of  view  as 
any  that  could  be  proposed.  The  settle- 
ment was  bad  for  these  reasons.  He  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party,  but 


there  was  no  man.in  that  House  who  held' 
more  strongly  whiekt  he  r^ard^d  &s  the 
essenj;ial  principles  of.  Liberfklism,  and  he 
was  entitled  to  test  the  Bill  from  that 
point  of  view.  Secondly,  he  had  always 
approached  the  question  as  one  which 
ought  to  be  regarded  largely,  if £not 
supremely,  from  the  educational  point  of 
yieiV",  and  the  demand  f^qi  that  point  of 
view  was  even  stricter  in  the  case  of  a 
man  in  hisposition  for  the  reason  that  he 
represented  a  particular  class;  of  the 
community  which  was  least  able  to  pay 
for  education  and  at  the  Bssae  time  waa 
most  in  need  of  it.  -  He  did  not  claim  to 
ap^eak  to  any  degree  for  English  Catholics. 
The  noble  Lord  on. the  front  Opposition 
bench  was  in  a  much  better  position  to 
do  that.  He  dared  say  the  noble  Lord 
would  make  some  ironicid  reflections  als» 
on  the^fiiiisnce/pf  the  BUI  as  compared, 
with  the  Qill  ^f  the  Cbief  Seecetaay.  But 
if  the  noble.  Lord  and  his  friends  could 
have  induced  themselves  to  Support  the 
Bill  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  its  tdtimate 
shape  they  would  not  be  face  to  face  now 
with  an  inferior  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  personally  examined  the  Bill 
from  the  point  of  view  of  Liberal  prin- 
ciples. The  hon.  Member  for  Morley 
represented  views  with  which  he 
found  it  far  more  difficult  to  quarrel 
than  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's statement.  The.  hoi|.  Member 
was  frankly  in  favour  of  the'  secular  solu- 
tion. He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  think 
the  seeular  solution  was  one  which  any 
Government  could  propose  in  the  present 
state  of  opinion  in  this  country.  He  did 
not  know  that  the  state  pf  opinion  would 
ever  come  when  the  secidar  solution 
would  be  accepted,  and  certainly  any 
Mipkter  who  would  propose  any  such 
solution  at  that  moment  would  wreck 
both  himself  l^nd,  his  proposals.  At  the 
same  time  the  secular  solution  had  one 
great  thing  to  be  said  in  its  favour.  He 
would  not  say  it  was  logical,  because  that 
apparently  was  rather  a  term  of  oppro* 
brium  to  apply  to  any  proposal  in  the 
House.  .  He  said  it  was  good  because  it 
was  consistent  and  it  was  fair  all  round* 
It  established  no  form  of  religious  teach- 
ing of  one  communion  over  another,  it 
excluded  with  equal  justice  and  with 
absolute  equality  every  form  whatever 
of  religious  instruction,  and  if  Protestants 
were   willing  to  accept  that  exdusion 
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Cfttholics  could  make  no  particular  com- 
pliint:    they  got  no  worse  ^reatm^nt 
than  any  other  body.    But  was  that  the 
description  of  the  Bill  of  the  lijht  hon. 
Gentleman  ?    What    was   the    pro^sal 
with  regard    to    religious   instruction  ? 
BeligionB    instruction    was    now  made 
pn^ieaUy  imiversaly  practically  compul- 
soiy.andpraeti^llyofonetype.  He  knew, 
of  coarse,  there  was  a  conscience  clause  and 
oerUin  forms  of  local  option  committees 
tlut  might  frame  one  kind  of  syllabus 
or    another,    but    these     were    minor 
diBtinetionB.    The  broad  fact  was  that  in 
every  public  elementary  school  in  this 
eoontry  supported  out  of  taxes  and  rates 
theft  would  be  practically  the  same  form 
of  religious    instruction.    Some   people 
hid  gone  the  length  already  of  describing 
thtt  at  a  new  form  of  religious  establish- 
Bent.    The  seconder  of  the  Amendment 
uked  with  some  force  and  logic  how  could 
he  he  asked  next  year  to  vote  for  dis- 
ettahtishment  in  Wales  when  his  own 
biendi  were  establishing  a  new  form  of  re- 
fi^poos  creed  in  the  schools  of  the  country. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
would  be  entitled  to  reply  that  this  was 
Dot  aeetarianism  because  it  did  not  answer 
to  what  he  and  his  friends  regarded  as 
sectarian.     He  had  tried  to  find  a  defi- 
nition of  aeetarianism  as  understood  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  and  those  with 
whom  he  acted.    He  found  that  it  did  not 
exohide  all  forms  of  religious    teaching. 
Aeoording   to   the   Nonconformist   defi- 
01^  religiouB   teaching   should   cover 
•B  the  common  principles  of  all  Protestant 
comnmmons.    That  was  a  fair  definition, 
hithennore,  sectarianism  was  objected 
to  bj  the  party  opposite  when  the  doc- 
trines of  any  particular  religion   were 
tti^t  by  the  ministers  of  that  com- 
■nmion  to  the  children  of  that  body  and 
*ther  conmiunions  as  welL    Let  him  apply 
that  fair  definition  to  this  Bill.    Could 
the  Catholic  schools  be  brought  imder 
the  d^nition  of  sectarian  !    A  Catbolic 
school  was  homogeneous  and  it'  was  not 
Pntestant.    It  did  not  teach  its  Catholic 
'Joctrines  to  other  children  than  Catholic. 
One  were  some  Protestant  children  in 
CithoEc  schools,  but  by  this  Bill  Catholic 
i^ools  were  almost  invited  to  exclude 
Protestant  children  from  their  teaching, 
^^ngh  there  were  Protestant  children 
in  Ca^olic  schools  there  had  never  been 
one  iothenticated  case  of  a  Protestant  child 


being  proselyli^d  in  a  Catholic  school. 
For  a  moment  he  would  apply  the  defini* 
ti6n  he  had  giv^n  of  Bectarianism  to  the 
teaching  which  the  right^hon.  Gentleman'a. 
iBiU  would  make  the  universal  practice^^ 
It  might  be  unsectarian  between  Prc^s-. 
tant  and  Nohconformist,  but  he  declined^ 
to  regard  it  as  unsectarian  as  between 
Prgtestant  and  Catholic.    In  introducing 
a  previous  BiU  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  what  the  country  wanted  was 
a  Protestant  settlement  in  a  Protestant: 
land.    When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
established  in  those  schools  what  he  de-- 
scribed  as    unsectarian    Christianity  he^ 
was  bound  to  admit  in  candour  that  :^t 
was  sectarian  from  the  Catholic  pouit 
of  view.    What  position  did  they  6ome 
to  ?     That  what  a  Catholic  regarded  as 
sectarian  teaching  Was  tMsmg-fstablished, 
in  all  the  public  schools  of  the  country;, 
and  those  schools  were  being  supported 
out  of  the  rates ,  and  taxes.     The  Pro- 
testant   Nonconformist    passive    resistor 
preferred  to  go  to  jail  rather  than  to  pay 
Id.  towards  what  he  regarded  as  sec- 
tarian teaching,  and  if  there  was  one  form 
of  that  teaching  which  he  declined  to 
support  it   was  the   sectarian  teaching 
in  the  Catholic  schoob.    That  point  of 
view  had  been  summed  up  in  a  not  very 
happy  or  courteous  phrase,  "  Rome  on  the 
rates."     Unfortimately  Rome  was  on  the 
rates,  for  he  had  never  foxmd  that  his  rates 
were  not  demanded,  and  the  same  applied 
to  the  other  members  of  the  communion 
to  which  he  belonged.    He  was  bound 
to  pay  his  rates,  including  the  school 
rate,   for  the  teaching  of  t^t  form  of 
Protestant  doctrine  which  was  as  much 
proseljrtism   to  him  as  the  most  pro- 
minent doctrine  of  any  single  one  of  the 
Protestant  communities.    He  could  if  he 
wished  make  quotation  after  quotation 
containing   strong  statements  made  by 
Welsh  Nonconformists  in  favour  of  this 
view.    There  was  a  notable  speech  made  by 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  from  Wales  at  a 
previous  stage  of  this  educational  con- 
troversy.   It   was   made    by   the   hon. 
Member  for  Carmarthen,  who  said  that 
if  the  Nonconformists  once  gave  up  the 
doctrine    that   the    State    should   have 
nothing   to   do   with   religion  whatever 
or  any  form  of  religious  teaching;     if 
it  gave  up  that  doctrine  and  accepted 
Cowpcr-Templeism,  or  any  other  form 
of  doctrine  like  that,  they  had  no  logical 


severest  blow  to  the  progress  of  popular  edaa^ 
tion  which  it  is  possible  to  conceive*  And  it  is 
diametrically  opposed  to  our  fundamental 
proposition  that  every  child  of  the  State  has  a 
claim  to  the  provision  by  the  State  of  equal 
opportunities  for  secular  education.*' 


463         Elementary  EducatMn         {COMMONS}      {England and  Wales)  BUL       461 

answer  to  the  Catholic  that  his  reli^oua 
teaching  had  the  same  right  to  use  the 
rates  and  taxes.    That  was  the  result 
of  his  examination  of  the  question  from 
the  point  of  view  of  what  he  conceived 
to    be    Liberal    principles.    He    would 
approach  the  question  now  from  what, 
after  all,  was  the  strongest  groimd,  and 
that  was  the  educational  point  of  view. 
Was  there  a  single  man  in  any  part  of 
the  House  who  would  say  that  the  con- 
tracted-out school  could  ever  be  in  a 
position  of  equality  with  a  public  school  ? 
Was  there  a  single  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site who  would  make  that  proposition  ? 
Could   a  school    with    a    grant   minus 
the    use  of    the    rates    ever  approach 
to  the    same    educational    level  as    a 
school  which   had  the   grant   plus  the 
rates  t     When  he  came  to  educational 
efficiency,  that    covered    a    large    field. 
He  would  begin  with  the  teachers.    It 
was  a  remarkable  fact  in  regard  to  con- 
tracting-out  that  not  a  single  teacher 
or  t-eachers'  organisation  in  the  world 
had  ever  said  a  word  in  favour  of  it. 
He  could  quote  speech  after  speech  on 
this  matter,  and  he  was  not  going  to 
quote  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  although  it  was  a  very  power- 
ful one,  and  perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
would  repeat  it  himself. 


The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  ADMIRALTY  (Dr. 
MACNAMABAyCamberwell,  N.)said  perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  would  forgive  him  when 
he  said  that  notwithstanding  those  views 
the  hon.  Member  voted  for  contracting- 
out  when  it  was  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said  he  would 
answer  that  by  an  observation  once  made 
by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  who, 
on  being  asked  whether  he  preferred  to 
be  hanged  or  drowned,  said  he  preferred 
to  be  drowned,  although  he  had  no  great 
desire  to  be  drowned.  He  would  like 
to  make  a  quotation  from  a  speech  made 
by  the  President  of  the  Annual  Confer- 
ence of  the  National  Union  of  Teachers, 
held  at  Hastings,  in  which  he  said — 

"  This  proyision  for  contract ing-out  is  about 
the  worst  possible  solution  that  could  been  have 
found.  It  is  dead  against  the  best  educational 
interests  of  the  children  who  will  be  taught  in 
contracted-out  schools ;  if  such  a  provisiota 
should  ever  become    law    it   would    deal    the 

Mr.  T.  P.  0  Connor. 


What  would  happen  ?  This  was  educa- 
tional retrogression,  and  that  retrogres- 
sion was  made  more  intolerable  because 
it  followed  a  period  of  educational  pro- 
gress. Before  the  Act  of  1902  Catholic 
schoolmasters  were  wretchedly  paid,  and 
were  in  a  vastly  inferior  position  to  the 
teachers  all  over  the  country.  They 
had  got  out  of  that  land  of  bondage, 
and  the  Government  were  now  proposing 
to  put  them  back  again.  In  obedience 
to  pressure  from  the  Education  Depart- 
ment nearly  all  the  fabrics  of  the  Catholic 
schools  had  been  revolutionised.  He 
remembered  very  well  the  state  of  these 
schools  before  the  Act  of  1902.  There 
were  several  Catholic  schools  in  the 
Scotland  division  of  Liverpool,  and  he 
was  constantly  being  appealed  to  in 
regard  to  the  decisions  of  Mr.  Acland, 
who  was  then  Minister  of  Education. 
One  of  the  complaints  which  he  used  to 
bring  before  Mr.  Acland  was  in  regard 
to  alterations  in  the  size  of  the  schools. 
The  school  inspector  had  pointed  oat 
that  there  were  seventy  or  eighty  children 
cooped  up  in  a  small  hall  and  tao^t 
by  one  teacher.  The  demand  of  the 
education  authority  was  that  there 
should  be  more  than  one  teacher,  and 
that  there  should  be  two  or  three  halls 
instead  of  one.  Mr.  Acland  used  to 
say  :  '*  How  can  you  honestly  ask  me 
not  to  insist  on  these  reforms  in  schoob 
in  the  Scotland  division  ? ''  He  had 
no  answer  but  that  the  people  in  his 
division  were  dockers,  and  others  with 
precarious  occupations  and  small  wages, 
and  that  they  had  to  equip  these  schools 
out  of  their  small  resources.  There 
were  many  parts  of  the  Act  of  1902 
which  he  condemned  at  the  time  and 
still  condemned,  but  he  asked  the  House 
to  note  the  dilemma  in  which  these 
schools  were  to  be  placed  six  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  measure.  The  fabrics 
of  the  schools  had  been  got  out  of  their 
inefficient  conditions,  and  now  they 
were  to  be  put  back 

Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.) :   Have  yon 
forgotten  the  increased  grants  ? 
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lb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said  the  hon. 
Member  might  allow  him  to  make    his 
speecL  There  was  no  power  on  earth  by 
which  a  school  with  a  grant  but  minus  rate 
aid  could  be  put  in  a  position  other  than 
OQ*  of  educational  inf eriori  y.   If  they  had 
in  London  a  few  years  ago   a  Ca'  holic 
school  with,  say,  eighty  cU'dren  and  one 
teacher   in  one    room,   they    had  now 
tvo  or  three  teachers,  and  three  or  four 
looms.    That  school  would  be  put  back 
iBMfer  the  proposals  in  this  Bill.    The 
Catholic  school  was  to  be  no  longer  a 
part  of  the  national  system  of  the  coimtry. 
Catholics,  who  always  demanded  to  be 
pot  on  the  na'  ional  system,  were  to  be 
exelnded    from    it.    He    thought    they 
were  perfectly  entitled  to  ask  that  their 
ndgioas  conyictions  should  be  respected 
and  that  their  schools  should  be  admitted 
to  the  national  system.    They  did  not 
want  the   schools,    because   they  were 
Catholic,  to  be  removed  from  the  atmos- 
phere sentiment.    It  was   possible   for 
one  to  be  strongly  denominational  with- 
oot  being  a  bigot,  and  if  Catholics  were 
excluded  from  the  national  sentiment, 
thej  were  excluded   from  one   of   the 
most  beneficent  influences  in  the  system 
of  edocation.     This  was  not  the  time  to 
10  into  details  in  regard  to  the  increase 
of  the  grant ;    they  would  do  so  on  the 
Committee    stage.    If    the    calculations 
pnn  to  him  were  sound,  they  proved 
that  Catholics    would    lose    £35,000    a 
T««r  in  London  and  £130,000  a  year  in 
the  country.     He  knew  the  right  hon. 
Omtleman   disputed   that,   but  it  was 
a  matter  which  would  be  discussed  at 
*  bter  stage.     But  if  that  was  true,  was 
W  that  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
iorStlford,  who  asked  if  he  had  forgotten 
the  grants  ?    What  was  the  use  of  an 
^Bcreaaed  grant,   if  it  left   them  in   a 
portion    of     inferiority    or     did     not 
wnoTe  the  inferiority  ?    As  had  been 
stated,  the  whole  tendency  in  connection 
^  education   had   been   to   increase 
«^^diture.    He    did    not    find    fault 
^  that ;  he  admired  and  approved  of 
it.  He  thought  the  more  money  they 
•P«t  on  education  the  better  it  would 
l*  for  the  nation.    Therefore,  the  ten- 
I^T  in  the  public  schools  would  be  to 
"|CTetee  expenditure,  and  as  the  expen- 
^it'Bc  increased  the  wider  would  be  the 
chaam  between  them  and  the  contracted- 
•^  schools.    The   whole   tendency   of 


the  Bill,  therefore,  if  it  became  law  in 
its  present  form,  would  be  to  make  the 
inferiority  of  the  Catholic  schools  more 
marked.    On   what  class  of  the  com- 
munity was  this  badge  of  inferiority  to 
come  ?    It  was  to  come  on  the  class 
which  could  least  afford  to  be  so  treated. 
The  Irish  Catholic  people  in  this  country 
were   engaged   in   the   most   drudgery, 
ill-paid,  and  unhealthy  occupations,  but 
they  were  to  get  less  for  education,  he 
supposed,  than  the  people  of  other  races 
and  creeds.    That  was  not  the  whole 
grievance.    These    people,   who    would 
not  get  a  penny  of  rate  aid  from  their 
schools  because  of  their  sectarian  CathoHo 
teaching,   would   be  compelled  to  con- 
tribute to  the  rate- aided  schools  which 
were  Protestant.    He  spoke  with  some 
feeling  on  this  question.    It  was  among 
the    Irish    of    England,    Scotland    and 
Wales  that  his  political  life  had  been 
spent.    It  was  on  their  behalf  that  he 
made  an    appeal    to    this    House — the 
tragic  figures  of  Irishmen  cast  without 
trained  minds  and  hands  on  the  shores 
of  this  country,  condemned  to  live  in 
slums  and  alleys,  and  to  work  in  chemical 
works,    at   gas   retorts,    and   at  docks. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Government  had 
declared  that  this   Bill  was  not  their 
last  word  on  the  question.    He  hoped, 
to  use  the  language  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  that  the  means  of  good- 
will and  toleration  all  round  would  yet 
be  found  by  which  the  Catholic  school 
could  form  part  of  the  national  settle- 
ment, and  that  it  would  be  put  in  a 
position  of  educational  equality  instead 
of  inferiority.    The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man described  his  Bill  a  few  months 
ago  as  a  Protestant  settlement  demanded 
by  a  Protestant  nation.    It  was  a  Pro- 
testant settlement  mainly  asked  by  a 
Protestant  land,  but  in  describing  it  as 
a  Protestant  settlement  he  gave  it,  from 
the   Catholic   point  of   view,   both  its 
epitome  and  its  condemnation. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  (Norfolk, 
N.W.)  said  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  division  always  presented  his 
case  in  the  most  able  and  most  liberal  way 
in  which  it  could  be  presented — ^perhaps 
more  liberally  than  some  of  the  other 
representatives  of  his  Church  might 
present  it.  He  had  always  felt  that  in 
this    Protestant    country    the    Catholio 
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o48e  was  an  eztremelj  difficult  one  to 
deal  with  if  justice  was  to  be  done  all 
lound.  The  demand  was  made  tiiat 
they  should  have  Catholic  schools  for 
OatiboHc  childien,  taught  by  Catholic 
teachers,  at  the  public  expense.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  demand  could  not 
in  that  fonn  be  met  by  a  community 
such  as  that  iot  which  an  Education  Bill 
Kke  this  provided.  Therefore  he  was 
not  disposed  to  follow  his  hon.  friend  in 
the  pathetic  appeal  he  made  with  so  much 
power.  At  the  same  time  he  was  bound 
to  point  out  that  when  he  claimed  that 
his  Church  had  been  worse  used  in  con- 
nection  with  the  principle  of  contracting 
out  than  other  (lurches,  he  had  enun- 
ciated a  statement  for  which  there  was 
no  ground.  It  seemed  to  him  that  when 
the .  principle  of  contracting  out  was 
adopted  by  either  the  Anglican  or  the 
Catholic  Church,  both  Churches  would  be 
treated  on  an  equal  basis.  It  was  a 
question  of  finance  ^ich  could  be  better 
debated  in  Committee,  and,  therefore, 
he  did  not  propose  to  follow  the  argument 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  put  before 
the  House.  Whatever  the  opinions  they 
might  hold  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  he 
thought  the  House  was  to  be  congratu- 
lated upon  the  able  manner  in  which  the 
opposition  to  it  had  been  presented  by 
his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Morley  division.  The  House  had  the 
advantage  of  hearing  from  him  the  best 
that  could  be  said  on  behalf  of  those  who 
opposed  the  measure.  He  wished  he 
could  compliment  the  seconder  in  the 
same  way,  but  the  gross  extravagances 
in  which  he  indulged,  and  the  innuendoes 
he  threw  out,  really  vitiated  the  good 
points  in  his  argument.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  had  the  greatest  pain  in 
opposing  the  Government,  but  it  seemed 
to  him  as  the  hon.  Member  progressed 
that  he  was  in  a  state  of  great  happiness 
and  delight  in  being  able  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  He  himself  had  to  ask  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  because  he  had  to 
occupy  a  position  somewhat  foreign  to 
that  which  he  Usually  occupied  on  this 
question.  It  had  not  been  natural  to  him 
to  be  a  party  to,  or  to  help  forward, 
compromises.  He  confessed  that  it 
would  be  at  this  moment  more  congenial 
to  his  natural  man  to  stand  side  by  side 
with  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Morley   division    and   those   who    were 

Sir  George  While.  l 


vigoroittly  attackmg  the  BiO.  .It  wtald 
not  only  be  more  congenial,  bvt  it  woull 
be  a  great  deal  easier  for  him  to  take  that 
position.    [OpposmoN  cheers].  Tea^  for 
the  simple  reason  that  it  was  always  very 
much  easier  to  pull  down  than  to  buikL 
But,   after  thirty-five   years   of  publie 
educational  work  he  had  reached  oertais 
conclusions,  and  one  of  these  was  that 
he  should  never  get  his  ideal  except  by 
instalments.    He  accepted  this  Bui  be- 
cause it  brought  him  nearer,  though  only 
to  a  small  degree,  to  his  ideal  as  X^ 
education,  but  as  a  citizen  he  could  not 
find  in  it  the  basis  of  a  final  settlement. 
It  was  evident  from  what  was  said  by 
the  mover  and  seconder  .of  the  Amend* 
ment    that     they    had     made     great 
concessions.     As   he   listened  to  thost 
speeches  he   thought  that   they   would 
do  a  great  deal   to   cokivert   Members 
opposite    to    support    the    (Government 
on  this  occasion,   for  he   ventured  to 
say  that  no  stronger  speedies  agaiaft 
the   Bill  would   be   made  than  those. 
They    had    to     make    concessions    in 
the  interests  of  education.    He  diiered 
very  seriously  from  the  statement  thst 
no  advance  had  been  made  in  favoor 
of    education    in    this    Bill.     But    in 
the  interests   of  peace  in  the  country 
and  in  this  House  they  tried  to  agree  to 
some  settlement  which  did  not  vitistt 
the  principles  to  which  he,  and  tbos# 
who  agreed  with  him,  had  a  Kfe-loof 
attachment.    To    whatever    charge  <  of 
inconsistency  which  might   be  levelled 
against  him  his  answer  was  that  in  sop* 
porting  this  Bill  he  would  be  serving 
the  interests  of  the  children,  and  through 
the  children  the  nation  at  large.    As  ha 
had  said,  it  was  much  more  easy  to  break 
down  than  to  build  up ;   and  if  by  any 
combination  of  votes  m  this  House  tKe 
Amendment    could     be     carried,    and 
his     hon.     friend     the      Member    for 
Morley  were   placed   in  the  position  of 
Minister  for  Education  which  his  grett 
talents   fitted   him   to   occupy,  and  if 
he  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill  based  on  kis 
ideal  of  education,  he  appealed  to  hiat 
with  his  experience  of  the  House  whethsi 
he  could  pass  such  a  Bill  even  heiei 
to  say  nothing  of  the  reception  it  would 
meet  with  in  another  plaoe.    Even  the 
withdrawn   Bill   might  be  opposed  on 
much   the   same   grounds   as  this  Bill 
j  was  opposed   by  the  hon.    Oentieinan. 
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Bet  in  tliAt  event,  not  an  incli  would  be 
noted  ms  a  result  of  tlie  attitude  which 
kis  hoa.   friends  had  taken^    That  was 
T^  sbwktion  in  which  they  were  placed ; 
&ai  which  they  had  to  lace.    Did  his 
IhOQ.    friends  think   that   he   liked   the 
mmtien  ?    Far    bom   it,    he    did    not 
like  to  stand  where  he  did.    [Opposition 
mas  of   "Hear,  hear."]    He  must  be 
frank   with   the    House.    He    did    not 
like  to  atand  in  that  place  and  advocate 
tte  passing  of  a  measure  which  contained 
iQOie  things  with  the  principle  of  which 
is  totally  disagreed.    He  was  not  there 
to  defend  the  Bill  pr  se,  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  defend  it,  or  most  of  it,  as 
vkat  he  might  call  an  emergency  pro- 
posal for  securing  what  he  thought  were 
tite  immediate  demands  for  a  settlement 
of  the    education    question.    He    had 
inettis  who  were  quite  willing  to  admit 
tbe  principle   of  compromise,   but  the 
amneat   they   were   asked   what   they 
v«re  wiUing  to  concede,  it  was  found 
tkat  thay  would  concede  nothing  what- 
n«r  that  was  of  any  value  to  the  other 
lide.    Holding  that  principle  one  should 
Mt  entar   into  a   compromise   at   all ; 
bat  when  once  he  admitted  that  the 
staation    was    such    as    demanded    an 
uraati  consideration  for  a  compromise 
W  flinst  admit  that  he  must  concede 
ioaethang   which  he  was   unwilling  to 
five  up>  but  which  he  gave  up  only 
btcause  he  considered  the  interests  at 
aiJr  were  greater  than  the  things  which 
be  was  willmg  to  concede.    He  was  not 
Mcrifieing  any  fundamental  principle.  He 
vu  not  a  peaoe-at-any-price  man.    There 
we  unfortunately  many  in  the  ELouse, 
ukd  thousands  outside  it,  who  were  willing 
to  Mttle  this  question  on  any  terms  in 
'»tder  to  get  rid  of  it ;    but  he  affirmed 
vUt  had  often  been    affirmed  before, 
ito  ^re    were    some    defeats    more 
^oaotrable    than    victories.     He     had 
t«eD  ia  a  minority  before,  and  therefore 
^  1m  felt  that  the  proposals  in  this  Bill 
vere  as  disastrous  as  had  been  described 
^  kift  hon.  friends,  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  vote  against  the  Government, 
luch  as  he  respected  their  action  in 
^  matter.    But    he    examined    the 
poiii^n  from  a  totally  different  stand- 
pobt  from  that  taken  by  the  mqverand 
*<|Mmder  of  the  Amendment.    He  started 
*idi  the  belief  that  an  agreement  was 
powble,  and  that  if  it  were  possible, 


then  it  was  wise  under  the  circumstano^ 
to  make  that  agreement*  His  hon. 
friends  started  with  -  an  ideal  Bill  in 
their  minds,  which  would  contain  aU 
that  they  believed  was  necessary  for  a 
national  system  of  education,  and  they 
demanded  that  such  a  Bill  should  be 
presented  by  the  Government  to  which 
they  were  attached.  Haying  that  ideal 
Bill  in  their  nunds  they  contrasted 
it  with  that  of  the  Government^  and 
found  in  the  latter  may  defects  and 
grievous  errors*  That  was  the  ground 
of  their  opposition  to  it ;  they  must 
have  their  own.  Bill  or  nothing.  Hia 
hpn.  friend  the  Member  for  Morley 
had  spoken  of  the  old  Nonconformist 
position  on  this  matter.  What  was  it  t 
Up  to  1870,  the  Nonconformists  took 
the  position  that  education  should  not 
be  undertaken  by  the  State;  because 
religion  was.  an  essential  part  of  educa 
tion,  and  as  the  State  could  not,  in 
their  judgment,  lawfully  give  religioua 
instruction,  therefore  the  State  could 
not  give  education  at  all.  That  was 
the  principle  firmly  held  by  the  old^ 
Nonconformists*.  But  circumstances  were 
too  strong  for  the  principle.  They 
found  that  by  adhering  to  that  principle 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  o£ 
children  were  growing  up  in  the  grossest 
ignorance,  and  therefore,  they  had  to 
forego  their  choicest  and  dearest  prin-^ 
ciple  in  order  to  save  the  State  from  the 
enormous  amount  of  ignorance  that  waa 
growing  up  in  and  aroiind  it.  fie 
asked  bis  friends  who  took  the  position 
which  they  did- to-day  to  consider  that 
the  circumstances  now  were  somewhat 
analogous  to  those,  in  1870.  They 
might  and  could  demonstrate  that 
their  position  was  logical,  but  he  con* 
tended  that  as  before  1870  the  circum- 
stances were  too  strong  for  the  logical 
position  of  the  old  Nanconformistf?,  so  the 
circumstances  of  to-day  were  too  strong 
for  the  logical  position  ot  his  hon.  friends* 
They  ignored  the  existence  of  a  large 
number  of  Church  schools,  and  they 
also  ignored  the  influence  of  the  power 
in  anotheir  place  to  prevent  any  real 
system  of  national  education  becoming 
law.  He  did  not  say  that  an  idealist 
was  always  inadmissable.  As  an  irre- 
sponsible citizen  it  was  delightful  to 
hear  what  he  said.  He  influenced  the 
public  mind,  and  to  a  certain  extent 
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tlie  mind  of  the  Government.    Therefore 
he   rejoiced  that  there   were   idealists 
amongst   them.    He    found    no    fault 
with  the  idealist  at  all ;  he  had  occupied 
that  position  himself  many  a  time  ;  but 
he  was  not  a  statesman,  or  expected  to 
be   called  one.    However,   they    could 
not  have  legislation  such  as  his  hon. 
iriends    desired,    and,    therefore,    they 
must  take  the  nearest  obtainable  approach 
to  it  as  they  could  get,  by  accepting  an 
agreed  scheme  such  as  was  now  before 
them.    They  must  regard  the  interests 
of  the  children  of  the  nation  as  para- 
mount in  this  matter ;      and  if    they 
oould  get  this  religious  question,  as  he 
believed  they  could  largely,  out  of  the 
way  by  this  compromise  they    should 
all   rejoice.    It   was   only   because    of 
their     pessimistic       views      that     his 
hon.    friends     were    led    to   take    up 
the  position  they  had  done   that  day. 
What    would    they    get     under     this 
arrangement  ?     They     got     all       the 
schools    transferred     to     the     various 
local  authorities.     His  hon.  friends  had 
often  discoursed  about  the  value  of  free 
Tural  schools ;     he  regarded  the  freeing 
of  the  rural  schools  as  one  of  the  greatest 
and  most  essential  features  of  this  Bill, 
as    it   was   one  of   the   features  of  the 
withdrawn  BiU.    The  clergy  had  to  a 
large  extent  regarded  these  rural  schools  as 
part  of  their  Church  work,  and  therefore 
thev  had  taken  control  in  their  adminis- 

«  

tration.  That  had  often  grated  on  the 
consciences  and  the  happiness  of  those 
who  lived  in  tural  districts.  He  was 
•not  throwing  a  stone  at  the  clergy  for 
thrt,  because  from  their  point  of  view 
they  were  justified.  But  now  that  the 
nation  paid  the  expenses  of  the  schools, 
these  schools  could  not  exist  any  longer 
in  their  old  condition.  The  late  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  saw  further  on 
this  question  than  any  of  his  colleagues 
when  he  declared  that  rate  aid  for 
these  schools  would  ultimately  bring 
them  under  public  control.  Therefore, 
while  it  might  be  said,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  they  were  falling  in  with  Lord 
Salisbury's  dictum,  and  allowing  the 
echools  to  be  captured  by  the  Church, 
there  was  another  side  to  the  question, 
and  that  was  that  thev  were  now  under 
this  Bill  evolving  the  prophecy  of  the 
late  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  when  he 
said  that  to  transfer  the  payments  for 
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these  schools  so  that  they  came  out  of 
the  rates  must  idtimately  result  in  com- 
plete local  control.    He  would  lemind 
those    who   were   deeply   interested    in 
the  rural  districts  of  one  or  two  conse- 
quences   that    followed    these    schools 
coming  under  local  control    They  had 
objected  to  Nonconformists  being  kept 
ofi  the  teaching  staff  of  the  schools,  but 
now  all  teachers  were  to  be  appointed 
by  the  local  authority,  and  consequently 
the    Nonconformists    would    stand,    for 
the  first  time  in  those  districts,  on  the 
same    footing     as    the     Anglican      or 
the   members   of    any    other    Church. 
Village  shopkeepers,  and  others,  there- 
fore, who     looked    to   school    teaching 
as     one    of     the     avenues    for     their 
children  woidd,  without  any  difficulty, 
be  able  to  have  that  avenue  opened. 
The  county  council  woidd  have  complete 
control  of  these  schools,  and  there  would 
be  in  all  of  them,  as  he  understood  it. 
simple  Bible-teaching  on  all  days  of  the 
weelc,  with  denominational  teaching  for 
those  children   whose  parents  required 
it.    They    would    therefore    have,    for 
the  first  time,  the  whole  of  the  elementary 
schools  in  this  nation,  except  the  con- 
tracted-out   schools,    placed    upon    one 
footing,  and  that,  he  believed,  was  one 
of  the  conditions  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  he  was  always  anxious 
to   see   secured.    Then   there   was   the 
appointment  of  all  the  teachers,  which, 
surely,   was   a  great   advantage.     Thev 
had  argued  again  and  again  that  for  any 
denominational  body  of  people  to  ap- 
point teachers,  for  which  the  people  of 
the  country  had  to  pay,  was  an  anomaly 
which  ought  to  be  abolished.     It  was 
abolished    from    this   t'me,  and    after 
this   Bill  passed    they  would  have  no 
rates      for     denominational     teaching. 
This  was  one  of  the  reconmiendationp. 
he    said    most    unhesitatingly,    which 
induced  him  to  support  this  BilL    He 
knew    the    passive    resister    had    be^n 
laughed  at,  and  he  would  be  laughed  at 
again,  but  he  also  knew  that  there  were 
thousands    of    poor    ministers    in    this 
country  who  had  been  passive  resisten 
from  the  first,  and  had  paid  their  last 
shilling  to   discharge   the   claim   which 
was  made  upon  them  through  a  Policp 
Court,  who  would  not  receive  financial 
assistance  in  their  troubles   and  weald 
go    on    passively    resisting    while    the 
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iresent  Act  remained  in  force.    What- 
fta  mi^  be  their  principles,    he  said 
tk*t  thsn  men  deserved  consideration 
It  tk»  kands  of  legislators,  because,  while 
pdUps  100,000  had  been  passive  resisters, 
tkre  were  many  mor3  thousands  of  men 
v^  kid  believed  in  the  same  principle,  if 
tkej  had  not  seen  their  way  to  defend 
it  on  the  same  lines.    His  hon.  friends  had 
Mt  ittempted  to  show  how  the  pledges 
for  wUdi  they   voted   at   the   general 
electieii  were  violated  by  this  Bill.    He 
(Mtoided  that  when  he  claimed  to  be  a 
nppnter   of    popular    control,    of    the 
tboiitioii  of  tests,  and  the  prevention  of 
daominational  teaching  being  paid  out 
•f  tke  rates — ^he  contended  that  they  had 
Mcued  those  three  things  by  this  Bill, 
lod  if  they  had,  surely  something  had 
been  gained.     He  knew  his  hon.  Mends 
had  Isboured  to  show  that  a  great  deal 
mere  htd  been   given   than   had   been 
fwned,  but  when  both  sides  were  charged 
witk  kftving  sold  the  pass,  as,  in  fact, 
they  were  charged  in  connection  with 
tkis  measure,  there  must  be  some  con- 
tukm  somewhere,  and  he  would  leave 
those  who  charged  both  sides  with  having 
M  the  pass  to  settle  it  between  them- 
Belrei.    It  had  been   attempted  to  be 
ikown  that  they  had  given  everything, 
ud  get  nothing.    That  depended  upon 
*ht^  side  of  the  shield  they  cared  to 
Ml  it.    He  could  understand  a  state 
nbmitting  the  adjustment  of  its  frontiers 
t«  Arbitration,  and  on  one  side  of  the 
t^Mmtry   they    relinquished    their    hold 
npaa  thirty  square   miles  of  territory, 
ud  on  the  other  side  they  got  sixty 
•qaire  miles.    Of  course,  if  they  only 
M»d  at  what  was  going  on  the  one  side 
^  might  say  that   a  great  tactical 
itRtch  of  country  had  been  abandoned, 
ud  great  advantages  given  away.    That 
VIS  because  they  simply  looked  at  the 
<Qe  nde  and  not  the  other,  and  when  his 
Wfrioids  replied  that  that  was  nothing 
^  til  the  rights  belonged  to  them  before 
^he  arbitration  began,  he  submitted  that 
*hen  one  went  to  arbitration,  they  had  to 
r^)iffiider  things  as  they  stood  at    the 
BMnnent,  and  could  not  put  in  any  pre- 
deteimined  rights  in  order  to  establish 
^  chum  to  a  greater  share  of  the 
>poiL   What  he  felt  was  that  if  they 
ugned  u  might  be  argued  that  they 
^  guned  everything   and   given   up 
^>*i^i^  then  they  set  an  example  of 


cupidity  to  the  other  side.    Each  side 
in  the  interests  of  peace  had  conceded 
what  was  necessary  and  nothing  more 
than  was  necessary  to  get  this  compromise 
through,    and    he  thought  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  party  for  which  he  stood 
had  givei  some  things   which    were  a 
very  great  advantage  to  the  other  side,, 
but  still  they  were  things  about  which 
no  great  principle  was  concerned.    He 
thought  they  had  done  what  was  right  and 
just,  and  he  was  sure  that  those  who  had 
carried  on  the  negotiations  for  the  other 
side  had  acted  in  the  same  spirit.    It 
was  regarded  as  a  very  serious  question 
that  the  right  of  entry  had  been  con- 
ceded, but  that  depended  very  largely 
upon  the  wa^   in   which   it  was   con- 
ceded, and  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
used.    He  thought  the  spirit  in  which 
this  concession   was  going  to  be  used 
very  largely    depended    upon   whether 
it  was  going  to  be  a  permanent  part  of  the 
settlement.     Of  course,  there  were  some 
things  in  the  Bill  which  he  had  not  seen 
or  laiown,  and  for  which  perhaps  the 
draftsman  might  be  responsible.    There 
were  one  or  two  things  which  he  did  not 
fully   imderstand,  but   he   was  content 
to  wait  until  they  got  closer  in  discussioik 
of  the  details  of  this  Bill  in  Committee. 
They  included  tbe  way  in  which  the 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  arranged, 
which  he  thought  was  likely  to  be  mis- 
understood,  as  he  understood  it,   that 
teaching  was  to  go  on  practically  as  it 
did  in  all  the  schools  at  the  present 
moment.    Then  the  question  of  reguJa* 
tions  as  to  parents  might  well  have  a 
little  more  elucidation,  and  the  question 
of  fees  was  another  matter,  though  it  waa 
not    a     matter     of     principle,     upon 
which   he   should   like   to    have    some 
fresh      light.     Something     ought     alsa 
to    be    said    on    the    power   to    apply 
the  new  contracting-out  clause.    Follow^ 
ing  the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education,  might  he  give  a 
final   word   of   caution   to   his   friends. 
He  hoped  that  they  would  all  feel  that 
the  principles  of  this  agreement  must 
be  adhered  to,   and  that  no  attempts 
must  be  made,  either  here  or  elsewhere,, 
to   enlarge   those   principles   upon   any 
points  which  they  might  relatively  con- 
sider essential  to  the  settlement.    Some 
of  them  had  it  on  their  consciences — 
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lie  used  the  expression  cautiously,  be- 
<)ause  he  knew  what  the  Nonconformist 
conscience    was   considered   to   be    by 
lK>me   hon.    (Jentlemen — ^but   they   had 
had  their  consciences  considerably  on 
ihe  rack,  in  regard  to  some  of  the  pro- 
posals  which  had  been  conceded  to  the 
other  side,  and,  therefore,  when  he  said 
that   the   utmost   limits   of  concession 
had  been  conceded  by  those  for  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  speak,  he  was 
flure  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  would 
understand  him.    If  they  were  to  have 
war  at  any  time,  he  would  rather  have 
war  with  a  foreign  Power  than  he  would 
have  a  civil  war  in  his  own  community, 
and  he  spoke  with  all  seriousness  when 
he  said  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune 
if  any  attempt  were  made  to    enlarge 
this  settlement  on  any  essential  prin- 
ciples.   He   would   point  out,   in   con- 
clusion, that  those  who  were  opposing 
this  Bill  did  so  because  they  desired 
Ik    secular    solution.    [Cries    of    "No."] 
He  was  speaking  for  his  own  side    of 
this  House,  and  he  also  thought  that 
members  of  the  Labour  Party  believed 
that  the  secular  solution  was  the  only  one 
in^regard  to  this  question.    He  noticed 
that   the   very  loud  cheers  which   his 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Isling- 
ton  gave  during  the  speeches  of  the 
fnover   and   seconder   showed   that   he 
concurred  in  all  that  they  expressed. 


Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :   Not  in 
favour  of  secularism. 


♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  said  he  did  not 
mean  in  favour  of  secularism,  but  in 
regard  to  other  matters,  but  he  could 
not  forget  the  great  assiduity  with 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  tried  to  con- 
vert him  and  others  to  the  views  which 
were  expressed  in  another  place  in  regard 
to  the  Bill  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
although  he  could  get  up  and  charge  him 
with  inconsistency,  he  could  remind  him 
that  that  was  a  game  that  they  could 
both  play  at,  for  if  he  was  seduced  from 
the  paths  of  virtue  on  that  occasion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the 
chief  agents  in  bringing  that  about.  He 
had  received  the  testimony  of  men 
largely  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
education,  and  they  had  given  a  large 
amount  of  encouragement,  and  that  had 
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more  than  t^unterbaUnced  the  letters  c 
other  kinds  that  he  had  received  fros 
some  of  his  closest  friends.     But,  what 
ever  the  result  of  this  controversy,  hi 
should  feel  that  he  had  taken  his  pieaen 
position  in   what   he  regarded   as  th< 
mterests  of  peace  and  for  the  diamissa 
of    strife.    Remembering  that  the  Bil 
was  opposed  by  those  who  believed  it 
secular  education,  he  wanted  to  ask  thoM 
Gentlemen  to  define  what  they  meant  hit 
secular  education,   because   he   had  no 
doubt  he  would  agree  with  a  great  man]0 
of  them.    He  desired  no  religious  teach^ 
ing  in  the  school  but  such  as  was  got 
from  the  simple  reading  of  the  Bible, 
which  he  believed  to  be  a  Book  of  Divin« 
origin,  and  he  thought  it  ri&ould  be  its 
own  witness  in  the  schoob.     Therefore, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  with  a  large  number 
of  so-called  secularists  he  was  at  one,  but 
he  felt  that  the  position  was  one  that  now 
merited  a  reasonable  conference  to  see 
whether  there  were  not  some  terms  of 
agreement.    He  believed  those  terms  had 
been  found  on  a  fair  basis.     He  had  had 
many  more  congenial  tasks  in  his  life- 
time, but  never  one  which  he  was  more 
satisfied  that  a  sense  of  duty  called  him 
to  fulfil.    He  should  make  no  complaint 
of  those  friends  of  his  who  had  taken  an 
antagonistic  view  to  his  own,  but  he 
appealed  to  them  not  to  aggravate  the 
situation  by  exaggeration  such  as  was 
indulged  in  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
seconded  the   Amendment.    Qe      need 
only  refer  to  one  remark,  when  he  said 
that    the    Archbishop    of    Canterburr 
would  have  £3,500,000  to  distribute  if 
the  Bill  became  law.    Nothing  coukl  be 
further  from  the  truth.    That  was  not 
the  way  in  which  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion.   If    hon.    Members    desired   to 
prevent  the  Bill  passing,  he  did  not  think 
that  that  was  the  way  either,  for  a  well- 
reasoned  speech  like  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Morley  carried  muoh  more 
conviction. 

♦Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  B.) 
said  he  was  reminded  by  the  debate 
of  an  old  legal  story.  A  certain 
judge  was  sitting  with  two  learned 
brethren  who  differed  from  one 
another  and  he  contented  himself  by 
saying  that  he  agreed  with  his  leaned 
brother  on  the  right  for  the  reasons  giren 
by  his  learned  brother  on  the  kft.    Hs 
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immd  liimflelf  inelined  to  follow  the  con- 
diflioDa  of  the  hon.  ICember  for  Morley, 
king  lugely    moved   thereto    by   the 
cigiBiientB  of  the  hon,  Hembei  for  Nor- 
Mk;  who  took,  much  more  nearly  than 
tiM  hon.  Hember  for  Morley,  the  view 
of  die  effect  of  the  Bill  which  seemed  to 
Un  to  be  accurate.    The  Bill  had  been 
neommended  to  them  as  a  treaty  of 
petee,  and  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
all  pzofessed  to  be  in  favour  of  peace. 
Geitunly  he  was.    There  was  no  one  in 
tiM  Home  wlio,  for  personal  as  well  as 
political  grounds,  was  more  in  favour  of 
petoe  than  he  was.    But  when  he  was 
aiked  to  support  the  Bill  on  the  grotind 
t^  it  was  to  be  a  treaty  of  peaccj  he 
iMsd  it  rather  difficult  to  accept  that 
fooforting  belief  when  he  reflected  that 
it  was  violently  opposed  by  the  National 
Uttkm  of  Teachers,  by  a  large  section  of 
tike  Nonconformists,  he  believed  by  the 
Jewish   community,    and   chiefly     and 
putieolarly  bj  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
eomitrTmen.     That    fact     alone   would 
Bike  it  impossible  for  him  to  support 
tU»  measuie.     He  did  not  think  he  would 
be  justified  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
IB  Toting  for  any  measure  which  the 
Bomsn  Catholic  commimitv  said,  with 
«Tay  appearance    of   reason,    offended 
tbdr    conscientioufl    convictions.       He 
tt  not  assent  to  one  observation  of  the 
kiL  Member  for  the  Scotland  division, 
vii..  that  the  failure  of  the  1906  Bill  was 
im  to  the  action  of  the  English  Roman 
Cathobcs.     That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
s  ttatesty  of  history. 

Ka.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  That  was 
«Be  of  the  factors. 

*LoED  R.  CECIL  said  the  real  and 
nuaediate  cause  was  the  action  of  the 
liberal  Government  in  declining  to 
«0Biider  the  Amendments  of  the  House 
«l  Lofds.  This  Bill  had  many  aspects, 
bat  he  did  not  propose  to  say  anjrthing, 
feisstance,  about  the  money  provisions, 
t^  provisions  for  the  rent  of  schools, 
Aey  were,  of  course,  quite  inadequate 
bom  his  point  of  view,  and  he  admitted 
tkat  he  looked  with  some  anxiety  to  the 
FOBtioii  in  which  he  and  others  would  be 
plued,  who  had  recommended  people  to 
*P«Qd  in  the  last  two  or  three  years 
^ge  sums  of  money  in  order  to]meet  the 
xqweinents  of  the  Education  Depart- 


ment, and  who  would  now  have  to  teU 
them  that,  by  die  action  of  Parliament^ 
they  would  get  about  a  fifth  or  a  sv^ 
of  the  money  they  had  expended.    He 
understood  that  that  c(id  n<>t  trouble  the 
episcopal    conscience,  but  the  working 
of   the  episcopal  mind  he  confessed  he 
had  some  difficulty  in  foUowing.    Nor 
did  he  propose  to  say  anything  about  the 
curious  provisions  in  one  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  establishing  a  religious  in- 
struction   committee.      He    understood 
that  that  was  a  thing  which  could  be  done 
at  present,  and  as  far  as  he  could  see  it 
was    either    absolutely    superfluous    or, 
if  it  was  going  to   force  a  committee 
upon  a  local  authority  and  compel  them 
to  send  to  a  committee,  it  might  be  of 
contending  divines,   all  their  proposals 
for  religious  instruction,  then  he  thought 
it  was  not  only  superfluous  but  pernicious. 
He  desired  to  come  to  what  seemed  to 
him  to  be  the  real  question  to  consider, 
and  that  was  :    what  security  was  there 
that    denominational    teaching     would 
continue  to  be  an  integral  part  of  the 
education  of  this  country  ?      He    knew 
that  hon.    Members   opposite   regarded 
that   as    a    merely   sectarian    question. 
They  were  entitled  to  their  opinion  ;   but 
it  was  not  his.    He  did  not  regard  the 
maintenance  of  denominational  teaching 
as  important  in  any  degree   becausje    it 
would  favour  this  or  that  Church.     He 
did  not  believe  that  it  did  so,  and  he  did 
not  care  about  it  if  it  did.    That  was  not 
his   object.    In   his   judgment,    it   was 
futile  to  expect  that  they  could  have  any 
real  chance  of  preserving  Christian  teach- 
ing— real,  effective  Christian  teaching — 
except  through  the  medium  of  a  de- 
nomination.   He   asked   the   House   to 
consider  whether  it  had  ever  been  done 
in  the  whole  eighteen  or  nineteen  cen- 
turies of  Christianity.    Was  there  any 
instance  that  had  ever  occurred  of  effec- 
tive Christian  teaching  that  had  not  been 
connected   with   some   religious   body  ? 
It  was  quite  clear  that  in  dealing  with 
the  schools  there  must  be  some.      What 
chance   was   there   that   a   boy   would 
continue  to  be  a  definite  and  sincere 
and    active    Christian,    imless    he    had 
become  allied  to  some  religious  body  or 
another  ?    It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
question  whether  they  wished  to  make 
Christian  teaching  a  part  of  their  educa- 
tion or  not.    If  so,  surely  they^must 
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teach  Christianity  effectively.  There- 
fore, he  denied  that  this  was  in  any 
important  sense  a  sectarian  question. 
It  was  a  religious  question.  They 
constantly  heard  it  said  that  they 
should  get  rid  of  this  question  and  go 
back  to  the  true  interests  of  education. 
That  was  an  antithesis  which  he  rejected 
with  all  the  emphasis  that  he  could.  It 
was  an  absurdity  to  put  the  religious  and 
educational  questions  as  in  opposition  to 
one  another.  Their  education  was  ab- 
fsolutely  valueless,  from  the  point  of  view, 
he  believed,  of  the  enormous  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  unless  it  was 
founded  upon  religion,  and  to  say  that 
they  could  get  rid  of  the  religious  question 
and  go  back  to  the  true  interests  of 
education,  was  to  misimderstand  the 
issue  before  them.  Holding  those  views, 
he  had  to  consider  what  was  the  theory 
on  which  this  Bill  was  based.  It  had 
been  stated  with  great  frankness  by  the 
Minister  for  Education,  who  said  that  the 
normal  religious  teaching  was  to  be 
xmdenominational,  that  denominational 
teaching  was  intended  to  be  exceptional, 
and  he  was  not  sure  that  he  might  not 
add,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  say  so,  temporary.  He  thought 
that  according  to  the  scheme  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  also  to  be  temporary. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  There  is  no  inten- 
tion of  that  kind  in  the  Bill  at  all.  The 
bargain  is  to  be  a  permanent  bargain. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contemplated  an  amending  Act,  but 
when  he  considered  all  the  provisions 
which  applied  only  to  existing  voluntary 
schools,  for  instance,  and  when  he  took 
the  single  instance  which  only  allowed 
the  existing  voluntary  school  head 
teacher  to  give  religious  teaching  and 
put  a  limit  of  five  years  even  to  that 
permission,  then  he  thought  the  idea  of 
the  Bill  seemed  to  be  that  the  denomi- 
national teaching  was  to  be  an  excres- 
cence which  was  gradually  to  diminish 
and  eventually  to  disappear.  When 
they  came  to  look  at  the  machinery  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  be  kept  alive, 
they  had  first  of  all  the  contracting-out. 
He  was  quite  content  to  take  the  view 
of  the  Minister  for  Education,  who  said 
that  they  had  got  to  provide  for  those 
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who  conscientiously  desired  a  denomi 
national  school.    Therefore,  thoii^  ihej 
were  not  entitled  to  kill  them  altogether^ 
they  seemed  to  think  there  was  iM>tlun| 
wrong    in    slowly  starving    them.     Tkii 
attitude  reminded  him  a  good  deal  oi 
the    old    view    that    the    EoclesiaBtical 
Courts    were    not    entitled    to    execati 
because  they  were  not  allowed  to  shed 
blood,  though  they  could  order  personi 
to   be   burned  to   death.    He  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  ask  what  kind  oi 
equality  was  provided  for  the  denomi* 
national  as  compared  with  the  undeno* 
minational    teaching.     There    was     no 
equality   of   pa3rment ;   there   was    not 
to  be  eqjiality  of  choice ;  the  children  were 
to  get  undenominational  teaching  unless 
they  specially  demanded  denominational. 
Therefore,  it  was  clear  that  all  the  children 
were  to  have  undenominational  teaching. 
It  was  only  if  their  parents  were  sufficientlr 
conversant  with  the  terms  of  the  Act  to 
know  the  steps  to  be  taken,  and  if  ther 
took  those  steps,  that  the  children  would 
get      denominational    teaching.      That 
was  really  the  vital  part  of  the  whole 
Bill.    It  was  useless  to  make  provisions 
of  this  kind  unless  they  also  made  pro- 
visions for  the  schools  having  adequate 
stafEs.   They  did  not  get  any  heail  teachers 
in  the  denominational   council    schools 
and  only  got  them  temporarily  in  the 
voluntary  schools.    He  would  be   'rtxj 
much  surprised  if  that  was  regarded  as 
a  satisfactory  arrangement.    What   ditl 
that  mean  ?    It  meant  that  the  head 
teacher  was  debarred  from  giving  that 
instruction  which  the  assistant  teachers 
would  be  allowed  to  impart.    Was  it  in 
accordance  with  human  nature  to  suppose 
that  the  head  teacher  would  be  in  favour 
of  any  form   of   teaching   being   given 
which     he     was     unable      to     give  I 
Of  course,   he   would  not.    He   would 
discourage  it  in   every  way  he  could. 
Nor  had  they  any  right  to  any  assistant 
teachers.    It  depended  on  whether  thev 
volunteered.    They   had   no   means    of 
securing  their  appointment ;    nor  had 
they  any  security  that  there  would  br 
any  teachers  who  were  qualified  to  give 
the  teaching.    It  was  one  of  the  chief 
claims  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  (hat 
there  was  to  be  no  test  of  the  qualificatio:  s 
of  teachers  who  were  to  give  this  denonu* 
national  teaching.    He  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  for^them  to  imagine  cv 
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iiope  tkat  denominational  teaching  on 
tlioM  tenns  was  going  to  be  efEective,  or 
«uch  as  would  really  give  the  children  the 
teaching  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
One  aspect  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention  was  what,  but  for  the 
speech  of  the  Minister,  he  would  call 
the  studied  ambiguity  of  its  terms. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  say  what  it  was 
that  was  granted  and  what  it  was  that 
was  witUbeld.  One  could  not  help 
feeling  that,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Motley  had  said,  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  justified  the  Bill  to  the  Non- 
conformists by  saying  that  it  was  true 
tbat  there  was  right  of  entry,  but  they 
need  not  bother  about  it,  because  the 
conditions  were  such  that  it  would  never 
be  exercised.  And  then  they  went 
to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and 
other  excellent  prelates  who  had  been  in 
negotiation  about  this  matter,  and  said  : 
**  The  whole  of  the  principles  you  contend 
lot  are  in  the  Bill,  but  we  must  impose 
flome  conditions  in  the  interests  of 
administrative  efficiency."  In  other 
vords,  the  principles  had  been  granted  to 
the  Church,  but  conditions  had  been  put 
opon  them  which  Nonconformists  were 
asked  to  believe  would  render  those 
principles  ineffective.  That  appeared  to 
Kim  he  did  not  wish  to  exaggerate,  to 
be  the  effect  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
How  could  a  Bill  of  that  description 

Eisibly  make  for  peace  ?  The  hon 
mber  for  Morley  had  remarked,  quite 
eonectly,  that  if  the  Bill  became  law, 
^  Church  of  England  would  make  a 
freat  effort.  She  would  be  boxmd  con- 
scientiously to  make  a  great  effort  in 
order  that  the  facilities  might  be  made 
effective  to  secure  denominational  teach- 
kg.  She  would  make  an  enormous  effort 
in  that  direction.  What  a  commentary 
on  that  they  had  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Norfolk,  who  said  it  was  absurd  that 
Nonconformists  should  expect  to  get  all 
they  wished  for  at  a  step,  but  that  this 
It  any  rate  was  an  instalment  of  what 
tikey  wanted.  And  Dr.  Clifford  had  put 
the  matter  even  more  clearly.  He  said 
the  question  was  :  *'  Did  this  measure, 
taken  as  a  whole,  carry  them  really 
nearer  to  a  system  of  education 
jmerally  national " ;  and  '*  that  that 
idea  could  not  be  reached  at  a 
boond ;  nobody  could  expect  it." 
That  was  the  prospect  of  peace  which 
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lay  before  them.  The  militant  Non- 
conformists regarded  this  as  merely  a 
step  forward  in  the  direction  they  de- 
sired to  go ;  and  it  was  these  very 
gentlemen  who  said  at  the  same  time, 
and  with  great  truth,  that  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Church  to  press  such 
privileges  as  were  left  to  her  to  the 
utmost,  if  they  were  possibly  to  be  made 
effective.  They  had  only  to  look  at 
the  Bill  to  see  that  so  far  from  being  a 
means  of  bringing  about  peace,  it  would 
introduce  religious  strife,  not  only  into 
Parliamentary  elections  but  into  every 
election  throughout  the  country.  The 
education  authorities  were  given  ad- 
ministrative control,  and  they  were 
to  allow  the  services  of  the  assistant 
teachers  if  they  could  be  spared  from 
their  other  duties.  The  obvious  course 
of  those  who  desired  these  facilities 
was  to  fight  every  local  election  in  the 
country  o  \  strictly  sectarian  grounds. 
He  did  not  understand  why  this 
Bill  was  supposed  to  make  for  peace. 
They  asked  for  nothing  except  equality ; 
they  asked  for  no  privilege.  They  felt 
that  the  settlement  of  1870  had  broken 
down,  and  they  felt  that  their  demand 
must  be  met  on  a  basis  of  logic  and 
justice.  He  believed  there  was  no  prac- 
tical difficulty  in  carrying  out  such  a 
settlement.  The  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  was  fond  of  sa3dng 
that  to  give  free  play  to  the  principle 
that  each  parent  might  demand  for  his 
child  teaching  in  the  religion  he  chose 
would  produce  pandemonium  in  the 
schools.  The  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
say  that  any  more,  because  the  principle 
had  been  conceded  in  the  present  Bill. 
He  had  been  at  some  trouble  in  the 
course  of  the  last  few  months  to  in- 
vestigate the  working  out  of  the  day 
industrial  school  system  in  regard  to  the 
rights  of  parents  to  require  that  their 
children  should  be  taught  in  their  faith. 
No  difficulty  had  been  experienced. 
There  was  an  industrial  school  in  Drury 
Lane  where  some  sixty  Church  of  Eng« 
land,  some  thirty  Roman  Catholics,  and 
a  comparatively  small  number  of  children 
of  other  denomnations  were  provided 
with  religious  instruction  according  to 
their  wants.  This  was  done  without 
difficulty.  That  was  the  experience, 
not  of  a  single  school,  but  of  some  fifteen 
other   schools   in   the   country   dealing 
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arguments  on  the  other  side  that  this 
system  split  the  children  up  into  groups, 
and  they  would  not  associate  with  one 
another.    He  had  inquired  of  the  master 
of  the  school  in  Drury  Lane  whether 
this  was  the  fact,  and  he  declared  that 
there   was  no   truth  whatever  in   the 
statement,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  boys  made   friendships  which  en- 
dured through  the  whole  of  their  lives, 
while  the  esprit  de  corps  of  the  school 
was  complete.    They  asked  for  religious 
equality  ;    they  asked  the  Government 
to  carry  out  that  principle  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  West  Ham,  at 
that  time  in  a  position  ol  greater  free- 
dom and  less  responsibility,  said  to  the 
House  he  was  obliged  to  support.    This 
was  what  he  said — 

"As  I  understand  the  looal  authority  in 
Scotland  can  decide  to  give  religious  teaching  in 
conformity  with  the  desires  of  the  people  of  the 
locality.  That  is  not  offered  by  this  Bill. 
The  people  are  allowed  to  choose  religion  if  they 
like,  but  only  one  form  of  religion.  If  they 
wish  to  choose  another  they  must  pay 
for  it.  That  is  playing  with  loaded  dice. 
It  is  only  the  religion  endowed  by  the  State 
that  is  to  be  free.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  the  majority  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  went  to  their  constituents  and  asked 
them  to  record  their  votes  in  favour  of  this 
particular  religion  being  taught  universally 
in  the  schools.  I  admit  that  in  my  innocence 
I  exhibited  *  religious  equality '  in  my  posters. 
I  shall  have  hereafter  to  explain  that  that  was 
a  terminological  inexactitude." 

He  did  not  quote  these  words  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  any  desire  to 
attack  him.  He  was  sure  the  hon. 
Member  was  perfectly  sincere  when  he 
made  those  observations,  and  if  he 
was  able  to  support  chis  Bill  it  was 
because  he  was  convinced  in  some 
mysterious  way  that  it  did  confer  religi- 
ous equality.  Why  should  the  House 
not  grant  this  religious  equality  ?  What 
possible  ground  of  Liberalism  was  there 
which  could  justify  the  House  in  elevating 
one  particular  form  of  religious  instruc- 
tion above  another,  and  making  that 
form  the  established  and  endowed  re- 
ligion in  the  State  schools  ? 


♦Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.)  said 
that  whatever  might  be  the  case  in  the 
industrial  schools,  he  would  do  his 
beet  to  prevent  any  such  departure 
in    the    case    of    the  council     schools.  < 
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On  the  .general   question  of    the    Bill 
he  had  to  say  that  this  was  not  the  B3l 
which   his   constituency   sent    him    io 
support,  and  he  had  not  the  least  hesita- 
tion in  condemning  it  and  refusing  to 
support  it.      He    objected  entirely  to 
the  conditions  of  some  parts  of  it,  and 
he  objected  to  it  as  a  whole.     It  was^ 
not  a  Liberal  Bill ;  it  was  not  a  measure 
calculated  to  carry  out  the    principle 
which  Nonconformists  held  dear.    It  was 
not  for  him  to  be  more  Royalist  than  the 
King,  and  if  the  Liberal   Government 
and  the  Member  for  Norfolk  could  give 
this  measure  their  support  on  what  were 
supposed  to  be  Liberal  and    Noncon- 
formist grounds,  he  must  leave  them  to 
settle  that  for  themselves.     He  preferred 
to  go  on  and  deal  with  the   matter  on 
other  grounds  entirely.    He  had  heard 
with  great  interest  the  speech    of  the 
Minister    for   Education.     He     compli- 
mented him  upon  it.    It  was  clear,  fair, 
and  conspicuously  sincere,  though  mis- 
taken   as    he    thought.      There     were 
perhaps  two  statements  in  it  to  which 
he  should  take  exception  on  points  of 
fact.     He  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  most  of  the  time  of  the  officers 
in  the  Board  of  Education  was  occupied 
with  difficulties  arising  out  of  these  theo- 
logical disputes.    That  might  be  so  in 
the  case  of  the  political  heads   of    the 
Departments,  but  so  far  as    he   knew, 
and  he  had  known  the  Department  for 
many  years,  it  was  not  the   case  with 
regard  to  the  permanent  stafi. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
will  allow  me  to  express  some  view  about 
my  own  staff.  I  assure  him  that  half 
the  time  of  the  capable  heads  of  the 
Department,  with  the  exception  of  the 
technical  branch,  is  taken  up  with  matters 
which  arise  out  of  the  religious  question. 

*Mb.  YOXALL  said  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  it.  He  had  not  been  in  the 
Department  in  the  capacity  of  his  right 
hon.  friend,  but  he  had  known  i*^  for 
many  years,  and  he  should  have  thou^t 
it  an  error  to  state  that  anything  hke 
half  the  time  of  the  heads  of  the  Depart- 
ment was  taken  u|^  with  diffioultiea 
arising  out  of  theological  disputes.  The 
fact  did  not  coincide  with  the  other 
statement  to  which  he  took  exoeption. 
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and  that   was   that   the   members   of 
education  committees  and  local  admima- 
tEattve    bodies    all    over    the    country 
found  themselves  hampered  to  the  extent 
mentioned   by  this  religious   difficulty. 
In  the  councUs  everywhere  there  was  no 
leligioaB  difficulty.    He  believed  it  was 
the  case  in,  he  might  almost  say  all  the 
edttsation  committees  under  county  and 
oovity  councils,  that  peace  now  existed. 
Why  were  they  going  to  have  the  oppo- 
nte  of  peace  introduced  into  the  work 
of  tiie  council    schools   and   education 
oommittees  I    He  wished  he  could  trans- 
pert  the  House  to  what  would  be  the 
state  of  a  council  school  if  this  Bill  became 
law.    There  was  to  be  a  right  of  entry 
between  nine  o'clock  and  quarter  to  ten 
on  two  mornings  per  week.    At   nine 
o*dock,  as  a  rule,  school  assembled,  and 
the  register  was  marked  for  the  first  time. 
Then  came   the   hymn,   and   then  the 
payer.    About  a  quarter  past  nine  the 
BiUe  lesson  began.  That  was  the  state  of 
tUiga  now.     It  appeared,  however,  that 
not  only  were  they  to  have  in  the  council 
•chools  a  right  of  entry,  different  lessons  on 
raligkm  by  different  teachers,  but  different 
kyrans,  and  different  prayers  in  different 
dMt-rooms.    That  was  in  the  name  of 
peace.     If  peace  did  not  now  exist  he 
vonld  consent  to  a  great  deal  to  bring 
ihout  peace.    But  peace  did  exist  there, 
ud  tius  Bill  was  not  going  to  bring 
wace  but  a  sword.    This  was  no  olive 
Wioch.     This  was   no   method   of  im- 
ploring   the    condition   of   the    school. 
That  ri^t  of  entry  would  be  carried  out, 
W  did  not  doubt  in  the  least.       The 
f hnchea  would  take  care  of  that,  and  they 
voqld  destroy  what  peace   now  existed. 
ThBT  would   bring  enmity  and  discord 
vhere  there  was  now  peace,  and  for  what 
^!  There  would  be  no  educational  gain 
raohing  from  this  change.    What  politi- 
ck  gain    would     there     be  ?    Would 
UnirtefB    satisfy   their   friends   in   the 
ooQ&try  by  this  Bill  ?    When  the  general 
election  came  round  their  case  would  be 
k  worse  if  this  Bill  became  law  than 
ii  they  had  introduced  no  Bill  at  all. 
Hk  feeling   was  that   it   sacrificed   to 
pohtioal  expediency  and  Parliamentary 
«Bcrgency  the  present  peace  and  the 
pwwut  xite  of  fffogress  of  the  schools. 
Bifiit  of  entry  was  not  compatible  with 
MfauaiBtzative    convenience    and    with 
pcece  in  the  schools.    It  involved  separa- 


tion of  children  who  were  not  separated 
now.  It  set  up  at  the  youngest  age — 
it  might  be  three  years  of  age  in  the 
infiant  classes  —  distinctions  and 
differences  which  the  children  did  not, 
and  could  not,  understand.  They 
would  not  know  why  they  were 
clasfflfied  here  and  there,  and  taught 
different  doctrines  and  formulae  and 
catechisms  by  different  teachers.  They 
would  know  that  in  this  class-room  the 
crucifix  was  hung  on  the  wall  while  the 
lesson  was  being  given,  and  the  symbol 
of  the  bleeding  heart  could  be  worshipped 
during  the  lesson,  while  in  the  next  room 
instruction  that  that  was  blasphemy 
would  be  given  by  the  representa- 
tive of  some  ultra-Protestant  organi- 
sation. This  in  the  council  school  which 
had  represented  hitherto  what  Liberalism 
and  Nonconformity  held  dear,  brought 
about  as  a  result  of  the  Bill  of  a  Liberal 
Government !  Had  that  Government 
waich  sat  on  those  benches  three  years 
ago  dared  to  bring  forward  a  Bill  ot 
this  kind  there  would  not  only  have 
b-ren  passive  resistance  but  there 
would  have  been  a  revolution  in  the 
land.  For  ten  years  they  had  had 
the  demand  for  the  right  of  entry.  It 
had  always  been  opposed  until  recently 
by  those  with  whom  he  associated 
politically.  He  had  never  before  known 
the  principle  conceded.  To  this  was 
now  added  as  a  further  concession, 
amplifying  it  and  rendering  it  real 
and  vital  and  permanent,  the  permis- 
sion given  to  paid  teachers  in  the 
council  schools  to  volunteer  to  give  the 
kind  of  teaching  which  was  provided 
for  under  the  right  of  entry.  The  head 
teacher  was  not  allowed  to  voluteer, 
but  it  was  not  so  much  a  matter  of  the 
head  teacher.  He  was  in  this  par- 
ticular nothing  like  so  important 
as  the  assistant.  The  head  teachers 
were  much  fewer  than  the  assist- 
ants, and  administrative  difficulties 
entirely  apart  from  theological  opinion 
would  in  the  case  of  nearly  every  school 
make  it  impracticable  for  the  head 
teacher  to  volunteer,  no  matter  how 
much  he  might  wish,  even  if  he  were  per- 
mitted to  do  so.  He  supposed  it  would 
be  most  unfair  of  anybody  to  object  to  an 
assistant  teacher  volunteering  to  give  this 
instruction  if  the  volunteer  were  motived 
by  a  sincere  desire  to  teach  the  religion. 

Q  2 
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But  they  mixed  in  all  sorts  of  incentives 
and  invitations  and  indirect  bribes  of  a 
mercenary  kind.  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  Church  of  England  would  make  a 
great  effort  to  make  the  right  of  entry  a 
real  thing.  He  supposed  that  efiort 
would  consist  largely  of  an  endeavour  to 
obtain  the  entrance  of  the  clergy — 
the  superior  clergy,  the  vicar  or 
rector,  the  curate,  a  lay  reader  or 
some  worthy  earnest  layman — to  go 
into  the  schools.  That  was  tried  in 
Birmingham  for  many  years.  It  did  not 
fail  all  at  once.  It  went  on  for  a  very 
long  period — ^for  nearly  thirty  years. 
Some  of  his  hon.  friends  consoled  them- 
selves with  the  idea  that  it  would  break 
down  and  that  the  teachers  would 
help  it  to  break  down.  It  went  on  under 
special  difficulties  in  Birmingham.  They 
had  to  pay  5s.  per  week  per  room  rent. 
The  Bill  proposed  no  such  rent  to  be  paid 
by  the  denomination.  It  came  to  an  end 
because  the  present  Bishop  of  Manchester, 
then  the  leader  of  the  Church  in  Birming- 
ham, preferred  that  there  should  be  in  all 
the  council  schools  in  Birmingham  re- 
ligious education  given  under  the  Cowper- 
Temple  clause  by  the  stipendiary  teachers 
of  the  school,  and  that  had  gone  on  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  for  several  years 
now.  It  might  be  that  all  over  the 
country  the  clergy  and  their  lay  helpers 
would  show  the  same  energy  and  the 
same  continuous  zeal  and  industry  in  this 
matter  and  use  that  right  of  entry  to  the 
same  extent  and  for  as  many  years,  as 
was  the  case  in  Birmingham.  But  if  they 
did  not,  it  required  very  little  power  of 
prophecy  to  see  what  would  happen.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  Socialist  Labour 
Chur*^  hes  would  have  to  say  to  this.  They 
would  be  perfectly  right  in  claimi  g  the 
same  6-  try,  and  it  would  be  quite  within 
the  province  of  the  law.  Various  churches 
would  be  able  to  do  all  sorts  of  indirect 
and  improper  things,  and  this  was  just 
the  kind  of  provision  which  often  made 
members  of  a  church  do  things  in  their 
coiporate  capacity  which  they  would 
not  think  of  doing  in  private  life.  Under 
this  Bill  dishonourable  incentives  would 
be  held  out  to  teachers.  At  the  present 
moment  there  were  many  assistant 
teachers  and  a  few  head  teachers  un- 
employed. There  was  a  glut  of 
teachers,  and  there  were  over  1,000 
more  certificated  teachers  more  than 
Mr  YoxaU. 


work    could     be     found     for     in     the 
schools.    That  state  of  things  would  be 
probably  worse  next  year  and  the  year 
after,  so  wise  had  been  the  policy  of  the 
Board   of   Education.    Just   when    this 
glut  of  teachers  was  at  its  worst  the 
Government  proposed  to  allow  assistant 
teachers    to    give   sectarian    teaching. 
There  would  be  many  schools  managed  by 
a  nominated  committee  upon  which  there 
was  a  majority  of  persons  belonging  to 
one  particular  church,  and  in  all  those 
schools  the  assistant  teachers  would  by 
this  Bill  be  placed  under  an  indirect  com- 
pulsion to  volunteer  to  give  the  sectarian 
teaching  which  the  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee would  like  to  see  taught.    He 
agreed  with  those  hon.  Members  who  said 
it  was  cowardly  to  cast  upon  the  Organisa- 
tion of  the  teachers  the  responsibility 
of  protecting  the   teachers.    They  were 
imposing  this  task  upon  persons  who 
were  in  all  respects  pubUc  servants,  almost 
on   the  same   footing  as  those  in  the 
Civil  Service.     They  were  placing  upon 
the  teachers  the  onus  of  refusing  these 
invitations   to   give  sectarian  teaching, 
coupled  with  the  danger  of  offending  the 
committee.    As  a  teacher  for  many  years 
his  objection  to  this  Bill  was  very  great, 
and  from  the  administrative  point  of 
view  his    objections  were  tremendous. 
They     were     greater    still    from    the 
point   of    view    of    a    Liberal    and    a 
Nonconformist.     Those  three  points  of 
view  taken  together  made  him  feel  »o 
strongly  against  this  Bill  that  he  could 
hardly  find  words    forcible  enou^  to 
express    his    feeling    on    this    question. 
It  was   difficult   to  realise  that  sudi  s 
measure    could    come    from    a    Liberal 
Government.    The  noble  Lord  oppositf 
appeared    to    be    exceedingly    doubtful 
whether  this   Bill  was  a  good  bargain 
from  his  point  of  view,  and  he  gathered 
from  hon.  Members  opposite  that  ther  | 
thought  they  were  giving  a  great  desi 
away.  He  wished  to  assure  them  that  th«r 
were  not.    Let  them  take,  for  example,  a 
village  '*chool  managed  by  six  person*, 
four  appointed  as  foundation  managers  by 
the  trust  upon  which  the  school  was  held, 
one  by  the  parish  council,  and  another 
by     the     local     education     authoritj. 
Under  this  Bill  the  vicar  and  his  church- 
warden,   and    some    good    laywoman. 
would    probably    be    managers    of  thf 
school,  and  there  might  be  two  or  thr«e 
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pewms  of  another  complexion  and 
t&ether  school  of  religious  thought. 
Bicy  would  not  appoint  the  teacher  or 
di&niss  the  head  teacher,  but  with  that 
exception  they  would  have  under  this 
Bill  as  much  power  as  they  had  at  pre- 
»ot.  Under  the  present  law  in  that 
•chool,  upon  four  dajrs  out  of  five 
religious  instruction  of  the  Cowper-Temple 
order  was  taught,  and  on  not  more  than 
one  morning  per  week  was  Church  of 
K^gland  instruction  given  as  a  rule. 
Now  it  was  proposed  to  allow  two 
mornings  per  week  expressly  for  that 
purpose,  and  on  three  mornings  of  the 
week  only  would  the  children  receive 
Cowper-Temple  instruction  from  the 
paid  teachers.  The  proposal  imder 
tins  Bill  was  that  if  the  parents 
wiAed  it  on  two  mornings  in  the  week 
their  children  could  have  religious 
instruction  from  those  other  teachers  in 
tkoae  very  forms  which  had  hitherto  been 
tolerated  only  on  one  day  per  week. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
tint  he  was  losing  so  little  that  he  ought 
to  ck»e  with  this  bargain  while  he  might. 
Another  characteristic  of  this  Bill  was  that 
it  included  the  odious  name  of  "  contract- 
ing-out."  The  whole  of  the  secular 
mstroct ion  was  directly  imder  the  control 
of  the  local  education  authority,  and  very 
little  real  power  rested  in  the  hands  of 
the  voluntary  schools  committee.  Every 
nwnth  the  education  committees  were 
•bsorbing  into  their  hands  more  power, 
•nd  every  month  more  voluntary  schools 
were  being  closed.  Nearly  1 ,000  Church  of 
&igland  schools  had  been  closed  or  trans- 
wed  since  1 902.  In  the  last  year  reported 
npon  Church  of  England  schools  were  be- 
ing dosed  at  the  rate  of  three  per  week 
»nd  the  rate  would  soon  be  four  per 
week  That  process  would  go  on  in  an 
infieasing  ratio  if  this  Bill  did  not 
interfere  with  the  process.  This  was 
nievitable  because  the  managers  could 
not  find  the  money  to  keep  up  the 
Ubnc  and  the  repairs  of  the  schools 
for  which  the  managers  were  responsible. 
In  this  Bill  they  said  to  managers  of 
those  schools:  "You  need  not  do 
that;  you  can  contract-out  and  come 
out  of  the  control  of  the  local  educa- 
tkm  authority  and  then  you  need 
not  rebuild  your  school  or  go  to  the 
«^nse  of  getting  better  lighting,  ven- 
tihtion,    or    wanning."    Under    those 


circumstances,  having  contracted-out, 
the  local  authority  could  not  make  them 
put  their  schools  in  a  proper  condition, 
and  of  course  they  would  contract  out. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  getting 
a  bribe  to  induce  them  to  take  that 
course  by  the  higher  grant  which  would 
be  given  them.  From  every  point  of 
view,  whether  Liberal,  Nonconformist, 
or  educational,  this  was  a  bad  Bill.  It 
was  a  Bill  that  would  damage  principles 
which  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  they  held  very  dear.  It  was  a 
Bill  which  would  damage  what  every 
hon.  Member* of  this  House  ought  to 
protect,  namely,  educational  efl&ciency. 
It  was  a  Bill  to  divide,  not  to  unite  ;  to 
bring  a  sword,  not  an  olive-branch. 
Any  Liberal  Member  who  supported 
this  Bill  would  regret  it  in  days  to  come.. 

♦Mr.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade)> 
said  the  primary  attitude  which  he,  for 
one,  adopted  towards  this  Bill  was 
not  one  of  the  negative  criticism  of 
which  they  had  heard  so  much  that 
night,  and  which,  when  combined  with 
dismal  prophecy  and  an  entire  absence 
of  constructiveness,  was  so  remarkably 
easy  to  give  utterance  to,  but  an  earnest 
desire  to  see  whether  the  Bill  could 
not  be  made  to  do.  He  thought  that 
was  a  reasonable  attitude.  He  certainly 
did  not  accept  at  all  the  view  that  the 
educational  system  of  this  country  was  a 
matter  to  be  decided  between  Noncon- 
formists and  Churchmen  or  any  other 
religious  bodies.  But  it  seemed  that 
nothing  practical  could  just  now  be 
achieved  without  such  a  conference  as 
that  which  had  taken  place.  Now  they 
had  an  honest  Minister  mediating  between 
two  mutually  suspicious,  yet  equally 
honest  parties,  and  like  an  honest  broker, 
as  he  had  described  himself,  he  was 
endeavouring  to  help  two  delicately 
situated  clients  to  drive  a  bargain. 
There  were  things,  he  assumed,  in  the 
Bill  which  were  not  fimdamentally 
connected  with  the  compromise,  and 
he  th  refor3  assumed  that  in  Committee 
criticisms  and  suggestions  would  be 
welcomed  by  the  Minister  for  Edu- 
cation, provided  they  did  not  funda- 
mentally subvert  the  agreement  which 
had  been  arrived  at.  If  they  could 
not  turn  a  blind  eye  to  the  defects  of 
the  Bill,   they  could,   and  he  thought 
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they  ought  to,  turn  a  favourable  eye 
towards  those  elements  in  it  which 
were  open  to  favourable  construction. 
*rheir  aim  was  peace,  if  not  entirely  with 
honour,  with  as  much  honour  as  the 
circumstances  permitted.  They  were 
not  to  be  drawn  aside  in  order  to  balance 
too  finely  the  two  sides  of  the  treaty, 
the  give  and  take.  When  they  were 
offered  an  extension  of  public  control  and 
public  appointment  of  teachers  they 
were  not  disposed  to  carp  at  it  because 
it  was  not  more  complete.  Nor  did  they 
feel  inclined  to  refuse  abolition  of  direct 
tests  because  sr>me  intriguers  here  and 
there  might  scheme  to  get  behind  the 
protecting  statute  and  induce  the 
assistant  teacher  to  promise,  befoie 
his  appointment,  to  give  denomi- 
national instruction.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  National  Union  of  Teachers 
that  those  assistant  teachers  who  so 
volunteered  would  afterwards  be  picked 
out  for  promotion,  and  that  others  who 
did  not  volunteer  would  proportionately 
suffer ;  but  it  occurred  to  him  that  it  was 
not  likely  that  the  Church  party  would 
take  away  from  his  post  an  assistant 
teacher  who  was  there  serving  them  well 
in  order  to  promote  him  to  a  head 
teachership  where  he  could  not  serve 
them  at  all  in  the  same  capacity.  Further, 
when  they  got  rid  of  public  pay- 
ment for  denominational  teaching  they 
were  not  going  to  treat  it  as  a  fatal 
flaw  because  the  occasional  use  of  class 
rooms  might  be  permitted  which 
were  kept  in  order,  with  the  rest  of 
the  school  house,  from  public  taoney. 
So  much  for  what  they  received,  and 
they  did  not  wish  to  exaggerate  its 
importance.  Now  as  to  what  they  gave. 
He  would  say  that  it  was  more  substan- 
tial than  some  of  its  recipients  acknow- 
ledged it  to  be.  The  right  of  entry 
stuck  in  the  throat  not  only  of  Noncon- 
formists but  of  a  vast  number  who  stood 
aloof  from  churches  and  clergy  of  all 
kinds,  and  who  had  always  been  satisfied 
and  proud,  like  the  railway  men  of 
Swindon,  because  of  the  harmonious 
working  of  their  schools,  which  they  had 
attributed,  perhaps  disproportionately,  to 
their  freedom  from  the  clerical  presence. 
To  them  the  right  of  entry — even  if  it 
was  not  the  right  of  the  parson  to  put 
his  thumb  on  the  latch  and  walk  in  at 
pleasure  and  count  his  flock  and  summon 
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them  to  follow  him,  but  only 
under  strict  regulations  to  a  class 
for  the  teaching  of  the  children  wbom 
the  parents  expressly  and  individaatty 
consigned  to  him — nevertheless  tUs 
right  of  entry  would  be  a  bitter  pilL 
Would  the  clergy  just  consider,  if  the 
patients  were  reversed,  if  they  had  to 
swallow  it  themselves,  what  gall  and 
wormwood  it  would  be !  But  he  drew 
comfort  for  himself  from  two  reflections : 
first,  that  it  was  in  a  sense  just ;  for  if 
the  contentious  subject  of  religion  was 
taught  in  the  schools  at  all,  then,  besides 
the  religion,  broadly  speaking,  common 
to  all,  it  was  just  to  give  facilities  to 
special  consciences  when  they  were  in 
evidence,  so  long  as  the  unity  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  school  and  administrative 
practicabilities  admitted  it.  This  was 
the  plan  in  some  parts  of  Australia,  and 
it  worked  well,  but  he  must  remember 
that  in  Australia  there  was  no  Estab- 
lished  Chu.ch.  If  this  plan  did  not 
work,  then  the  only  alternative  for  the 
State  was  to  confine  itself  to  the  pro- 
vision of  secular  education.  He  himself 
held  the  opinion  that  the  secular  fmic- 
tion  was  the  only  function  of  a  secular 
State.  If  he  disbelieved  in  the  State 
establishment  of  religion  in  the  country 
he  could  not  believe  at  the  same  time  in 
the  State  establishment  of  religion  in 
the  schools.  Such  an  arrangement, 
therefore,  would  be  contrary  to  his  own 
strong  conviction;  but  he  hoped  he 
was  not  only  a  man  of  conviction,  but 
a  man  of  practicability,  and  he  £eh 
assured  that  England  was  not  yet  ripe 
for  the  secular  solution,  though  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that,  owing  partly  to 
the  bitterness  of  recent  religious  or 
anti-religious  discussion,  England  was 
ripening  fast  for  it.  If  England  was  stiU 
far  ofi  from  it,  she  was  nearer  than  onee 
she  was  to  a  general  acknowledgment 
of  the  truth  ot  Quizot's  saying,  that 
the  State  had  no  function  either 
to  teach  religion  or  to  have  religion 
taught  in  its  name.  He  admitted  that, 
especially  to  the  adherents  of  a  State 
secular  system,  right  of  entry  was  a  step 
backwards,  but  that  step  backward 
must  not  lead  them  to  overlook  the  step 
forward,  lliere  were  those  whose  dis- 
like would  be  palliated  if  option  were 
left  to  the  local  authorities.  He  could 
not,  however,  exalt  into  a  principle  the 
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<lifterence  between  a  statute  of  a 
Rpresentative  Parliament  and  a  statute 
of  the  representative  local  authority, 
piOTided  the  local  authority  was  left 
(rte  to  consider  local  possibilities.  It 
was  mainly  a  question  of  expediency, 
lod  many  local  authorities  for  reasons 
of  expediency  preferred  the  statute  by 
tbe  State*  He  knew  that  these  facilities, 
however  carefully  regulated,  would  be 
—or  were  at  present — obnoxious  to  the 
teftchers  themselves.  He  had  shown 
tbey  were  not  alone,  and  they  had,  like 
others,  good  reasons  on  their  side.  They, 
and  others  with  them,  found  the  plan 
of  eootraeting-out  obnoxious  too.  But 
sdiools  demanding  a  peculiar  atmos- 
phere from  the  first  moment  to  the  last, 
bom  the  opening  of  the  door  to  the 
dosing  of  it,  and  limited  by  tests  in  the 
choice  of  teachers,  while  one  of  the 
hn'ament\l  tenets  there  taught  was 
thAt  their  Church  wa^  right  and  all  other 
(Smrches  wrong,  could  not  be  national 
icboolsand«ouldnotbe  part  of  a  national 
system.  That  did  seem  to  him  a  ques- 
tion of  principle^  and  it  was  not  sacri- 
ficed in  the  Bill.  Expediencies,  as  in  the 
BOL  could  be  sacrificed  on  the  shrine  of 
to  expediency  which  was  greater.  But, 
in  tlui^  case,  every  one  must  give  some- 
thing. Even  religion  could  not  have 
«n  it  wanted,  neither  could  administra- 
tion, nor  teachership,  nor  even  educa- 
tion. All  things,  even  good  things, 
imst  contribute  their  item  to  the  sacri- 
fice; only  by  that  means,  it  appeared, 
«oaid  what  was  on  the  whole  a  great 
ttep  forward  be  taken  and  a  long  post- 
poned boon  to  the  country  be  at  last 
attained. 

Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT  (Sussex, 
Chichester) :  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
Wr  good-naturedly  rather  chafEed  me 
br  being  responsible  for  breaking  down 
the  Bill  of  the  present  Cluef  Secretary  for 
Ireland  m  1906.  Well,  Sir,  if  I  could 
take  credit  for  the  loss  of  that  I  should 
be  extremely  proud,  but  I  do  not  regret 
it  in  the  least.  I  think  that  the  hon 
Member's  afEection,  at  the  present 
time,  at  any  rate,  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
nther  leads  him  to  forget  what  the  final 
^vtcome  of  that  Bill  was  as  regards  the 
Citholics.  He  had  in  his  mind  what  was 
known  as  Clause  4,  but  that  proposal  in 
its  latest  form,  so  far  as  the  Catholics  are 


I  concerned,  was  liable  to  break  down  dis- 
tinctly, from  either  of  two  causes.  First, 
there  were  conditions  of  getting  four-fifths 
or  three-quarters — I  forget  which — ^but  at 
any  rate  of  getting  that  proportion  of  all 
the  parents  whether  voting  or  not,  and, 
secondly,  there  was  the  fact  that  the 
whole  scheme  would  collapse  if  an 
infinitesimal  number  of  children  who 
could  not  be  turned  out  of  the  school 
demanded  Cowper-Temple  teaching,  and 
alternative  accommodation  could  not  be 
found  for  them.  That,  from  the  Catholic 
point  of  view,  as  we  were  advised  by  our 
experts,  rendered  it  absolutely  unsafe  for 
us  to  accept  the  Bill.  But  in  addition 
to  that  the  whole  thing  might  have  been 
set  aside  by  a  recalcitrant  local  authority 
who  could  have  compelled  the  schools  to 
have  recourse  to  an  even  worse  form  of 
contracting-out  than  that  proposed  in 
the  present  Bill.  If  the  Bill  had  become 
law  that  would  have  been  the  Catholic 
situation,  and  we  should  have  been 
deprived  of  some  of  our  schools.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  repeating  that  I,  for 
one,  am  truly  thankful  that  that  Bill 
never  became  law.  Now,  as  regards  the 
present  Bill,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Scotland  division  of  Liverpool,  I  venture 
to  say  in  the  name  of  the  Catholics,  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  us  to  accept  this  BilL 
From  start  to  finish  of  the  measure  there 
is  only  one  point  which  to  my  mind  is  in 
any  degree  acceptable.  I  allude  to 
Clause  3,  which  lays  down  the  condition 
regarding  new  schools.  I  quite  admit 
that  that  admission  of  new  schools — of 
future  voluntary  schools — is  an  enormous 
surrender  by  the  party  opposite.  My 
special  gratitude,  however,  speaking  as  a 
Catholic,  is  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury for  having  insisted  that  that  clause 
should  be  put  in  this  Bill.  It  is  clear  from 
the  correspondence  that  not  only  is  the 
insertion  of  this  clause  in  the  Bill  entirely 
due  to  him,  and  although  of  course  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  taken  full  advantage 
of  by  the  Church  of  England,  none  the 
less  I  recognise  gratefully  and  as  publicly 
as  I  can,  that  the  Archbishop  in  asking  for 
that]clause  ki:e  w  that  it  would  be  of  special 
advantage  to  my  co-religionists.  At  the 
same  time  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
of  me  if  I  did  not  also  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  for 
having  persuaded  the  Nonconformists 
to  accept  this  condition.    I  appreciate 


495       ^  Elementary  Bchieaticn         {COMMONS}      {England  and  WQle$)BiU.       496 


the  fact  that  it  lays  down  as  a  principle 
of  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hopes  is  going  to  become  an  Act  that 
definite  denominational  schools  will  b^ 
able    to  be  established  in  the  future  in 
this  country  where  they  do  not  now  exist. 
However  impossible  it  may  be  to  main- 
tain these  schools  when  we  get  them,  still 
I    admit    and  repeat    that  that  is  an 
enormous  surrender  on  the  part  of  the 
Government   on   this   particular   point. 
I  regret  that  that  is  the  only  point  in  the 
whole  Bill  which,  speaking  as  a  Catholic, 
I  can  possibly  find  for  which  to  say  a 
good   word.    As   regards   the   right   of 
entry,  I  can  quite  understand  the  views 
of  the  Church  of  England.     I  recognise 
that  they  feel  that  there  are  in  the  council 
schools    a    large    number    of    children 
belonging  to  their  faith.     They  want  to 
get  into  these  schools  and  to  teach  these 
children  the  religion  of  the  Church  of 
England,  but  I  do  not  see  that  in  this 
Bill  what  they  ask  for  is  obtained.    As 
the  conditions  appeal  to  me,  the  right  of 
entry  seems  to  be  purely  illusory.    That 
may  be  a  strong  thing  to  say,  but  I 
believe  it.    I  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's pardon,  I  quite  recognise  that  he 
does   not  mean   that  they  should     be 
illusory.    I   did  see,  however,  a  report 
of  a  speech  of  a  colleague  of  his,  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
and  1  certainly  took  it  for  granted  that 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  the 
views  of  the  Government.    I  distinctly 
understood   his   speech  to   mean   that, 
whatever   sacrifice    the   Nonconformists 
were    making    in    theory    by      giving 
way  to  this  right  of  entry,  in  practice  it 
would  prove   quite  nugatory  and  that 
they  need  not  trouble  about  it.    If  I 
have  misinterpreted  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks,  of  course  I  will  at  once  recall 
what  I  have  stated,  but  that  is  my  recol- 
lection of  how  I  read  his  speech,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  there  are  other  hon. 
Members  who  have   seen   it  and  may 
have  a  copy   of  it.    Though  I   am   a 
Catholic,  and  in  the  division  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  in  this 
House  there  are  only  six  Catholic  schools, 
still,  there  are  an  enormous  number  of 
Church  of  England  schools,  and  if  the 
Church  of  England  will  allow  me  to  speak 
for  these  schools,  I  would  say  that  I 
think  this  Bill,  as  far  as  they  are  con-  ! 
cemed,   well,   is  not  dishonest,   but  is 
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absolutely  illusory  for  the  purposes  of  a 
definite  right  of  entry.     As  tar  as  we 
Catholics   are   concerned   it   practically 
amounts  to  this :    we  are  told  that  if 
we  have  a  conscience  we  have  got  to 
suffer  for  it ;    we  have  got  to  pay  our 
rates  for  other  schools  to  which  we  cannot 
send  our  children.     You  give  us  grants 
for  our  own  schools  which  you  know 
places  us  outside  the   national    system 
of    education     and     will     compel    us 
to    imderpay     our    teachers.     It    will 
place    us    absolutely     at    the     mercy 
of  the   local   authority   for  all   extras, 
scholarships,  etc.     That  is  as  I  under- 
stand; and  all  the  time  the  Board   of 
Education  will  insist    on  our   keeping 
up  the  same  measure  of  efficiency  as 
the  other  schools  in  the  country.    Tley 
will  be  the  judges  of  whether  we  do 
so  or  not,  and  when  they  consider  that  we 
are  not  doing  so — and  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  us  to  do  so— then  tl  ey  will 
come  down  upon  us  and  deprive  us  of 
the   grant   given   under   this   Bill   and 
gradually  attempt  to  crush  us  out  of 
existence.    That   is   the   treatment  we 
get  from  the  great  Liberal   party ;    the 
party  of  freedom,  of  equality,  and  of 
toleration  !    ^nd  to  whom  do  you  give 
this  freedom  ?    To  that  one  communitv, 
that  one  religious  body  in  this  country, 
which  admittedly  has  the  largest  per- 
centage of  the  very  poor.    Now  whst 
are  these  grants  ?    The  late  Bill  of  the 
Government  gave  us  47s.  I  understand 
that  an  Answer  was  given  at  Question 
time  to-day  to  the  effect  that  the  new 
arrangement  of  the  grants  as  calculated 
by  the  Board  of  Education  would  give  to 
the  Catholics  an  average  of  48s.  9d«    Well, 
it  is  quite  impossible  in  the  time  that 
the  Government  have  allowed  us  in  their 
hurry  to  press  on  with  this  Bill  to  obtain 
and  work  out  our  own  figures  with  any 
sufficient  accuracv.     But  I  will  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  we  give  them 
credit  for  having  given  us  Is.  more,  and 
I  am  quite  willing  to  think  that  that  Is. 
is  coming,  because  we  have  always  been 
told  that  the  47s.  would  become  50s.    I 
am  afraid  that  will  not  by  any  mean^ 
meet    the    situation.     We    worked  out 
this  Bill,  not  at  48s.  9d.,  but  498.  91., 
let  us  call  it  50s.    I  have  got  here  a 
return  of  a  Catholic  school  in  Clerken- 
well.     The  average  attendance  last  year 
was  787 ;    the    present  salaries  of  the 
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t«tckei8  amount  to  £2,407  and  the  present 
ooft  of  maintenance  to  £495,  making 
A  total  of  £2,902.  Assuming  that  this 
ichoolgotits  allowance  under  the  schedule 
of  tUs  Bill  it  would  receive  £1,869, 
wUch  would  leave  a  balance  to  be  found 
innnallf  of  £1,033  for  this  one  school. 
k  Khool  in  a  poor  part  of  London — 
lod  til  our  schools  are  in  poor  parts  of 
LondoD— ^ne  school  alone  will  have  from 
rcdontary  sources  to  obtain  over  a  thousand 
pcPQnds  to  keep  it  up  to  its  present  state 
of  effideocj.  That  is  not  all  The  right 
boo.  Gentleman  this  afternoon  in  his 
ipeech  said  that  he  had  speciiUy  adopted 
thiflsdieme  in  the  Schedule  raising  the 
proportion,  in  order  to  meet  the  Catholic 


Kb.  RUNCIMAN  :  No.  I  did  not  siy 
that  I  did  not  do  it  specially  to  meet 
the  Catholic  case,  but  what  I  did  say 
WM  that  at  that  scale  and  upwards  there 
would  be  more  money  for  the  smaller 
ichools,  because  it  was  anticipated  that 
in  many  cases,  many  non-Catholic  children 
voqM  come  out  of  the  schools  and  make 
the  eoit  correspondingly  higher. 

Loan  EDMUND  TALBOT :  Thct  is 
my  point  I  should  like  to  say  about 
the  school  I  was  mentioning  just  now 
that  in  that  school  there  were  five  non- 
Caiholic  children.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admits  that  this  55s.  is  specially 
pot  in  the  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Cathohcs. 

Ml.  RUNCIMAN:  N>,  I  do  nofc admit 
that    It  is  for  the  benefit  of  others. 


Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT:  W  r,  it 
^  be  an  advantage  to  us,  but  will  the 
Uooie  believe  that  the  number  of  schools 
ve  hare  got  in  this  country  which  will 
<inv  the  55s.  is  only  sixty-four,  and  that 
the  number  of  Catholic  children  that  will 
be  entitled  to  earn  that  higher  grant  is 
«ly  about  3,000  ?  The  richt  hon.  Gentle- 
Bnn  comes  down  here  and  advocates  his 
potting  in  this  558.  because  it  is  going  to 
P«^t  the  Catholics.  I  am  not  suggest- 
ing for  a  moment  that  he  was  aware  of 
tbe  conditionfl  of  the  figures  I  have 
jooted,  but  if  my  figures  are  right 
A  think  the  Catholics  of  this  country 
«w  entitled  to  an  apology  from  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  for  that  part  of  hiy 
speech.  The  right  hon.  (Jentlemin  said 
with  reference  to  our  figure  of  £35,000^ 
being  required  in  London  alone  under 
this  Bill,  that  our  figures  were  wrong  and 
that  we  did  nob  know  how  many  non- 
Catholic  children  may  go  out  of  our 
schools.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  know  either,  and  if  he  disputes 
our  figures  I  will  undertake  to  get  our 
financial  experts  from  Liverpool  and 
London  and  let  them  meet  him  and  his 
round  a  table  and  see  who  has  got  them 
right.  Under  this  Bill,  we  maintain  that 
in  London  we  shall  have  to  find  £35,000 
a  year.  I  cannot  speak  with  any  definite 
accuracy  as  to  the  amount  we  shall  have 
to  find  in  the  country,  but  taking  the 
country  as  a  whole,  I  understand  that 
the  Catholic  body  will  have  to  find  no 
less  than  about  £214,500.  Let  me  tell 
the  House  that  in  London  alone  since 
the  1902  Act,  in  order  to  comply  with 
its  demands — its  legitimate  demands — 
that  our  schools  should  be  brought  up  to 
date  and  put  into  a  proper  state  of 
efficiency,  we,  the  Catholics  in  London, 
have  spent  no  less  than  £200,000,  and 
now  we  are  to  be  further  fined  by  an. 
annual  sum  of  about  £35,000.  Of  course^ 
it  is  absolutely  impossible  for  the  Catho- 
lics to  accept  this  Bill.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  the 
pooling  system  would  oe  of  benefit  to  uSj^ 
but  I  must  remind  the  House  that  whereas 
pooling  may  very  likely  be  advantageous 
to  the  Church  of  England,  it  is  of  no  use 
to  us.  Our  schools  are  practically  all 
on  the  same  level  of  poverty,  and  it  is 
quite  useless  to  think  that  pooling  will 
be  any  advantage  whatever  to  the 
Catholic  schools  of  this  country.  When 
I  caine  down  here  this  afternoon  I  re- 
ceived a  copy  of  a  statement  drawn  up 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  of  this 
country,  which  will  be  published  in  the 
newspapers  to-morrow,  and  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  Catholic  bishops  of 
England  ana  Wales  absolutely  condemns 
this  Bill.  We  have  heard  also  to-day  that 
this  Bill  has  been  unanimously  condemned 
by  the  Education  Committee  of  the 
London  County  Council,  and  I  can  well 
imagine  that  other  county  councils  will 
also  condemn  it.  We  know  it  is  con- 
demned by  all  the  associations  of  teachers 
throughout  the  country.  It  can  be 
no  settlement.  From  the  Catholic  point 
of  view  the  Government  ought  to  re- 
member this.     What  our  bishops  have 
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said  to-day  every  Catholic  man  and 
woman  in  the  country  will  say  to-morrow^ 
^very  Catholic  father  and  every  Catholic 
mother.  They  will  not  accept  this  Bill. 
It  not  only  will  be  no  settlement,  but 
what  is  far  more  serious,  it  certainly  will 
not  bring  peace. 

*Mr.  HELME  (Lancashire,  Lancaster) 
said  that  in  considering  this  question  of 
education,  which  was  of  such  intense 
interest  to  the  country,  he  asked  the  House 
to  look  at  the  situation  as  it  had  developed 
in  the  past  since  1870,  when  for  the  first 
time  a  national  system  under  which  the 
children  were  compulsorily  trained  was 
instituted.  They  iMid  had  the  advantage 
of  something  like  forty  years  experience, 
and  during  that  time  the  nation  had  risen 
to  an  appreciation  of  the  advantages  and 
the  absolute  necessity  of  developing  that 
system  throughout  the  country.  In  order 
to  make  the  system  more  complete  it  was 
felt  that  public  funds  must  be  available 
for  higher  education,  and  so  technical 
instruction  had  been  recognised  as  an 
important  element,  on  the  extension  of 
which  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country  depended.  In  1902  the  late 
Government  brought  in  a  Bill  to  make 
further  financial  provision  for  element- 
ary schools,  and  also  to  co-ordinate 
the  higher  branches  of  education.  At 
that  time  it  was  found  that  the  civic  idea 
under  which  the  board  schools  were  being 
developed  was  chaUenged  by  the 
denominational  interest  that  had  been 
included  in  the  national  settlement  of 
1870,  upon  terms  that  were  well  under- 
stood and  at  the  time  accepted.  If  he 
mistook  not,  by  the  arrangements  that 
were  then  made,  it  was  agreed  that  in 
return  for  the  privilege  of  teaching 
the  denominational  catechisms  and  special 
aspects  of  religious  truth  in  the  interest 
of  the  various  churches,  they,  enjoying 
these  privileges,  were  willing  to  subscribe 
a  certain  amount  of  money  over  and 
above  the  ordinary  Parliamentary  grants, 
and  thus  with  the  help  of  the  pence  of 
the  school  children  the  cost  of  the  main- 
tenance of  denominational  schools  was 
met  by  them,  whilst  the  Grovemment  and 
Parliament  at  that  time  in  developing  the 
school  board  system  recognised  that  as 
municipal  institutions  having  the  Parlia- 
mentary grants  and  also  the  rates,  they 
must  of  necessity  be  kept  apart  from  the 
conflicting  interests  into  which  they  as 
individuals  divided  themselves  in  regard 
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to  religious  matters.  So  the  dual  mtem 
was  continued,  but  at  that  time,  aluKmgh 
they  were  then  sitting  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  they  endeavoured  as  far 
as  it  was  possible  with  their  limited 
opportunities  to  influence  the  Qorem* 
ment,  although  they  failed,  to  insist  that 
where  public  money  was  paid  public 
control  must  follow.  At  that  time  be 
remembered  well  that  a  very  large 
number  of  Unionist  Members,  recognising 
the  duiger  to  which  the  pc^ioy  of  the 
Government  would  lead,  endeavoured  to 
induce  the  Prime  Minister,  now  the 
Leader  of  the  Ot)position,  to  alter  the 
basis  upon  which  the  management  in 
future  would  be  conducted  in  the 
voluntary  schools,  which  then  carried 
with  it  the  selection  of  the  head 
teacher  by  the  vote  of  a  committee  the 
majority  of  which  was  appointed  by 
the  vicar,  in  the  interest  of  the  church. 
The  restdt  of  this  had  been  that  the 
nation  had  divided  itself  into  two  hostile 
camps,  and  they  found  themselves  to-day 
in  an  unfortunate  position  which  he 
would  not  dwell  upon.  In  the  interest 
of  education  they  were  all  agreed  that 
an  end  should  be  put  to  this  strife. 
How  could  it  be  done  ?  It  had  been 
urged  that  in  a  secular  system  there 
was  the  easiest  and  most  logical  method* 
To  many  of  them  such  a  proposal  was 
highly  dangerous  and  unsatisfactory. 
At  the  present  moment  many  of  them 
believed  that  it  was  far  better  to  meet 
those  from  whom  they  differed  in 
religious  matters  in  oider  that  they 
might  secure  a  continuance  of  the  Bible 
as  the  basis  of  religious  instruction  in 
the  schools,  and  so  they  were  striving 
to  arrive  at  a  settlement  by  consent 
Material  interests  were  important,  but 
in  the  large  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country  there  was  a  deep  conviction 
that  the  highest  welfare  of  the  State 
could  only  be  secured  by  an  educated 
race  of  citizens  who  recognised  the  claims 
of  religion  and  high  character.  In 
looking  at  this  question  they  were  face 
to  face  with  the  fact  that  there  were 
vested  interests.  Prior  to  1870  the 
Church  of  England  backed  by  the 
resources  entrusted  to  it  as  the 
(S^ablished  church  of  the  nation  by 
Parliament  did  its  best  to  fulfil  its 
duties  in  regard  to  the  education  of 
the  young,  and,  therefore,  it  was  tight 
that  the  interests  of  its  schools  shoold 
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be  carefully  considered.    In  the  measure 
now  before  the  House  a  continuance  of 
Paifiamentary  grants  at  least  equal  to, 
4nd  he  would  venture  to  say  far  beyond, 
the  figures  on  which  these  schools  v.  ere 
ot^inally  established,   was  now  offered 
to  them  by  the  Government.    A  scheme 
of  contracting  out  was  proposed,  and, 
notwithstanding    the    objections    which 
coold  easUy  be  urged  against  it,  it  was 
a  scheme    which    ought    to    meet    the 
news  of  those  earnest  religionists  who,  for 
the  sake  of  conscience,  could  not  accept 
tile  control  of  the  State.    Under  these 
circumstances  the   scheme  was  worthy 
of  the  careful  consideration  of  everyone 
affected.    The  teachers  strongly  objected 
to  the  contracting  out  clause  ;   they  did 
not  like  serving  under  clerical  influences, 
and  thev   feared  that  these  would   be 
jmmioted     in     contracted-out     schools. 
At  the  present  time  these  must  be  recog- 
nised and  fairly  dealt  with.    The  right 
of  entry  given  by  the  Bill  was  a  con- 
cession to  the  religious  feelings  of  those 
whose  case  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  meet,  while  endeavouring  to  secure 
a  national  system  which  should  be  open 
to  as  little   criticism  as  possible.     The 
Minister  for  Education  had  admitted  that 
tliis  was  in  no  sense  an  ideal  system, 
bot  at  the  same  time  he  was  bringing 
it  forward    in    the    interest    of    peace. 
Members  for  the  House  were  there  to 
W  with  public  questions  in  the  public 
interest,   and   not  to   bring   about   the 
inunediate  gain  of  the   Churches  with 
wkich  they    might    be    connected.    At 
lite  same  time  there  were  matters  in 
which  interests  were  so  conflicting  that 
it  was  desirable  to   move  by  way   of 
compromise.     That  was  the  only  plan 
which  would  prevent  a  continuance  of 
the   fighting     between    the     volimtary 
system  and   what   was   known   as   the 
board  school  or  public  school  system. 
In  the  interest  of  religious  peace  and 
educational   eflSciency  the   sooner  they 
^  rid   of   the   present   difficulty   the 
better.    Under  this  scheme  Churchmen 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Nonconformists 
on  the  other,  might  feel  that,  without 
sacrifice  of  principle,  a  via  media  had 
be«i  found.    The  right    of    entiy    wag 
^wiottslj  objected  to  by  many,  and  on 

^  other  hand  it  was  urged  that  it 
vooki  not  be  largely  used.  Experience 
*k«w  would  show  which  was  rights  both  I 


sides  mi|;ht  however  be  content  in 
not  legishiting  in  advance  of  public 
opinion.  If  both  would  give  [up 
some  of  the  things  they  had  been 
contending  for,  surely  there  might  be 
evolved  a  scheme  which  would  settle 
the  question  for  many  years  to  come. 
If  it  was  not  a  permanent  settlement, 
it  would  be  because  the  nation  did  not 
support  it,  and  those  who  came  after 
the  present  representatives  would  have 
to  deal  with  &esh  legislative  proposals 
to  meet  the  feelings  of  the  day.  The 
Minister  for  Education  and  the  Prime 
Minister,  together  with  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  had  striven  to  secure  a 
compromise  in  the  interest  of  peace  and 
educational  progress,  and  the  House 
might  congratulate  them  on  the  spirit 
in  which  they  had  conducted  the  negotia- 
tions. When  the  question  appeared  to 
be  nearing  a  settlement,  it  was  deemed 
necessary  that  the  various  sections  of 
Nonconformists  should  meet  and  con- 
sider what  course  should  be  pursued 
with  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  the  matter.  A  meeting 
was  held  upstairs  at  which  he  moved 
a  Resolution  which  assured  the  Grovem- 
ment  of  their  support,  and  that  Resolu- 
tion was  carried  by  an  overwhelming 
majority.  It  was  premature  yet  to 
speak  in  regard  to  the  volume  of  opinion 
in  the  country  in  favour  of  this  measure, 
but  there  was  evidence  which  was 
accumulating  day  by  day  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  of  England  were 
anxious  to  have  the  difficulty  settled 
in  a  fair  and  reasonable  spirit.  As  to 
the  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church,  with 
which  he. was  connected,  he  had  to  say 
that  a  large  and  important  committee 
called  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
would  meet  on  Friday  to  consider  the 
question.  In  the  meantime  the  President 
of  the  Wesleyan  Conference  had  in  the 
Press  expressed  a  personal  opinion  which 
led  them  to  r«>roe^ise  that  his  great 
influence  would  be  decidedly  on  the 
side  of  those  who  were  endeavouring 
to  settle  this  question.  He  believed 
that  his  own  church  r.nd  the  great 
mass  of  moderate  opinion  through- 
out the  coimtry  was  on  the  side 
of  those  who  desired,  if  possible,  to 
bring  to  an  end  the  disastrous  conflicts 
of  the  past.  He  heartily  supported 
the  scheme  now  put  before  the  House 
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by  the  Government,  believing  that  in 
doing  so  he  was  serving  the  best  interests 
of  the  children  and  of  education. 

'  Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  (Manchester, 
N.W.)  said  he  did  not  think  he  had 
ever  addressed  a  meeting  with  a  greater 
sense  of  responsibility  than  he  felt  in 
addressing  the  House  on  the  question  of 
this  Bill.  During  the  last  few  days  he 
had  received  many  communications  from 
the  county  of  Lancashire  asking  him 
to  express,  and  express  strongly,  the 
voice  and  feeling  of  the  people  of  Lan- 
cashire on  the  Bill,  and  their  entire 
disapproval  of  the  compromise  embodied 
in  it.  He  was  glad  the  Minister  for 
Education  gave  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  Bill  credit  for  conscientious 
motives.  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  extremists  on  both  sides 
— those  who  like  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
were  extreme  Nonconformists  and  those 
who  opposed  the  Bill  and  were  of  the 
Church  of  England  or  the  Church  of 
Rome — might  really  be  considered  most 
conscientious  in  the  matter  ;  and  that 
if  the  Bill  was  to  be  carried  at  all 
it  would  be  canied  through  by 
pressure  of  a  large  mass  of  public 
opinion  which  was  tired  of  the  question 
and  wanted  to  get  it  out  of  the  way. 
A  very  large  number  of  people  went 
about  and  said  they  did  not  care  a 
button  about  the  question  if  they  could 
only  get  it  out  of  the  way.  He  was  not 
troubled  bv  any  of  those  conscientious 
scruples  which  some  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Government  seemed  to  have. 
There  never  was  a  better  example  of  a 
good  man  struggling  with  adversity 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Norfolk.  He 
did  his  very  utmost  to  square  his  con- 
science with  his  previous  speeches,  and 
with  the  compromise  embodied  in  the 
Bill.  Whilst  he  endeavoured  to  per- 
suade the  House  that  the  Bill  was 
one  which  Nonconformists  of  his  type 
could  conscientiously  recommend  and 
support,  he  gave  them  a  warning — a 
warning  which  he  thought  those  bishops 
and  others  who  were  3upporting  the 
compromise  might  well  take  to  heart — 
that  this  by  no  means  ensured  finality. 
He  described  them  as  emergency  pro- 
posals, as  the  immediate  demands  of 
Nonconformists,  and  as  instalments. 
Mr.  ffelms. 


He  wanted  to  know  when  the  other 
instalments  were  going  to  be  asked 
for.  How  long  was  this  educational 
truce  going  to  last  ?  When  was  the 
hon.  Member's  conscience  going  to  get 
the  better  of  hn  compromising  spirit, 
and  when  was  he  going  to  come  do?m 
to  the  House  and  ask  for  further  instal- 
ments, and  to  have  the  Church  and 
den«^  minational  schools  handed  over 
entirely  to  the  Cowper-Temple  system  ! 
The  hon.  Member  was  good  enough  to 
tell  them  that  he  could  not  get  the 
legislation  he  wanted.  Kft  agreed.  The 
Government  had  brought  in  three  Bills 
all  more  or  less  pleasing  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  and  they  had  been 
unable  to  carry  any  of  them,  because 
they  knew  the  feeling  of  the  country 
was  diametrically  opposed  to  them. 
They  had,  therefore,  been  bound  to 
bring  in  some  Bill  which  they  thought 
might  efiect  a  compromise.  He  was 
wondering  when  the  argument  of  the 
mandate  was  going  to  be  trotted  out. 
The  last  speaker  referred  to  it.  He 
was  going  to  ask  whether  this  Bill  repre- 
sented the  mandate  and  whether  irdeed 
that  mandate  was  really  in  existence 
to-day.  He  denied  that  the  1906  election 
gave  any  mandate  for  the  suppresson 
of  the  Church  of  England,  Roman 
Catholic,  or  other  denominational  schools. 
He  was  prepared  to  admit  there  was  a 
mandate,  considerably  overlaid  by  Chinese 
labour  and  other  subjects,  to  remove  the 
legitimate  grievances  of  Nonconformists 
in  single  school  areas,  and  they  would 
be  perfectly  prepared,  as  he  had  said 
on  many  platforms  in  Lancashire,  to  sup- 
port a  compromise  which  would  remove 
those  grievances  without  imposing  ten- 
fold grievances  in  the  Church  of  England, 
Roman  Catholic),  and  Jews  in  the  multi- 
ple school  areas.  This  Bill,  while  re- 
moving the  Nonconformist  grievances 
in  single  school  areas,  did  impose  tenfold 
grievances  on  Churchmen  m  multiple 
school  areas.  It  was  on  behalf  of  the 
great  county  of  Lancashire  that  he 
desired  to  put  some  views  before  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  multiple 
school  areas.  They  had  perhaps  in 
Lancashire  more  than  in  other  parts 
of  the  country  adhered  to  their  Church 
schools.  They  had  heard  of  the  devotion 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  their  schools, 
but  the  Church — he  did  not  mean  the 
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clergy,  but  the  people  like  the  working 
men  of  the  great  towns  of  Lancashire — 
were  just  as  devoted  to  their  Church 
schools,  and  just  as  determined  to 
secure  their  continuance  as  their  Roman 
Catholic  friends  on  the  other  side  of  St. 
George's  Channel  were  determined  to 
secure  the  continuance  of  their  schools. 
They  made  sacrifices  prior  and  subse- 
quent to  the  Act  of  1870,  and  even 
after  the  Act  of  1902,  to  keep  their 
schools  going,  and  he  wanted  the  House 
to  realise  that  a  large  number  of  children 
were  still  being  educated  in  their  schools. 
Roughly  speaking,  there  were  2,500,000 
children  being  educated  to-day  in  the 
voluntary  schools,  despite  the  efforts 
to  hinder  their  continuance  and  the 
difficulties  they  had  in  keeping  their 
funds  going.  There  were  nearly  as 
many  children  bein^  educated  in  volun- 
tary as  in  provided  schools.  They 
asked  for  no  privileges,  and  they  had 
had  no  privileges.  The  Nonconformists 
could  have  built  schools.  He  saw  oppo- 
site one  of  the  most  prominent  members 
of  the  Wesleyan  community.  They  had 
built  schools.  There  was  a  considerable 
number  of  Wesleyan  schools  in  existence, 
and  they  had  exactly  the  same  share 
under  the  Act  of  1902  in  the  rates,  which 
were  provided  not  merely  by  Wesleyans, 
but  also  by  Churchmen  and  Roman 
Catholics.  He  had  been  wondering  how 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Louth 
felt  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  He  remembered  that  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  present 
Pirst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  the  hon. 
Member  made  an  eloquent  speech  in 
which  he  said  that  the  Nonconformist 
party  felt  that  they  had  been  sold. 
If  that  was  so  with  regard  to  that  Bill, 
he  must  feel  to-day  that  he  had  not 
been  sold,  but  given  away.  That  was 
the  feeling  of  a  vast  body  of  Church 
people,  not  merely  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts, where  their  schools  were  to  be 
swept  away,  but  in  the  large  towns  of 
Lancashire.  In  Lancashire  they  had 
a  very  large  majority  of  voluntary 
schools.  There  were  eight  large  boroughs 
with  no  provided  schools  at  all,  the 
whole  of  the  schools  were  denominational. 
The  people  of  Lancashire  desired  a 
system  of  concurrent  endowments  which 
would  be  perfectly  fair  and  which  could 
be  perfectly  easily  granted.    The  Minister 


for  Education  had  referred  to  the  system 
of  education  in  Germany.  They  would 
like  that  system.  They  had  there  a 
system  of  concurrently  endowed  Roman 
and  Lutheran  and  other  forms  of  Protes- 
tant schools.  Let  them  have  the  same 
in  this  country — Roman,  Jewish,  Church, 
and  Nonconformist  schools,  fie  did 
not  believe  therd  was  so  much  difference 
amongst  Nonconformists  as  to  make 
it  a  real  necessity 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
says  there  is  no  difference  between  the 
different  Nonconformist  bodies,  he  cer- 
tainly does  not  know  much  about  them. 

Mr.  jo  YNSON-HICKS  said  he  thought 
there  was  not  so  much  difference  in  the 
doctrines  of  the  various  Nonconformist 
bodies  as  would  make  it  difficult  for 
them  to  unite  in  a  school  on  Co^.per- 
Temple  teaching.  .  They  ^ere  apparently 
all  satisfied  to-day  with  Cowper-Temple 
teaching. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) :  That  is  not  Noncon- 
formist teaching. 

Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  :  They  are 
satisfied  with  Cowper-Temple  teaching. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  :  Not  because 
it  is  Nonconformist  teaching. 

Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  said  he  had 
sufficient  faith  in  the  honesty  and  con- 
scientious motive  of  the  great  Noncon- 
formist bodies  to  assume  that  if  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  they  would  make  the  same 
disturbance  they  did  when  they  were 
not  satisfied.  In  1870  there  were  two 
or  three  courses  open  to  the  Gk>vemment. 
He  could  hardly  venture  to  imagine 
what  the  view  of  Mr.  Gladstone  would 
have  been  if  anyone  had  proposed 
the  secular  solution.  They  could  have 
abolished  the  denominational  school  and 
have  given  Cowper-Temple  religion.  That 
was  not  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
or  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  or  of  Mr.  Forster. 
Their  policy  was  to  allow  two  systems 
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of  schools  to  run  side  by  s'de  with  equal 
contributions  from  the  State,  and  it 
was  only  because  of  the  extreme  pressure 
of  denominational  needs  in  the  latter 
years  of  the  last  century  that  denomina- 
tionalists  were  compelled  to  come  to 
Parliament  in  1902  and  ask,  uot  for  any 
favour  or  privilege,  but  merely  for  a 
share  of  those  rates  they  themselves 
paid  in  order  that  their  schools  could 
be  kept  up  and  have  a  chance  of  coming 
up  to  the  standard  of  efficiency  of  the 
schools  in  which  Cowper-Temple  religion 
was  taught.  To-day,  after  all  their 
sacrifices,  they  were  to  bs  asked  by  the 
Grovemment — and  he  said  very  bitterly 
by  their  Archbishop — to  surrender.  The 
Licensing  Bill  and  this  Bill  afforded  the 
only  instances  of  modem  times  of  the 
Liberal  Party  being  supported  by  the 
bishops,  and  of  the  Liberal  Party  sup- 
porting the  bishops  in  the  way  they  were 
doing  to-day.  They  did  not  intend  to 
be  ridden  down  even  by  the  opinion  of 
so  eminent  a  man  as  the  Archbishop. 
This  was  a  layman's  question.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  the 
opinion  of  the  Nonconformists  he  did 
not  go  to  Dr.  Clifford, 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:    Oh,  yes;    Dr. 
Clifford  is  supporting  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  exclusively  to  Dr.  Clifford  or  the 
Nonconformist  divines.  He  took  a  hun- 
dred representatives  of  Nonconformbt 
lay  opinion  into  his  confidence  and  asked 
them  their  opinion  ;  but  when  he  wanted 
to  know  the  opinion  and  the  needs  of  the 
Church  of  England  so  far  as  he  could  see 
he  went  to  the  Archbishop  and  did  not 
consult  a  single  Member  in  the  House, 
or  one  single  representative  of  the  parents 
in  that  body.  They  were  being  asked 
to  surrender  their  schools  which  they  had 
kept  up  for  so  many  years  past  at  great 
personal  sacrifice.  Those  who  knew 
anything  of  Lancashire  knew  what 
sacrifices  the  working-men  had  made  to 
keep  their  schools,  their  bazaars,  their 
sales,  their  collections,  and  their  in- 
dividual contributions.  It  was  those 
men,  and  not  the  Bishops,  for  whom  he 
was  pleading.  They  were  asked  to 
surrender  the  right  of  appointing  their 

Mr.  Jcyntum-Eieks. 


teachers,  to  surrender  what  thev  con- 
sidered  their   right    to  an  equal    share 
in    the   rates    which    thev   themselves 
paid.    They    were    asked   to    tear   up 
the    trust-deeds    of    those     who    gave 
money    or    land   for    the    building    of 
schools   in   bygone  years,  and  to  hand 
the  whole  of  their  buildings,  with  a  very 
inadequate  recompense,  over  to  the  public 
authority.    Someone  had  suggested  that 
if  he  had  to  choose  between  hanging  and 
drowning  he  did  not  very  much  mind 
which    it    was.     The    choice    here    lay 
between  joining  in  the  scheme  of  e<iuca- 
tion  and  handing  their  schools  over  U> 
the  public  authority,  and  contra c ting-out. 
The  choice  was  between   sudden   death 
and  death  by  slow  process  of  starvation. 
It  was  perfectly  clear  that  if  they  con- 
tracted-out it  could  onlv  result  in  slow 
process  of  starvation.     What   did  they 
receive  for  all  those  surrenders  which 
they  were  asked  by  the  Government  ar*! 
by  their  own  Archbishop  to  make  \     Ther 
received   the   right    of   entry    irto   the 
council  schoob.     Some  of  them  thought 
that  the  right  of  entry  belonged  to  them 
to-day,   and  that  they  had   been  kept 
out  of  it  by  the  action  of  the  oppo- 
site party.     Some  of  them  believed  that 
the  council  schools  belonged  to  them  as 
much  as  to  others,  because  they  paid 
rates  for  their  maintenance  just  as  much 
as  the  Nonconformists  did.     But  he  went 
farther.     The  right  of  entry  he  believed 
to  be  entirely  insufficient.     They  wanted 
more   than   the   right  of  entry.     They 
wanted  schools  of  their  own.     That  wa« 
the  demand  of  Lancashire.     They  wanted 
religious  education  to  be  given  to  their 
children  because  they  felt  that  reljgioD 
was  a  necessary  part  of  education.    Edu- 
cation was  made  compulsory  and  free, 
and  they  had  no  right  to  compel  them  to 
send  their  children  to  a  school  where  the 
fundamental  teaching — ^that  of  religion- 
was    not    that    which    they    approved. 
That,  he  understood  from  the  Member 
for  North-West  Norfolk,   was   the  old 
Nonconformist  position.    "You  may  not 
take  my  child  under  the  provision  of 
compulsory  education  and  bring  him  up 
as    an    atheist.    That   is   diametrically 
opposed  to  the  inherent  rights  of  man- 
hood and  of  parenthood.    Tou  may  not 
take  a  Nonconformist  child  and  brinf  him 
up  as  a  Churchman  or  a  Roman  Catholic, 
and  you  have  no  right  to  take  the  child 
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of  A  Charohman  and  bring  him  np  as  a 
Cowpcr-Templer."  That  was  the  riew 
which  had  be^i  sanctioned  at  bye- 
ei«eii<m  aft«r  bye-election  during  the  past 
few  months,  and  that  was  the  view  which 
wBs  sanctioned  all  over  Lancashire  last 
month  in  the  unprecedented  number 
of  gains  at  the  municipal  elections. 
Thiooghout  the  whole  of  the  large  towns 
of  Lancashire  where  denominational 
adiools  predominated  there  was  an  over- 
vhehning  majority  in  favour  of  the 
maintenanee  of  denominational  schools. 
They  were  asked  to  accept  the  right  of 
entry  for  two  days  a  week,  and  on  the 
other  days  they  were  to  have  Cowper- 
Toxple  teaching.  One  of  the  great 
reasons  why  they  had  been  asked  to 
si^port  this  Bill  was  that  it  ensured 
tbon^out  the  land  simple  Christian 
tetchmg  in  every  school.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  provided  for  under  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  represent  the  extreme  wing 
of  the  English  Church.  He  happened 
to  be  a  decided  Low  Churchman,  and 
ample  Bible  teaching  was  absolutely 
soficient  for  his  child.  But  when  they 
uIdmI  him,  or  any  one  of  the  parents  in 
Kii  constituency,  why  he  was  not  satisfied 
vith  simple  Bible  teaching  the  reply 
WW :  **  What  right  have  you  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  kind  of  religious 
education  with  which  I  am  satisfied.  Go 
nd  deal  with  your  child  and  leave  me 
to  deal  with  the  religious  education  of 
aint.'*  The  Bill  did  not  provide  for 
^nple  Christian  teaching.  The  Arch- 
^ohop  of  Canterbury  and  the  bench  of 
tiiihops  had  been  misled  on  that  point. 
What  the  Bill  provided  for  was  Cowper- 
Tenpleism,  which  was  very  difierent  from 
amjie  Chnstian  teaching.  It  simply 
aeaat  the  teaching  of  religion  which  did 
not  touch  any  cre^  or  formularies. 

Ml.   MALLET    (Plymouth):     The 
Apostles  Creed. 

Ml.  JOYNSON-HICKS  asked  if  the 
Aposttee  Creed  was  a  compulsory  part 
of  Cowper-Temple  teaching.  [Cries  of 
"No.'^  That  was  his  point,  that  the 
^  edttcation  authorities  throughout  the 
f^ttitry  could  and  did  give  teaching 
ttdv  the  provisions  of  the  Cowper- 
1«n{k  cbuse,  which  was,  undoubtedly, 
■flt  niple  Bible  teaching,  not  even 
teaching.    They   gave    moral 


teaching,  and  one  knew  there  was  a  certain 
number  of  schools  and  of  school  boards 
which  gave  no  Christian  teaching  at  all, 
particularly  in  the  Nonconformist  centres 
of  Wales.  He  shoidd  like  an  explanation 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to 
enforce  simple  Bible  teaching  throughout 
the  schools  of  the  land.  How  was  he 
going  to  deal  with  fl^ose  school  areas 
which  did  not  even  have  a  prayer  or  a 
hymn,  which  did  not  read  the  Bible  at 
all,  and  those  which  read  it  without 
explanation  ?  Were  they  going  to 
mandamus  half  the  education  authorities 
in  Wales,  and  some  of  the  large  borough 
authorities,  to  make  them  give  the  simple 
Bible  teaching  which  the  Archbishop 
thought  he  had  secured  by  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  ?  Even  if  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  was  a  reality,  and  was 
going  to  be  made  a  reality  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  what  were  they  who 
believed  in  denominational  teaching  to 
have  ?  The  right  two  days  in  the  week 
to  go  into  the  schools,  subject  to  the 
consent  of  the  local  education  authority, 
and  either  by  themselves,  by  the  clergy 
or  anybody  nominated  by  them,  or  by  the 
existing  teachers,  if  the  local  education 
authorities  permitted,  to  give  denomina- 
tional education.  Existing  head  teachers 
were  allowed  to  give  it  for  life.  Were 
they  to  specidate  on  the  life  of  the  head- 
master ?  If  he  lived  twenty  years  a 
transferred  school  might  remain  with 
some  guarantee  of  denominational  educa- 
tion. But  he  might  die  to-morrow,  and 
then  denominational  teaching  in  that 
school  would  quickly  go  by  the  board. 
Though  they  might  insure  his  life  they 
could  Hot  insure  his  denominational 
teaching.  A  new  headmaster  might  be 
brought  in  without  any  test,  without  any 
question  being  asked  whether  he  believed 
the  religious  education  he  was  prepared 
to  give.  He  understood  there  were  few 
teachers  in  the  transferred  schools  who 
coidd  be  the  donors  of  denominational 
teaching,  because  in  poor  districts  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  voluntary 
teachers  to  come  day  by  day.  They 
could  not  afiord  it.  The  only  available 
teachers  would  be  those  who  might  bo 
prepared  to  volunteer.  They  were  not 
to  have  the  right  to  ask  them  when  they 
were  being  appointed  whether  they 
believed,  not  merely  in  the  denomina- 
tional teaching  they  professed  to  give. 
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but  in  the  simple  Bible  teaching  which 
they  were  also  to  give.  If  the  local 
education  authority  did  not  mean  to  deal 
iairly  by  the  Act  there  would  be  very 
little  denominational  teaching.  What 
would  be  the  condition  in  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire  ?  Were  the  local  education 
authorities  there  likely  to  find  it 
Bcholastically  convenient  to  set  aside 
rooms  for  denominational  teaching  ? 
Were  they  likely  to  find  it  convenient  to 
allow  the  teachers  to  give  it  ?  If  they 
got  denominational  teaching  they  had  to 
pay  a  portion  of  the  teachers'  salaries  in 
addition  to  rent.  They  were  to  pay  a 
certain  sum  of  money  towards  the  cost  of 
denominational  teaching  in  order  that 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  might  be  made 
cheaper  for  their  Nonconformist  friends. 
TVom  the  educational  standpoint  the 
position  was  absolute  folly.  Any  parent 
could  nominate  someone  to  give  the 
denominational  instruction  to  his  child, 
and  100  parents  might  send  100  different 
teachers.  In  one  part  of  the  country  a 
plan  of  campaign  on  those  lines  was  being 
drawn  up  by  people  who  wished  to  wreck 
the  Bill.  There  would  be  no  discipline 
in  the  denominational  classes,  no  organi- 
sation provided  for  them  if  the  head- 
master was  against  it,  and  there  would  be 
no  compulsion  to  attend  denominational 
teaching.  There  might  be  ten  religions 
at  once  being  taught  in  any  school. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  described 
the  right  of  entry  two  years  ago  as 
pandemonium. 

Dr.  MACNAMARA  :   No. 

Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  said  that  it 
was  on  an  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Marylebone  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  that.  There  was  one 
coimcil  school  in  North-West  Manchester 
where  there  were  ten  different  religions 
represented,  but  thereVere  not  ten  class 
rooms.  How  was  right  of  entry  going 
to  be  carried  out  there  t  The  Liberal 
Party  justified  the  right  of  entry 
concession  by  the  fact  that  it  had  got 
something  in  return.  He  had  always 
thought  the  Liberals'  objection  to  it  was 
a  matter  of  conscience.  If  it  was,  it  did 
not  matter  one  iota  what  they  got  in 
return.  With  regard  to  the  transfer  of 
the  schools  they  were  being  asked,  in 
single-school   areas,  to  transfer  schools 
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which  were  the  property  of  the  denomina- 
tion, of  the  trustees  and  of  the  parents, 
and  they  were  given  the  option  in  the 
multiple-school  area  of  transferring  them 
or  contracting-out.  There  was  to  be  no 
appeal  to  the  Law  Courts,  for  the  Minister 
for  Education  did  not  care  to  face  twelve 
men  in  a  jury  box,  but  preferred  to  be 
both  prosecutor  and  Judge.  If  the 
schools  of  the  Church  had  been  for  sale 
they  might  have  been  prepared  to 
bargain,  but  they  were  not  erected  for 
the  purpose  of  being  sold,  and  he  objected 
most  strongly  to  their  being  taken  at 
any  price.  In  the  case  of  the  Swansea 
School  £18,000  had  been  spent  upon  it, 
and  the  price  they  would  get  for  that 
school  would  be  £3,225.  There  was  a 
case  in  London  where  £24,000  had  been 
spent  on  new  schools,  all  of  which  had 
been  raised  by  voluntary  contributioDA, 
and  they  would  receive  for  that  £3,942. 
At  St.  Peter's  School,  Walworth,  £8,000 
had  been  spent  and  they  would  get 
£1,350 ;  and  St.  Saviour's,  Southwark, 
had  spent  £13,000  on  schools  and  they 
would  receive  £1,600.  He  could  go 
through  Lancashire,  Surrey,  and  other 
places  where  all  they  would  get  would  be 
about  one-fifth  of  the  money  they  had 
spent  on  them,  not  in  b3rgone  days,  but 
in  the  last  year  or  two.  If  they  availed 
themselves  of  the  privilege  of  contracting- 
out  it  meant  death  by  starvation.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  the  parents  who 
desired  to  retain  their  schools  the  Bill 
was  absolutely  impossible.  In  his  con- 
stituency there  was  a  Jewish  school 
of  2,000  children,  which  last  year  cost 
£6,122  to  carry  on.  Under  the  new 
Bill  it  would  get  £4,650,  leaving  £1,742 
to  be  found  annually  by  the  Jewish  com- 
munity, to  say  nothing  of  the  cost  of 
repairs  and  upkeep  of  the  building. 
How  was  that  money  to  be  obtained,  and. 
if  it  was  obtained,  was  it  fair  that  the 
Jewish  community  should,  at  the  same 
time,  be  paying  rates  towards  other 
schools  ?  There  was  a  Roman  Catholic 
school  in  his  constituency  where  the 
grants  under  the  Bill  would  not  cover  the 
cost  of  the  teachers'  salaries. 


Mr.    RUNCIMAN: 
pooling  ? 


What    about 


Mr.  JOYNSON-HICKS  said  poolinic 
would   be   no   remedy.    All   the   null 
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wWls  in  Lancashire  were  in  the  single* 
school  areas,  and  so  far  as  Lancashire 
vhools  were  concerned  the  grant  under 
tliat  Bin  would  be  sixpence  less  pe* 
cldld  than  under  the  Bill  of  the  First 
hati  of  the  Admiralty.  In  the  big 
tow  s  in  Lancashire  nearly  all  the 
acKooh  had  over  1,300  pupils.  By 
thb  Bill  a  large  number  of  small  schools 
wt>uld  be  swept  out  of  existence.  In 
Lancashire  there  were  100  single-school 
areas  and  all  the  rest  were  large  schools 
ind  had  nearly  1,000  pupils  in  each  of 
them.  In  the  case  of  schools  in  the 
East  End  of  London  and  in  Manchester 
pooling  would  not  give  them  the  47s. 
per  h^  because  they  were  under  the 
limit  of  1,300.  Were  the.^  to  go  back 
to  the  bad  old  days  prior  to  the  year 
1902  ?  They  would  be  bound  in  Lanca- 
shire to  oppose  this  Bill.  With  regard 
to  the  correspondence  which  had  been 
paWighed,  he  could  not  help  feeling  as 
M  read  it  through,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  got  the  better  of  the 
Arehbishop.  He  did  not  wish  to  use 
hard  words,  but  he  certainly  thought 
the  Archbishop  had  been  "  jockeyed " 
orer  these  negotiations.  The  Arch- 
bishop imposed  the  condition  that  the 
trrangement  should  not  cause  an  in- 
tolerable strain  upon  the  subscribers, 
hot  it  was  impossible  to  get  more  sub- 
Kriptions  in  the  large  areas.  Year 
iher  year  they  would  have  to  provide 
in  Lfloieashire,  even  with  this  pooling 
unngement,  25s.  per  head  to  keep 
their  schools  efficient,  although  they 
contamcd  over  1,000  children.  That 
meant  that  £1,250  a  year  would  have 
to  be  found  in  a  poor  parishj'^where 
there  was  not  a  single  person  living 
▼ho  was  rich  enough  to  keep  a  servant, 
in  order  to  maintain  their  schools. 
How  was  it  possible  to  get  the  money  ? 
TVere  must  have  been  a  smile  on  the 
fi^  hon.  Crentleman's  face  when  he 
loade  that  bargain.  That  was  the  whole 
portion.  He  agreed  that  contracting- 
^  was  entirely  undesirable,  but  the 
^cnns  of  the  compromise  depended  upon 
'fhether  the  Church  schools  could  be 
'wcessfully  continued  without  an  in- 
toierable  strain  upon  the  subscribers, 
hi  the  unfortunate  parishes  of  Lanca- 
^ttre  they  had  no  subscribers.  The 
hie&ib  of  denominational  schools  did 
w»t  rest  their  claim  to  the  continuance 
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of  those  schools  in  a  state  of  efficiency 
upon  subscriptions,  but  upon  a  right 
to  share  in  the  rates  which  they  paid 
for  educational  purposes.  Speaking  on 
behalf  of  all  the  Conservative  Party  in 
Lancashire,  he  could  assure  the  Prime 
Minister  that  there  would  not  be  peace 
until  they  secured  justice  and  equal 
rights  for  their  voluntary  schools. 

♦Dr.  MACNAMARA:  I  hope  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  say  a  word  or 
two  on  this  very  familiar,  though  rather 
threadbare,  topic.  I  am  no  longer  direct- 
ly responsible  in  any  way  for  the 
educational  administration  of  the  country. 
I  am  now  at  the  Admiralty,  but  I  may  be 
excused  if,  like  the  sailor,  I  decline  to  be 
off  with  the  old  love  though  I  am  on  with 
the  new.  Now,  I  may  remind  the  House 
that  this  dangerous  and  disastrous  educa- 
tional civil  war  has  raged  intermittently 
in  this  country  for  exactly  100  years. 
The  moment  the  State  looked  like  taking 
up  some  responsibility  in  regard  to  the 
education  of  the  people,  or  advancing 
on  responsibility  already  entered  into, 
then  the  common  school  became  the  cock- 
pit of  contending  theologians,  and  so  it 
has  been,  more  or  less,  ever  since.  The 
last  speech  to  which  we  have  listened 
does  not  give  a  very  happy  augury  for 
anything  different  in  the  future.  Mean- 
while other  nations  have  been  feverishly 
active  sharpening  their  brains  for  the 
international  competition  in  which  all 
are  plunged,  and  meanwhile,  too,  the 
governing  forces  of  the  civihsed  nations 
of  the  world  are  being  rapidly  revolu- 
tionised. No  longer  is  the  race  to  the 
swift  and  the  battle  to  the  strong  ;  more 
and  more  must  victory  fall  to  the  most 
highly  equipped  intellectually.  The 
directors  general  of  to-day's  campaign 
are  the  electrician,  the  chemist,  the  in- 
ventor, and  the  scientist ;  and  the  school 
teacher  is  their  agent  in  advance.  While 
we  have  been  squabbling  all  these  years, 
a  disparity,  always  deepening  and  widen- 
ing, has  been  growing  up  between  the 
education  given  to  our  children  and  that 
given  by  other  great  countries  to  theirs. 
It  is  no  good  for  the  British  people  to 
delude  themselves  with  the  characteristic 
complacent  view  that  they  have  been 
divinely  endowed  with  a  monopoly  of 
supremacy.  They  have  not.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  we  «^re    a^    strong, 
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enduring,  and  enterprising  people,  and 
we  are  above  all  a  people  with  a 
unique  genius  for  local  self-govern- 
ment. Therefore,  with  these  qualifica- 
tions, if  you  will  make  our  equipment 
as  good  as  that  of  other  people's,  we  are 
bound  to  come  to  the  top;  but  if  you 
leave  joints  in  the  educational  armour, 
there  is  no  power  on  earth,  no  rearrange- 
ment of  your  fiscal  system,  which  can 
ultimately  save  us  in  the  relentless 
campaign  from  becoming  mere  hewers  of 
wood  and  drawers  of  water  to  the  more 
highly  equipped  people  of  the  woild. 
Therefore,  it  is  urgent  and  it  is  vital, 
that  we  should  clear  the  way  for  educa- 
tional progress ;  and  certainly  any  man, 
in  my  opinion,  who  vexatiously  persists 
in  blockmg  the  way,  whether  Liberal  or 
Toi:y,  Churchman  or  Chapel-goer,  layman 
or  cleric,  has  in  the  interests  of  national 
self-defence  to  be  taken  very  firmly 
and  very  respectfully  and  put  on  one 
side.  I  think  all  parties  in  this  House 
must  be  very  glad  to  know  that  for  a  long 
time  past  there  has  been  a  growing  spirit 
of  accommodation  in  regard  to  this 
educational  problem,  and  particularly 
among  contending  factions.  That  spirit 
of  accommodation,  though  belated,  is 
nevertheless  welcome ;  I  rejoice  to  see  it, 
and  I  have  done  all  I  can  in  my  small  way 
to  endeavour  to  foster  it.  This  Bill — our 
fourth  attempt  in  three  years — is  an 
endeavour  to  take  advantage  of  that 
spirit.  Under  the  Bill  each  party  gives 
up  cherished  and  long  defended  territory. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  East 
Marylebone  told  us  to-day  that  this  is 
very  far  indeed  from  being  the  denomi- 
national idea  of  a  settlement.  That  is 
true.  We  have  heard  also  very  fre- 
quently during  the  day  from  this  side 
of  the  House  that  it  is  very  far 
indeed  from  being  the  Radical  idea 
of  a  settlement.  It  contains  features 
extremely  distasteful  to  both.  I  am 
personally  not  in  love  with  two  or 
three  of  its  features.  Let  me  try  if 
I  can  quite  dispassionately,  and  I  hope 
in  a  non -controversial  spirit,  to  ex- 
amine what  each  of  the  main  belli- 
gerents gains.  In  the  first  place,  the 
denominationalist  gets  the  right  to  give 
denominational  teaching  twice  a  week  ir 
Council  schools.  If  I  have  understood 
him  arightly  that  alone  is  an  enormous 
gair  for  him.  Secondly,  he  gets  the  right 
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to  ask  oounoil  school  assistant  teachers 
to  give  that  denominational  teadung; 
thirdly,  in  his  own  Bchools  (which  he 
row  transfers  to  the  local  education 
authority)  he  gets  the  right  to  oontinne 
denominational  teaching  twice  a  week ; 
fourthly,  in  these  transferred  schoola  he 
may  ask  the  existing  head  teacher  to  be 
the  denominational  volunteer  so  long 
as  he  remains  in  his  present  post ;  and 
if  that  head  teacher  removes  to  another 
transferred  school  he  may  be  invited  to 
become  t\e  denominational  volunteer  any 
timfj  up  to  five  years  after  passing  thi* 
Act ;  and  fifthly,  for  all  time  the  assistant 
teacher  in  the  transferred  school — as  ir 
the  coimcil  school — may  be  invited  to 
become  the  denominational  volunteer. 
But  let  me  add  in  passing  about  this 
volunteering  that  the  teacher  may  refuse 
without  prejudice ;  that  the  local  educa- 
tion committee  must  give  its  sanction  in 
every  case,  or  rather  show  cause  if  it 
refuses ;  and  that  the  denominationaUst 
may  pay  the  local  education  conunittee 
for  the  value  of  the  teacher*s  services 
as  a  denominational  volunteer ;  finally, 
the  denominationalist,  except  in  the 
single-school  area,  gets  the  right  to  take 
his  school  entirely  outside  the  national 
system  and  carry  with  it,  subject  to 
inspection  of  the  Board  of  Educatioo, 
large  and  augmented  sums  of  public 
money  from  the  central  Exchequer. 
Certainly,  if  I  remember  correctly  the 
debates  in  1906  both  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  in  another  place,  denomi* 
nationalists  themselves  laid  great  strcM 
upon  the  necessity  for  such  a  provision 
as  this.  They  were  prepared  to  acoept 
it  even  at  the  then  existing  scale  of 
grants.  I  do  not  wish  to  rake  amoo^rt 
the  embers  of  the  old  controveiaiM 
to  which  constant  references  have 
been  made  to-day  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  eontracting-out,  but  those 
who  complain  of  contracting-out  must 
remember  that  that  came  first  of  all 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
University.  He  was  the  first  person  to 
move  for  a  system  of  contracting-out« 
It  was  afterwards  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston,  and  it  was  finallj 
suggested  by  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury  in  another  place.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  University  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  division  were 
critical   to-day   in   their  comments  on 
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oootncting-out.  Really,  I  must  ask 
tiiem  in  fairness  to  remember  that  on 
24tk  July,  1906,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Prwton  moved  a  con tracting-out  scheme 
vhick,  like*this  scheme,  was  not  to  apply 
to  (nn^-school  areas.  It  was  based 
on  die  then  existing  grants.  My  hon. 
friend  made  no  provision  for  additional 
irants.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
oa  that  occasion  said — 


**  A  petoelol  settlement  of  the  question  was 
to  be  found  in  the  direction  of  accepting  rather 
tka  rejeetittg  the  Amendment.** 

He  Toted    for   it,   and   the   whole    of 
ka  party    voted    for    it     except     the 
lember  for    South    Birmingham.    The 
wkole  of  the  Irish  Party  voted   for  it. 
The  grants  were  then  about  40s.,  and 
*'hej  are  now  round  about   508.     I   do 
aot  like  contracting-out ;  but  it  is  really 
I  little  hard  that  hon.  Members  should 
fiov  be  so  severe  on  a  50s.  scheme  having 
Ttted  tliemselves  for  a  40s.  scheme*    The 
kaiLHember  for  the  Denbigh  Boroughs 
oil  that  this  Bill  involved  the  violation 
of  ev«y  Radical  principle.    Let  us  see. 
Let  08  flee  what  the  Radical  gains.    The 
BiHseeores,  first  of  all,  the  abolition  of 
*k  dual  system — an  enormously  impor- 
Unt  reform  of  a  far-reaching  character  if  I 
ndentand  anything  about  the  education 
^  this  country;    secondly,   except  for 
eoQtncted-out  schools,  the  area  of  which 
1  bope  and  believe  will  be  strictly  limited 
M  a  result  of  conceding  the  right  of 
*^,  he  secures  for  the  local  education 
ivthonty  full  control  of  all  the  schools 
in  the  country ;  thirdly,  all  the]  managers 
(wt  two  out  of  six  only),  and  all  the 
teachers  iall  completely  under  the  control 
ttd  direction    of   the    local    education 
■vthortty,  except  so  far  as  the  contracted- 
o«t  schools   are   concerned.    It   would 
W  difficult  for  me  as  a  Radical  to  over- 
stite  the   significance    of   this   reform. 
^oQithtyythe  Radical  secures  that  wher- 
^r  denominational  teaching  is  given,  it 
BOBt  be  paid  for  by  the  denominationalist 
^onaelf,  and  not  out  of  the  public  fund ; 
ud  finally,  and  of  enormous  importance, 
^  secures  for  every  parent  who  wants 
^  a  free  and  undenominational  school 
P^  iot  his   child.    I   do   not   know 
^  many  times  when  Chairman  of  the 
^AmA  Accommodation    Conmiittee    of 
'*W  London  School  Board,  I  had  to  take 
pvt  in  compelling  parents,  who  resided 
^ttcas where  there  was  no  board  school 


to  satisfy  the  law  and  send  their  children 
tD  Roman  Catholic  and  Church  of  England 
chools.    Such  compulsion  will  exist  no 
longer.    So  much  for  the  gains  of  either 
side.    Now,  what  does  each  party  lose  ? 
First,  the  denominationalist  gives  up  his 
schools,  or  if  he  continues  to  hold  them 
he  gets  no  rate-aid;  secondly,  in  every 
case  he  pays  for  denominational  teaching, 
and  if  he  still  continues  to  get  rate-aid 
he  can  only  get  denominational  teaching 
for  only  two  days  a  week;  thirdly,  he 
is  shut  out,  unless  he  be  a  member  of  the 
local  education  authority  or  its  education 
committee,  from  any  further  voice  in  the 
selection,  appointment,  or  promotion  of 
the    teacher;    and    fiiially,    except   in 
contracted-out     schools,      undenomina- 
tional teaching  becomes  the  recognised 
State   provision   for  religious  teaching. 
Denominational       teaching       becomes, 
throughout,   what   I  may  perhaps  call 
an    ancillary   feature   paid  for    by   the 
denominationalists     themselves.       Then 
what  does  the  Radical  lose  ?    First,  he  is 
asked  to  concede  the  right  of  entry  into  the 
council  school,  and  that  is  a  very  con- 
siderable sacrifice.    Consider  the  case  of 
the    village    board    school.      For  years 
the  people  could  not  get  that  school; 
territorial    and    ecclesiastical  influences 
checked  them  at  every  stage.    At  last 
they  siurmounted  all,  and  taxed  them- 
selves up  to  Is.,  2s.,  and  even  2s.  6d.  in 
the  £,  to  get  their  little  school.    From 
that  day,  the  children  have  met  every 
morning  in  family  imity,  for  religious 
worship  and  instruction.    I  have  heard 
them    praying    together,    singing    their 
hynms  together,  and  listening  to  Bible 
stories  together.    Now,  the  little  family 
may  be  broken  up,  by  right  of  entry. 
Sociologically  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity,  and 
I  very  much  sympathise  with  the  com- 
ment of  my  hon.  friend,  the  Member  for 
West  Nottingham,  that  this  is  a  very  big 
sacrifice  indeed.     But,  more  than  that, 
the  Radical  has,  in  the  second  place,  to 
contemplate    the    prospect    of     coimcil 
teachers  giving  denominational  religious 
teaching;    and    in    the    third    place  he 
has     to     contemplate     the      prospect 
of    a    number    of    schools    going    right 
out    from    local    control,    and    taking 
with    them     large     grants     of     public 
money.     That,  in  short,  is  a  profit  and 
loss  account  for  each  of  the  main  parties 
to  thii  dispute.     I  suggest  that  what  each 
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party  has  to  ask  itself  is  this  :  "  Con- 
sidering the  vital  national  necessity  to 
call  a  '  Truce  of  God '  on  this  unhappy 
and  dangerous  feud,  ought  I  to  make  the 
sacrifices  involved,  and  if  made,  will 
they  lead  to  a  cessation  of  hostilities  ?  " 
There  is  a  further  question  which  every 
friend  of  the  continuance  of  religious 
education  in  any  form  must  put  to 
himself.  And  that  is  this  :  "  If  this 
fails,  what  is  the  only  outstanding  alter- 
native ?  "  How  long  do  the  friends 
of  religious  education  think  that  the 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country  are 
going  to  tolerate  this  unseemly  and 
dangerous  wrangle  ?  I  come  now  to 
the  case  of  the  teachers.  AH  will  acknow- 
ledge tho  great  power,  circumspection, 
and  intimate  knowledge  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham  has 
put  that  case.  The  teacher's  criticisms 
are  obviously  sincere;  they  are  not 
selfish ;  there  was  not  a  single  word  of 
selfishness  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Nottingham.  The 
teachers,  I  know,  are  inspired  solely  by 
a  desire  to  promote  and  to  secure  educa- 
tional progress  so  far  as  they  understand 
it.  That  has  always  been  their  aim  ; 
and  I  am  confident  that  every  section 
of  this  House,  recognising,  as  it  must 
do,  the  enormous  service  rendered  to 
the  State  by  the  teachers,  will  be  ready 
to  consider  the  practicability  in  the 
present  situation  of  any  representation 
made  on  behalf  of  men  and  women  upon 
whom,  in  the  main,  the  whole  fabric 
of  public  elementary  education  rests. 
The  teachers  fear  that  if  tho  council 
school  teacher  be  allowed  to  volunteer 
you  will  have  in  effect  a  creed  test 
imposed  upon  those  who,  since  1870, 
have  been  entirely  immune  from  any 
question  respecting  their  religious  beliefs. 
That  is  *i  legitimate  fear,  as  was  so 
/>r.  Macnamara. 


forcibly  and  eloquently  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Nottinghmnu 
But  I  am  entitled  to  point  out  to  those 
who  have  that  fear,  as  was  stated  by  the 
Member  for  Denbigh  very  vigorously, 
ohat  we  I  have  sought  to  meet  it  in  the 
Bill  by  sharply  divorcing  those  who  will 
select,  appoint,  and  promote  the  teacher 
from  those  who  may  ask  him  hereafter 
to  volunteer.  Besides,  I  am  entitled 
to  point  out  that^  for  the  first  time 
in  the  educational  history  of  thiA 
country,  if  this  Bill  passes,  we  leave 
the  council  school  teacher  free  to 
refuse  to  give  even  Cowper-Temple 
teaching.  Again,  teachers  strongly  dis  • 
like  contract ing-out ;  so  do  I,  and  so 
does  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  who  told  the  House  to-night 
that  it  was  educationally  objectionable, 
but  it  seems  inevitable  to  this  compro- 
mise, and  as  my  right  hon.  friend  8aid»  the 
right  of  entry  ought  to  reduce  its  pro- 
portions. The  right  hon.  (Jentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  voted  for 
it,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Pre8t<m  in 
the  interests  of  peace  in  1906. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
There  was  then  something  better  than 
the  Bill  now  before  us. 

♦Dr.  MACNAMARA  ;  At  any  rat«. 
it  was  not  better  financially  than  this  Bill, 
because  the  grant  in  1906  was  round 
about  40s.  ;  and  under  this  Bill  it  is 
round  about  508. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  The  grants  wrrr 
not  fixed  by  the  Bill  of  1906.  Yoa 
fix  them  here. 

♦Dr.  MACNAMARA :  AU  I  can  say 
is  that  if  the  Bill  of  1906  had  passed 
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joa  would  have  l6ft  the  grant  round 
about  408.,  whereas  now  by  this  scheme 
of  compromise  you  will  get  roughly 
IOb.  per   child   more   than   imder    the 


enough,  he  may  have  something  more 
on  two  days  a  week.  Fourthly,  on  the 
other  hand,  you  can  no  longer  compel 
bim  to  send  his  child  to  a  denominational 


mi,  the  right  of  entry  which  is  conceded 
ooght  substantially,  in  my  opinion,  if 
it  is  of  any  value  at  all,  to  reduce  and 
restcict  the  area  of  contracted-out  schools. 
We  have  hedged  contracting-out  with 
all  sort  of   precautions,   and  all   sorts 
of  assunmces  for  continued  educational 
efficiency,  and  I  hope  that  I  shall  have 
tlie  support  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite   when   we   do   that.    Further, 
we  have  augmented  the  grants  to  con- 
tiacted-out  schools;    we  have  specially 
designed    a    scheme    of   pooling  grants 
wluch  will,   I  hope,  enable  the  richer 
districts  to  help  the  poorer,  and  thus 
to  mitigate  the  loss  which  will  inevitably 
be  sustained  by  their  coming  off    the 
rites.     There  remains  an  entirely  negli- 
gible factor  so  far  as  most  of  our  past 
educational    debates,    as    I    remember 
them,  are  concerned ;    and  that  is,  the 
parent  of  the  child  who  uses  the  school. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-West  Man- 
chester says  that  this  is  a  parent's  ques- 
tion.  So  it  is.    What  does  this  Bill  do  for 
tiie  parent  ?    The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West    Manchester    says:      "Nothing." 
Well,  in  the  first  place,  this  Bill  retains  all 
the  old  protection  of  a  conscience  clause, 
except,  of  course,  in  the  contracted-out 
schools ;  but  the  parent  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  send  his  child  to  a  contracted-out 
school    In  the  second  place,  ever3rwhere 
the  parent  may  now  claim  a  free  unsec- 
tarian  school  place  for  his  child,  if  he  does 
not  believe  in  the  denominational  system 
tan^t   in   the   contracted-out   schools. 
That  is  a  general  right  for  the  first  time 
conceded.    Thirdly,  if  a  child  attends  a 
council  school,  and  Bible-teaching  is  not 


scheme   of    1906.    As   I   have   already    school.  Fifthly,  you  set  aside  more  money 

for  education;  and  finally,  you  set  free 
the   Board  of  Education,   with  all  its 
garnered  experience,  and  high  technical 
knowledge,  to  devote  itself  much  more 
uninterruptedly    than   hitherto    to    the 
development    of    educational    progress. 
Thus,  you  open  the  way  to  a  due  con- 
sideration of  the  real  educational  pro- 
blems   of    the    moment.    I    would    go 
almost   any   distance   in   the    direction 
of  securing  that.    We  must  have  the 
way   open  to  the   adequate  treatment 
of  real  educational  problems.    And  what 
are  they  ?    The  health  of  the  children  ; 
the  warming,  lighting,  and   ventilating 
of  schools ;   the  size  of  the  classes ;   the 
qualifications  of  the  teachers ;  the  length 
of   school  life ;    the  half-time  system ; 
the  range  and  suitability  of  the  curri- 
culum— a  matter  of  urgent  importance — 
and  the  endeavour  to  arrive  at  a  scientific 
disctimination    between    children    who 
are  fitted  by  capacity  to  profit  by  scholar* 
ships,  and  those  who  are  not,  a  matter 
of  even  more  urgent  importance.    Finally, 
the  endeavour  to  secure  the  scientific 
treatment    of    the    relationship    which 
should  subsist  between  the  amount  to 
be  charged  against  the  State  for  educa- 
tion,  and  the   amount  to   be   charged 
against  the   locality — also   a  matter  of 
great  and  urgent  importance,  and  one 
which,  if  left  untreated,  will  lead  to  educa- 
tional re-action,  and  heavily  rated  areas. 
These  are  the  real  problems,  as  I  see 
them,  and  while  the  theologian  blocks 
the  way  you  cannot  effectively  get  at 
them.     But  we  cannot  let  the  matter 
rest  where  it  is.    This  Bill  is  an  attempt 
to  find  a  modfM  vivendi,  and  it  does 
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not  please  either  party  who  have  an 
ideal  settlement  in  their  pookets.  I 
believe  it  to  be  an  honest  and  sincere 
attempt  to  set  our  hands  free,  and  I  do 
appeal  to  the  men  of  all  parties  for 
nothing  more  than  this,  thit  they  should 
bring  to  the  discussion  of  this  measure  the 
spirit  in  which  it  is  conceived.  Then,  per- 
chance, we  may  get  on  quietly  with  the 
educat'onal  problem  and  with  the  task 
of  so  equipping  our  children  that  they 
may  adequately  steward  the  great 
heritage  which,  in  due  course,  will  fall 
into  their  safe  keeping. 

♦Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Leices- 
ter) said  he  voted  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Education  Bills  which  the  Govern- 
ment previously  introduced  into  this 
House,  and  he  desired  to  explain  why 
he  should  certainly  not  vote  for  the 
Sacond  Reading  of  this  particular  measure. 
He  felt  perfectly  certain  that  if  hon. 
Members  opposite  on  the  Ministerial 
benches  had  been  asked  by  a  Govern- 
ment composed  of  a  majority  of  hon. 
Members  above  the  gangway  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  to  accept 
a  measure  containing  the  provisions  of 
this  BiUi  they  would  have  received 
it  by  a  most  militant  challenge.  The 
Liberal  majority  of  the  House  approach- 
ing this  Bill  produced  by  a  Conservative 
Government  would  have  declared  that 
it  was  obnoxious  to  their  consciences 
and  that  it  was  a  bad  educational  pro- 
posal. It  was  all  very  well  for  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
say  that  those  who  criticised  this 
Bill  were  rejecting  peace.  He  was 
bound  to  confess  that  if  they  could  cmly 
convince  him  on  that  point  he  would 
go  into  the  lobby  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  with  a  great  deal 
more  reluctance  than  he  was  going  to  feel 

Dr.  Macmunara. 


on  that  occasion.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  told  them 
that  certain  extremists  must  be  firmljr 
and  boldly  set  aside.  He  quite  agreed 
that  was  a  very  good  course  to  take 
with  extremists,  but  as  a  moderate  middle 
course  sort  of  man,  he  would  also  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  those  who  cried 
'^  Peace,  peace  **  when  there  was  no 
peace  ought  also  quietly  and  firml  r*  to  be 
set  aside.  Did  ai%y  hon.  Member  who 
listened  to  the  two  speeches  before  the 
dinner-hour,  one  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  Oxford  University, 
and  the  other  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
he  Scotland  division — one  representing 
the  Conservative  and  Church  of  England 
policy,  in  so  far  as  it  had  been  expressed 
from  the  front  Opposition  bench  and 
the  other  representing  the  Catholic  senti- 
ment and  the  Catholic  spirit  of  ednca- 
tion— did  any  hon.  Member  really  mean 
to  say,  after  those  two  speeches,  that 
the  Bill  was  a  proclamatioD  of  peace  ! 
Was  it  not  really  apparent  that  at  die  very 
best  it  created  only  a  breathing  space  1 
Ihe  sections  which  had  been  responsible 
for  war  up  to  now  were  prepared  pediaps 
to  accept  for  the  time  being  the  proposals 
of  this  BilL  But  every  one  of  them — 
the  Nonconformist,  witii  the  idea  that 
the  right  of  entry  was  going  to  be  pared 
away  either  by  non-practice  or  adminis- 
trative obstruction — die  Catholics^  the 
High  Church,  the  representatives  of 
the  Jews»  each  with  ultimate  intentions 
in  mind — accepted  it  widi  the  idea  that 
as  time  went  on  some  **  intolerable  strain  *^ 
would  make  itself  apparent  and  they 
were  going  to  have  a  situation  created 
precisely  die  same  as  before  die  Act  of 
1902.  From  the  administrative  and 
educational  point  of  view  there  was 
nothing  in  this  settlement  fundamentally 
and  essentiaUy  di£Eerent  from  the  stale 
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of  tliiiigs    eadstiag    before    1902,    and 
fife     or     six     years     hence      claims 
br    qiecial     consideration     would  be 
nnds  cm  behalf  of  the  contracted-out 
tthools   similar   to    those    which    were 
sQcc^ssfoUy    advanced     on    behalf     o' 
Tolrt^ry  schools    six    years  ago.    Fe 
ftdmitted  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
aba  it    educational    progress    in    other 
countries,  but  he  was  not  so  sure  that  he 
vas  right  about  the  relative  position  of 
tlus  country.      The   more    one   under- 
stool  and  saw  with  hia  own  eyes   07 
i\t  spot  the  reality  of  the  well-adver- 
tised progress  in  Grermany  and  America^ 
the  more    one    was   thankful    that    he 
belonged  to  England  and  had  the  benefit 
of  the  English  educational    system  in 
8?ite    of    its    many    drawback^.      Ee 
qiite  admitted  that  in   some  respects 
tiey  might  do  very  much  better,  but 
Rilly  after  all,  the  religious  difficulty 
was  standing  less  in  their  educational 
w»y  to-day  than  it  had  ever  done  before* 
It  WIS  real ;   it  ought  to  be  removed ; 
it  would  be  wise  to  remove  it ;   but  it 
nuist  be  done  away  with  on  some  sort 
of  4  plan    which   would  prevent  con- 
tncting-out.    Any   system   of   dualism 
Ui  education    with    one    section  con- 
^ncted  -  out     could    not    be    a    satis- 
^•etory  or   peaceful  settlement.     That 
*M  the   fundamental   principle   which 
«7CTy  Minister  for  Education  must  grasp 
before  he  proceeded  to  construct  a  policy 
wkkh  was  to  be  a  declaration  of  peace. 
He  should  like  to  summarise  what,  to 
Us  mind,  were  the  chief  points  of  this 
Bill,  raising  particular  issues  that  ought 
to  be  discussed  now,  though  there  were 
m^y   other    points    which    would    be 
Abated  during   the   Committee   stage, 
^w  the  first  time  Cowper-Templeism  be- 
»ntt  statutory.    It  was  not  to  be  an  act 
<rf  pace  by  the  education  authority ; 


np  to  now  it  had  been  that.  And  the 
curious  thing  was  that  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment recognised  parental  right  in  this 

respect.  Cowper-Templeism  now  was  to  b  3 
^  recognition  of  the  right  of  the  parent 
to  have  his  child  educated  in  a  particular 
creed  at  the  expense  of  the  State.  That 
was  a  new  proposition.  It  was  a  new 
proposition  for  the  Liberal  Party  in 
particular,  and  it  was  condemned  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  speaking 
for  the  Liberal  Party  in  1906  in  a  passage 
of  such  remarkable  force  that  he  was  sure 
it  remained  clear  in  the  mind  of  everyone 
who  heard  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man denied  absolutely  and  specifically 
the  right  of  the  parent  to  have  his  child 
educated  at  the  expense  of  the  State. 
He  said  it  was  not  in  the  book  of  nature 
and  was  not  recognised  by  the  law  of 
the  land,  but  it  was  so  recognised  in  this 
Bill.  His  second  point  was  as  to  the 
right  of  entry  to  all  schools.  This  was 
really  a  surrender  of  all  the  classical 
principles  of  Liberalism,  and  his  third 
had  reference  to  the  provision  that  the 
assistants  might  teach  if  they  cared. 
They  were  told  that  teachers  were 
protected  against  tests.  Every  Member 
who  had  sat  upon  an  education  com- 
mittee knew  that  in  the  appointment  of 
teachers  there  were  always  some  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  who  knew  what 
denomination  the  teachers  belonged  to 
ind  what  position  they  occupied  with 

regard  to  the  various  conflicting  denomi- 
lations  represented  upon  the  body,  and 
he  ventured  to  say  they  could  put  down 
as  many  paper  safeguards  to  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  teachers  as  they 
liked,  and  as  they  had  done  in  this  Bil), 
?vnd  they  would  all  be  dead  letters  in 
six  or  seven  years,  provided  teachers 
were  allowed  to  give  denominational 
instactioa.    This  simple  proposal  that 
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assistants  in  schools  might  be  asked 
to  volunteer  was  the  beginning  o{  a  new 
inquisition  in  a  very  subtle  form.  He 
objected  to  the  new  religious  education 


to  school  for  the  purpose  of  being 
religiously  taught  and  trained,  three* 
quarters  of  an  hour  reading  from  the 
Bible  would  not  fulfil  that  desire.    There- 


committee  provided  for  in  Clause  7,  and  fore,  the  right  of  entry  did  not  meet 
did  not  know  why  the  clause  was  there  ,  the  derire  to  contract  out.  What  did 
at  all.  He  did  not  think  it  was  neces-  ,  meet  the  desire  to  contract  out  were  the 
sary  to  put  such  a  provision  in  to  enable  !  financial  facilities.  These  the  Govern- 
the  clergymen  of  various  denominations  I  ment  proposed  to  give  in  a  substantially 


to  assist  in  drawing  up  a  syllabus. 

Mr.  BUNCIMAN  was  tmderstood  to 
say  that  if  the  work  was  to  be  carried  on 
it  was  necessary  to  put  this  clause  in. 

♦Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  said 
that  with  all  due  deference  to  the  right 
hon.  Glentleman  he  thought  he  was 
mistaken,  but  they  would  see  about  it 
when  the  Committee  stage  was  reached, 
if  the  Government  would  be  good  enough 
to  construct  their  guillotine  in  such  a 
way  that  they  could  deal  with  it.  His 
next  point  was  that  the  oontracting-out 
system  destroyed  all  idea  of  unity.  The 
hon  Glentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
this  House  had  said  that  it  would  be  used 
to  an  exceedingly  limited  extent,  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  used  to  the 
maximum  extent.  He  was  told  that 
the  right  of  entry  would  not  meet  the 
desire  of  people  who  otherwise  might 
wish  to  contract  out.  That  missed  the 
whole  point.  Those  who  would  want  to 
contract  out  were  those  who  wantad  an 
atmosphere  in  their  schools;  and  three* 
quarters  of  an  hour  every  morning  was 
absolutely  valueless  from  the  point  of 
view  of  religious  instructors  and  people 
who  wanted  the  religious  atmosphere.  If 
it  was  meant  that  religious  instruction 
was  a  knowledge  of  the  procession  of 
the  Kings  of  Judah  that  was  a  different 
thing,    but   if     he    sent    his     children 
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increased  grant  with  the  liberty  to  im- 
pose  fees,  and^y  so  doing  they  imposed 
a  premium  on  contracting-out  which 
would  be  very  largely  taken  advantage  of. 
The  one  virtue  of  the  BiU  from  his  point 
of  view  was  the  single  school  area  altera- 
tion,  but  that  could  have  been  secured 
in  other  ways.  The  core  of  the  whole 
Bill — that  part  of  it  around  which 
everything  else  was  built  up — ^was  thf 
right  to  enter.  Take  that  away,  and 
the  whole  Bill  fell.  That  was  whv  he 
was  going  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading.  All  the  Members  of  the 
Government  had  said  the  right  to  enter 
now  proposed  was  radically  different 
from  the  right  of  entry  proposed  in 
1906,  and  his  hon.  friend  in  referring 
to  that  very  delightful  expression  thst 
the  right  of  entry  would  create  pan- 
demonium, tried  to  put  some  sort  of 
meaning  on  it  which  he  thought  he 
would  find  he  had  not  in  his  mind  at 
the  time.    The  extract  was  this— 

*'  He  was  violently  against  the  segrvgmtioa  of 
children  of  tender  age.** 

Were  not  children  of  a  tender  agf 
going  to  be  segregated  by  the  right  of 
entry  as  proposed  in  this  Bill  ?  If  not, 
what  was  the  use  of  entry  ?  His  hon. 
friend  proceeded  to  say — 

**  They  would  have  them  set  aside  in  sectaoo*. 
and  there  would  be  pandemonium.** 

That  was  the  position  now.  He 
cheered  the  hon.   Gentleman  when  he 
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nude  that  statement  in  1906,  and  he 
was  appalled  and  amazed  that  he  now 
tded  to  get  out  of  it  and  delivered  a 
speech  in  defence  of  a  Bill  which  flew 
Tiolently  in  the  teeth  of  the  position 
which  he  took  up  when  he  sat  below 
the  gangway.  Every  Minister,  with 
one  exception,  had  declared  against 
the  right  of  entry.  There  was  one 
proudly  consistent  Member  of  the 
Tieasory  Bench  who  could  indulge  in 
an  amplitude  of  self-satisfaction  which 
wts  unusual  in  hon.  Members  who 
oosaed  from  below  the  Gangway  to  take 
up  responsible  positions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Ham  h&d  always  declared 
in  favour  of  this  and  supported  an  Amend- 
ment in  that  direction  in  1906.  The 
party  who  were  going  to  follow  in  his 
footitepa  to-morrow  night  and  declare 
that,  after  all,  he  saw  more  clearly  and 
more  accurately  than  their  own  leader 
did  two  years  ago,  only  gave  him  three 
supporters  on  that  occasion.  Now  they 
were  told  that  they  were  all  converted, 
and  that  for  the  sake  of  a  peace  that  was 
no  peace  they  were  going  to  vote  against 
their  principles,  against  educational  effici- 
ency, and  against  proposals  that  two 
jean  ago  they  regarded  as  educational 
anathema.  Why  did  they  oppose  the 
right  of  entry,  and  why  did  he  oppose 
it  now  !  They  only  required  to  quote 
Ministers*  speeches.  The  first  point  was 
that  it  would  create  administrative 
chaos.  They  believed  it  would  do  it  in 
1906,  and  they  believed  it  now.  Their 
next  point  was  that  it  was  detrimental 
to  the  children.  They  believed  it  then, 
and  they  believed  it  now.  Their  next 
point  was  that  it  would  militate  against 
general  peace.  Two  years  ago  hon. 
Members    were     cheering     that    very 

amtiment.    The  fourth  x>oint  that  they 
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made  use  of  in  1906  was  that  it  would 
impose  disabilities  on  those  creeds  which 
did  not  believe  in  accepting  the  facilities 
provided  hy  it.  That  was  to  say  the 
right  of  entry  simply  allowed  creeds  that 
believed  in  the  right  of  entry  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  it,  and  those  creeds,  like, 
for  instance,  certain  sections  of  the 
Baptists  and  the  old-fashioned  Non- 
conformists who  held  firmly  to  their 
old  notions  of  the  relations  of  Church 
and  State,  would  refuse  to  accept  those 
facilities,  and  the  right  of  entry  was 
thus  merely  a  selective  process  by  which 
certain  particular  sects  took  advantage 
of  the  sects  that  held  other  views.  That 
view  was  put  forcibly  and  ably  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  two  years  ago.  All 
these  arguments  had  now  gone.  The 
Government  were  going  to  create  what 
they  imagined  to  be  peace  at  the  price  of 
destroying  administrative  order,  sacri- 
ficing the  interests  of  the  children, 
militating  against  the  best  religious  spirit 
of  the  courtr},  and  imposing  disabilities 
on  those  sects  which  did  not  believe  it 
was  in  accord  with  their  principles  to 
take  advantage  of  the  right  of  ertry. 
Ihey  did  not  oppose  the  right  of  entry 
as  sectarians  two  years  ago,  but  on 
educational  grounds,  and  nothing  that 
had  happened  since  had  changed  that 
position.  Every  argument  that  they 
used  then  could  be  used  now  against  it» 
and  therefore  the  House  was  entitled  to 
ask  Ministers  to  reply  to-morrow  a  little 
more  accurately,  and  more  in  detail,  not 
to  the  criticism  that  they  might  pass 
upon  the  Bill,  but  to  their  speeches  which 
were  only  two  years  old.  The  position 
he  took  up  was  perfectly  clear.  He  did 
not  do  this  in  a  lightsome  partisan  frame 
of  mind.    He  regretted  exceedingly  that 
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in  tlie  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  He 
had  always  done  it  in  the  previous  Bills, 
but  this  contained  so  much  that  was 
objectionable  to  him  from  the  religious 
and  educational  points  of  view  that  he 
must  vote  against  it.  His  final  point, 
and  he  put  it  with  all  sincerity  was  this. 
He  was  deeply  and  sincerely  interested 
in  the  religious  life  of  this  country.  He 
believed  that  unless  there  was  a  better 
spiritual  life  among  the  people,  they 
could  educate  them  as  much  as  they 
liked  and  make  them  as  magnificent  pro- 
ductive machines  as  they  liked,  but  the 
country  was  not  thus  going  to  remain  great 
and  maintain  its  leading  position  in  the 
world.  He  opposed  all  this  make-believe 
of  religious  instruction,  because  it  was 
destroying  at  the  very  root  the  best 
sentiment  of  their  religious  life.  Over 
and  over  again  they  had  challenged  those 
who  were  in  favoiir  of  denominational 
instruction  to  produce  their  results  in 
the  form  of  statistics.  Let  them  examine 
the  figures  of  crime.  Had  the  scholars 
educated  in  the  dead,  immobile,  unin- 
spired, and  uninspiring  skeleton  of  their 
faith  been  better  citizens  ?  Had  they 
had  better  manners  ?  Had  they  done  more 
than  the  board  school  children  ?  Had 
they  done  more  for  upright,  noble  citizen- 
ship than  these  ?  No,  they  had  not. 
Let  them  examine  the  statistics  of  juvenile 
offenders  and  they  found  that  a  mere  drop 
in  the  bucket  of  the  forces  of  civilisation 
was  this  miserable  fraud  which  was 
imposed  on  the  people  in  the  name  of 
religious  instruction,  the  mere  reading  of 
the  Bible  and  answering  questions  from 
the  Bible  for  half-an-hour  or  three- 
quarters  every  morning.  It  was  because 
he  was  so  deeply  sensible  of  the  absolute 

failure  of  the  present  form  of  religious 
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instruction  that  he  begged  and  pra3ned 
the  House  to  face  the  question  of  sub- 
stituting something  which  was,  perhaps, 
a  little  more  heroic,  although  it  might  be 
a  little  more  difficult.  When  hon.  Mem- 
bers told  them  the  secular  solution  was 
no  good,  and  was  impossible,  he  would 
remind  them  that  every  argument  which 
was  common  to  the  right  of  entry  and 
the  seculac  solution  was  used  by  them 
two  years  ago  against  the  right  of  entry. 
He  wanted  to  lay  the  very  greatest 
emphasis  on  the  fact  that  this  really  was 
not  religious  instruction  at  all.  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  ever3rone 
else  in  this  curious  joint  committee 
which  was  being  formed,  told  them  it 
was  a  guarantee  that  the  Christian 
education  of  England  was  being  looked 
after.  Qod  help  Christian  education  in 
England  if  all  they  could  do  was  to  teach 
the  children  from  the  Bible  for  half-an- 
hour  or  three-quarters— a  mere  intel- 
lectual exercise.  Because  the  Bill  was 
opposed  to  education  and  religion,  he 
should  not  vote  in  favour  of  its  Second 
Reading. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  **That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." — (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfaury- 

m 

Put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Spbakbr,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st  July, 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put. 


Adjourned  at  oqo  minnt«  Mvtt 
Eleven  o*olook. 
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LICENSING  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour  of :  of  Primitive 
Methodist  Chinches  at  Shipley,  Harrow, 
Wealdst<me,  Bamsley  (5),  Thurgoland, 
Garboldsham,  Hopton,  Hepworth,  Worel- 
wood,  Poulden,  FeltweU,  Wilton,  Mell- 
wold,  Brandon  (2),  Binbrook,  Nettleton, 
Owtletown,  Port  Erin,  Port  St.  Mary, 
0>lby,  Ballasalla,  Peel,  Foxdale,  Knock- 
skirnr,  Olenmaye,  Liverpool  (4),  Queen's 
BoadL  Bootle,  Preston  (7),  Walmer 
Bridge,  Le3rland,  Freckleton,  Runcorn, 
Bbckbum  (3),  Boughton,  Huxley, 
Qotton,  Tarporley,  Ashton,  Tarven, 
(%orley  (4),  Wigan  (4),  Sherington  Vale, 
Stindish,  Aspull,  Birkenhead,  Seacombe, 
Wwt  Kirby,  Billenge,  Sutton,  Southport 
(5),  Banks,  Hesketh  Bank,  Mere  Brow, 
Oswaldtwistle  (2),  Accrington  (2),  Lan- 
caster (3),  Brookhouse,  Caton,  Barrow- 
iB-Famess  (3),  Wrexham  (5),  Rhosadu, 
Warrington  (2),  Skelmensdale,  Hall 
Greoi,  Digmoor,  Roley  Mill,  Clitheroe, 
DaitoQ-in-Fumess,  Millom,  Askham-in- 
Pomess,  Swarthmoor,  Haverigg,  Elvers- 
ten,  EUesmere  Port,  Whitby,  Pooltown, 
Morecambe  (2),  Camforth,  Middleton, 
Orrel  Post,  Hbidley,  Lower  Lice,  Lice, 
Tidnes  (2) ;  Sunday  Schools  at  Orrell, 
SBesmare  Port,  Liverpool ;  Pleasant 
Srmday  Afternoon,  Whitby;  Worker's 
Band  of  Hope  and  Temperance  Society, 
UrerpooU  106  Tents  of  the  Independent 
Orda  of  Rechabites ;  Litemational 
Oder  of  Good  Templars  at  CardifE, 
Xoneyrea,  Rothley ;  Sons  of  Temperance, 
Kddksborough ;  Temperance  Councils 
U  Oillingham,  Tunbridge  Wells,  Dun- 
•UMe,  Batley;  Pilley  Wesleyan, 
Btaaley ;  United  Kingdom  Alliance, 
London  ;  Meetings  at  Thame,  Liverpool 
'3),  B«rry  Narbor,  Portisham,  Minchin- 
Ikampton  ;  Lihabitants  of  Shipley ; 
Independent  Labour  Party,  Shipley, 
^^Dj^egmtional  Churches  at  Newbury, 
Polkettone,  Rochester,  Marsh  Green ; 
Waited  Methodists  of  Steeple  Aston, 
Woodstock,  Kidlington,  Coombe ;  Holy 
'Wmty  Church,  Leicester ;  Wesleyans  of 
M»olt;   District  Free  Church  Council, 
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Crossbills;     Westcliff     Road     Chapel  > 
Shipley;      Women's      Adult      School, 
Wellingboro' ;    Baptist  Senior  Band  of 
Hope,  Ashford ;   Pleasant  Sunday  After- 
noon    Societies    at    Derby,     Newbury, 
Shipley,      Liverpool ;       Congregational 
Church,   Foots  Cray ;    Bands  of  Hope 
at    Maidstone,    Coxheath;       Wesleyan 
Simday    School,    Maidstone ;     Sons    of 
PhcBuix   Centenary   Lodge,    Walworth} 
South    Metropolitan    Teetotal    Societyi 
Blackfriars  ;     Meetings  at  Tythegstone 
Llangennech,      Blaenavon,      Cwmdare, 
Beaufort,     Cymbach,     Pentybont,     St. 
Brides      Major,      Pentyrch,      Llantwit, 
Llanddansant,      Hirwain,      Tonyrefail ; 
Congregational  Churches  at  Abertillery, 
Rhos,    Ynysmudu,    Portadawe,    Trecy- 
non,      Ynysddu,      Newbridge      (Mon.), 
Llanhilleth,         Brynmawr ;         Presby- 
terian  Church,   Abertillery;  Calvanistic 
Methodist     Churches     at     Llangathen, 
Rheuccilog,      Pencoed,      New      Quay; 
Baptist    Churches    at    Pen  ell,    Granl 
Llanbister,  Portadawe,  Blaenau  Gwent, 
Abertillery,  Brymbo,  Abercam  ;  Method- 
ist Churches  at  Ynysddu,  Blaenau  Gwent ; 
Wesleyans,  Brymbo ;  Primitive  Methodist 
Mission,  Llwynypia  ;    Thirty-one  Lodges 
of    the    Independent    Order  ^  of    Good 
Templars ;    Temperance  Associations  at 
Portadawe,  Llandilo,  Carmarthen ;   Bap- 
tist Band  of  Hope,  Portadawe ;    British 
Women's  Temperance,  Swansea  ;  Sunday 
Schools  at  Portadawe  (2),  Ynysmuddu, 
Llanhilleth ;   Congregational  Churches  at 
Maesteg  (2),  Ruabon,  Pwllheli,  Gwereyllt, 
Beddgelert,   Moss,   Penygelli,   Llithfaen, 
Abererch,  CardifE  (5) ;    Baptist  Churches 
at  New  Tredegar,  Maesteg  (2),  CardifE 
(5) ;     Presbyterian  Churches  at  CardifE 
(2) ;     Primitive  Methodist  Churches  at 
Ebbw  Vale  (2),  Beaufort,  Victoria,  Cwm, 
Llanthewey,    Aberdare,    Rhondda    (6), 
Trealand,    Tonypandy,    Gilfach    Goch 
Pontycwmmer ;       Carmel    Independent, 
Llangymwyd;       Church    Societies    and 
Bethel    Church,    Maesteg;        Memorial 
Hall     Church,      Christian     Endeavour 
Societies  (2),  and  Heath  Wesleyan  Mis- 
sion,   CardifE;        We3le3^n    Methodist 
Churches   at   Maesteg    (2),    CardifE    (3), 
Brookland ;    P.S.A.  Society  and  British 
Women's    Temperance    Association    (2), 
CardifE ;      Sons   of   Temperance,    Mon- 
mouth ;       Women's    Total    Abstinence 
Society,  Folkestone ;  International  Order 
of  Good  Templars,  Maesteg;     Meetings 
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at  Tideswell,  Penc(»d»  Llanwrda ;  Con- 
gregational Churches  at'  Gowertoh, 
Ouelsfield,  Penned  Pontrobert,  Penll3r8, 
Samam  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Churches 
at  Uanfyllen,  Cymdu,  Brew,  Llynelys, 
Oswestry,  Cefnblodwel,  Llangynog ; 
Calvanistic  Methodist  Churches  at  IJan- 
fyUen,  Arddlien,  Llandinam,  Berriew; 
Meetings  in  Shetland  (7),  Devon  (3), 
Leicester,  Ashton-on-Trent,  Leicester ; 
Qiuiday  School  Teachers,  Long  Watton ; 
Local  Preachers,  Redruth;  Teachers, 
Gxiilds,  Churches,  and  Meetings  at 
Melbourne  (3),  New  Sawley,  (2) ;  Meeting 
at  West  Pelton,  Beamish,  Leek,  Waltham- 
Btow,  Knighton,  Leawick,  Dunrossness 
(2),  Levenwick;  the  following  Lodges 
of  International  Order  of  Qood  Templars : 
John  Halcro,  Pride  of  the  Wear,  Hope 
of  Bootle,  Temple  of  Peace,  Central, 
The  Dalton  Castle,  Kings  Heath,  Home 
Mission,  Hope  of  Hurst,  Hope  of  Sid- 
mouth,  Winoombe  Conqueror,  Burgess 
Hill,  Standard  of  Freedom,  City  of 
Refuge,  National,  Pride  of  Dulverton, 
Star  of  Bethlehem,  Peaceful,  Canklow, 
Ingleboroughy  Hope  of  Darlington, 
Nechells,  Bedfordshire  District,  North 
Devon  District,  Hampshire  District; 
Congregation^  of  the  Ashburton  Memorial 
Church,  Custom  House;  Teachers  and 
Scholars  of  the  Emmanuel  Baptist 
Mission  Sunday  School ;  Members  of 
the  Emmanuel  Baptist  Mission  Church, 
Levenshulme ;  Manchester  and  Salf ord 
Women  and  Oirls  Listitute,  Levens- 
hulme Branch ;  Members  of  the  Baptist 
Church,  Devonport ;  Inhabitants  of  the 
City  of  Leeds;  Citizens  of  Hackney, 
Bethnal  Green,  etc. ;  of  following  Lodges 
of  International  Order  of  Good  Templars  : 
Eliott,  Cotterell,  Perseverance,  New 
Century,  Jubilee  Excelsior,  Henry  Whit- 
field, Press  Forward,  Bright  Water, 
Winoobank  Happy  Home,  Charles  Brook, 
John  Wesley,  Vale  of  Severn,  South 
Metropolitan,  Lily  of  Askam,  The  St. 
George's  Rosebud,  James  Thornton, 
Staveleigh,  Patricroft,  Sparton,  City  of 
Birmingham,  Northampton  Meanwood, 
Margaret  McCurrey,  We  are  Winning, 
Welcome,  Amity,  Amethyst,  Pride  of 
Walton,  Pride  of  Fulham,  Harhngav, 
New  Ferry  Welcome,  Sunley  Family 
Circle,  Spurgeon,  Deal,  Orwell,  City  of 
Westminster,  Chancton,  Borough,  Exeter 
P.S.A«,  Per  Bfare  Per  Terram  ;  Executive 
Officers  of  the  Cheshire  Bast  and    Mid 


District  Lodge;'  United  Meeting  of 
Good  Templars  held  in  the  Town  of 
Atherstan,,  representing  Lodges  at 
Wi|;an,  Lei^,  Barlestown ,  Atherton  ; 
Umted  Meeting  of  Good  Templars,, 
held  in  the  City  of  Leeds ;  Inhabitants 
of  Oldham,  in  public  meeting  assembled  ; 
Churches,  Schools,  Meetings,  etc. :  At 
Castle  Howard,  Toddington,  Birmingham, 
-Croydon,  Bootle,  Newton  Heath,  Spring 
View,  Dunstable,  Grimsby,  WalUiam* 
stow ;  Calvinist  Methodist  Churches  : 
At  Givespyr,  Stockport,-  Westtm  Rhyn^ 
Pendenlwn,  Pantydwr,  Rhayader,  Taly* 
bont,  Talsam,  Llangefin,  Paran  Rhos- 
neigr,  Llangaffo,  Brynsiencyn,  RhosygeU^ 
Llangwyry,  RhyxUwyd,  Taliesin,  RhyU 
Rhosesmor,  Gwemjrmynydd,  Meliden, 
Caerwys,  Maesydre,  Le^isham,  Buckley^ 
Llynypandy,  Ystrad,  Mynach,  Cwgglas, 
Pencoed,  Resolven,  Pontlotten,  DowUis^ 
Maesteg,  Trealan,  Bethania,  Treharns,. 
Mountain  Ash,  Barry,  Fontycymmer,. 
Llansamlet,  New  IfiU,  Cardiff,  Aberdare^ 
Llanddausant,  Mydd&i,  Carmel,  Uan* 
sadwm,  Manordilo,  Nantgaredig,  Closy- 
graig,  Waen,  Gartegddu,  Pennai,  Dol- 
gelley,  Maentwrog,  Aberllevein,  Tyldesley, 
Bald,  Caersalem,  Rhosygwalian,  lian- 
Ityd,  Barmouth,  Ciomyglo,  Rhyd  Dku, 
dnilo,  Cefnddwjrsam,  Bontddu,  Llanel 
Hyfrydle,  Nevin,  Carnarvon,  Bodvean, 
Padoc,  Pentir,  Llanllyfi,  Llandudno^ 
Maestrafn,  Ruabon,  Ceuriog,  Cerigydmi* 
doin,  Cefnberain,  Ogosen,  Trefnant,  New 
Brighton,  Bomere,  Shrewsburv,  Cefm 
Coed,  Beaufort  Hill,  CricUioweli,  Black- 
wood, Rhymney,  Beaumaris,  Ftmkmy, 
Rhosddu,  Rutkin,  Colwyn  Bay,  Turgwya, 
Pydew,  Dolffelly,  Towyn,  Aberdovey, 
Capel  Neuadd,  Penygam,  PenmorCa, 
Cenarth,  Lanybryn,  Penial,  Tobythj 
Hwyth;  Churches  Meetings,  etc.,  at 
Whitegrave,  Reading  (2),  Castletliorpe, 
Poppleton,  Stietford,  Leioester  (2),  Bbbw 
Vale,  Frome,  Thame,  Toik,  Birmingham, 
Easingwold,  Sheffield,  Hocklsy,  Reigate, 
Tarporley  (2),  Bristol,  Pulham,  Chorlvv, 
Bamoldswick,  Tilehurst,  Glasgow,  Bd- 
montoir.  Seven  Kings,  Honiton,  Poat- 
newydd,  Abercynon,  Dunoon,  Tunbridge 
Wells,  Barl6(^ne,  Aylesburv,  Leeds, 
Sheffield, '  Cwmfelmfaoh,  London,  Pina* 
bury  Park,  Bethania ;  Sodety  of  Prieoda : 
At  King's  Lynn,*  Nilrwidi;  Guilda, 
Meetingi,  etc. :  At  Tarporley,  South  sea, 
Castlethorpe,  Marlow,  ^hitegate,  Brad- 
ford,   Burgfa-le^Maroh;    Rachafaites    (8>» 
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Leioester,  Dolgelley,  Cieswell,  Worksop, 
Windezmere,  Baraoldswick,  Halifax, 
Cjngr,  SoDB  of  Temperance,  London, 
Bongliton-le-Spring,  Full^^m,  Rechabites 
(51),  Oldham  Temperance  Society,  Grood 
Templars.  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
die    Table. 

Petitions  against :  Of  persons  signing 
(6);  Bridge  End;  Rhondda  Valley; 
Coontj  of  Glamorgan ;  Licensed  Victual- 
len  Association  of  Newmarket ;  Glouces- 
tezahire.  Read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


ARMY. 

War  Office  Report  on  the  steps  taken 
dnziiig  1907  to  provide  technical  instruc- 
^OQs  to  soldiers  to  fit  them  for  civil 
Hie.  Presented  (by  command),  and  pur- 
ittDt  to  Address  of  the  16th  instant. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Ho.  4172.  Austria-Hungary  (Trieste). 
Pieaented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

SHOP     HOURS      ACT,       1904      (URBAN 
DISTRICT  OF  HINDLEY. 

Order  made  by  the  nrban  district 
vnmi  of  Hindley,  and  confirmed  by 
titt  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
I^eptrteient,  fixing  the  hours  of  closing 
fer  a  certain  class  of  shops  within  the 
■Atn  district. 

WnSUC  RECORDS,    COLONIAL    OFFICE 
(XEW  ZEALAND  COMPANY). 

Sdiedole  containing  a  list  and  particu- 
^  of  classes  of  documents  which  have 
^  removed  from  the  office  of  flis 
^jesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State 
Ufing  the  Department  of  the  Colonies 
^  deporited  in  the  Public  Record 
^^,  but  are  not  considered  of  sufficient 
pttWc  value  to  justify  their  preservation 
tkeiein. 

^^  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
^\  and  ordered  to  lie  on  tiie  Table. 


<^DTO8  or  PRODUCTION  ACT,  1906. 

RbIm  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
O-XILMaiXXXV.  Laid  before  the 
^"^'^  (punuant  to  Act),  and  to  be 
i^^   [No.  232.] 


I      LICENSING  BILL. 

Order  of  the  day  read  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  th?  Amendn^ent 
moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne 
to  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2a,  viz.,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"  That  "  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the 
following  words,  "this  House,  while 
ready  to  consider  favourably  any  Amend- 
ments which  experience  has  shown  to  be 
necessary  in  the  law  regulating  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to  pro- 
ceed further  with  a  measure  which,  with- 
out materially  advancing  the  cause  of 
temperance,  would  occasion  grave  in- 
convenience to  many  of  His  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  violate  every  principle  of 
equity  in  its  dealings  with  the  numerous 
classes  whose  interests  will  be  aSected 
by  the  Bill." 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  op  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lords,  I  desire  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  was  opposed 
yesterday  by  the  noble  Marquess  who 
leads  the  Opposition  and  by  others  on 
account  of  what  the  noble  Marquess 
called  his  rooted  objection  to  its  prin- 
ciples. I,  on  the  other  hand,  believe  its 
main  principles  to  be  right  and  sound, 
and  though  I  should  suggest  modifica- 
tions of  detail,  sometimes  in  one  direction 
and  sometimes  in  the  other,  to  its  main 
principles  I  imhesitatingly  adhere. 

I  listened  to  the  debate  last  night  with 
a  sense  of  the  great,  perhaps  the  un- 
bridgable,  difference  between  the  way 
in  which  such  a  question  as  the  reduction 
of  publi>houses  is  viewed  by  noble  Lords 
— statesmen,  central  administrators  of 
public  afEairs,  students  of  abstract  prin- 
ciples, practical  men  in  the  largest  sense, 
who  are  able  historically,  socially, 
politically,  and,  I  suppose,  constitution- 
ally, for  privilege  Amendments  fall  under 
that  head,  to  regard  such  a  question — 
the  difference  between  the  way  in  which 
they  look  at  it,  and  the  way  in  which  it  is 
looked  at  by  men  and  women  throughout 
the  country  who  are  engaged  in  facing 
day  by  day,  and  hour  by  hour,  as  their 
ordinary  work,  the  problems  of  human 
sorrow,  human  weakness,  human  disease, 
and  human  sin,  and  who  know  them  to  be 
in  a  large  measure  the  result  of  the 
multiplied  temptations   offered   to   the 
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weak — ^temptations  wldch  this  Bill  sets 
itself  in  some  measure  to  diminish  if  it 
can. 

There  will  be,  my  Lords,  heavy  hearts 
and  weary  disappointment  to-day  among 
workers  such  as  these,  in  whatever  field 
their  labour  lies.  I  know  that  many  of 
them  had  been  looking  for  some  cheering 
word  of  hope.  They  were  expecting  to 
hear  that  those  whom  they  would,  per- 
haps, describe  as  "  the  central  people  in 
London  "  would  be  able  to  do  something 
to  help  them  in  what  they  feel  to  be  a  real 
need  ;  and  they  will  read  that  this  House 
at  least  is  not  prepared  for  the  present  to 
do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  am  referring 
to  quite  simple  people  who  perseveringly 
work  in  the  back  streets  of  our  great 
towns,  or  in  hospitals,  prisons,  and 
asylums,  and  not  least  in  our  elementary 
schools,  where  the  teachers  and  parents 
are  in  such  close  touch — people  to  whom 
such  phrases  as  "  privilege  Amendments  " 
would  have  no  meaning  whatever,  but 
who  are  daily  in  touch  and  contact  with 
the  facts  and  needs  and  difficulties  that 
your  LordsLips  too,  from  a  greater  dis- 
tanc?,  and  in  a  more  general  way, 
are  trying  to  look  at.  These  are  the 
kind  of  people  whom  all  of  us,  without 
distinction  of  opinion,  would  be  sorry  to 
sadden  just  now. 

My  Lords,  I  draw  the  contrast  with  no 
kind  of  idea  of  implying  thereby  a  censure 
upon  your  Lordships*  House.  It  is, 
of  course,  absolutely  the  duty  of  those 
who  sit  here  to  consider  this  and  every 
other  question  in  the  largest  and  most 
far-reaching  way.  None  the  less  the 
contrast  is  significant  and  it  is  an 
unhappy  one  to  a  good  many  of  us. 
The  roble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  spoke  yesterday  of  the  pleasure 
which  would  be  given  by  the  passing 
of  a  Bill  such  as  this  to  "  people  who  are 
passionately  devoted  to  the  cause  of 
temperance.*'  It  is,  in  my  view,  less  those 
enthusiasts  whom  it  would  please — some 
of  them  are  very  much  disappointed 
with  the  details  of  this  Bill — than  other 
workers  who  may  or  may  not  have  given 
themselves  specially  to  temperance  work, 
but  who  do  know  the  everyday  life  of  the 
tempted  and  troubled  people  whom  legis- 
lation like  this  is  meant  to  help.  Peti- 
tions, memorials,  and  resolutions  have 
flooded  in  upon  all  of  us  at  this  time. 

The  Lord  Archlnsh$p  ijf  Canterbury. 


Put  temperance  organisations  entirely 
aside — cut  them  all  out  from  these  resolu- 
tions and  memorials — and  look  at  the 
other  signatori^.  See  the  schoolmasters, 
schoolmistresses,  the  nurses  in  parishes 
or  hospitals,  the  rescue  workers,  the 
men  or  women  who  are  associated  with 
prison  or  asylum  work,  or  with  workhouse 
infirmaries  and  the  like — eliminate  all 
those  who  are  directly  and  specifically 
temperance  workers  or  temperance  en- 
thusiasts and  look  at  the  other  people 
who  know — ^and  judge  who  are  those 
whom  the  decision  whi(h  this  House  seems 
likely  to  come  to  will  distress.  I  have 
referred  to  those  who  want  such  a  Bill 
and  who  support  this  Bill.  A  word  about 
those  who  in  the  country  are  its  chief  op- 
ponents. The  Prime  Minister  in  his  speech 
on  the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill,  apoke  of 
the  strength  of  the  opposition  which  had 
been  shown  to  it.  My  Lords,  if  by 
that  strength,  or  vigour — I  think  tiiat 
wfts  his  word — of  opposition  you  mean 
its  extensiveness,  I  am  inclined  to  doubt 
its  extensiveness  through  the  population 
as  a  whole.  The  oppositon  to  the  Bill 
has  been,  and  is,  in  some  cases,  very 
strong — it  is  red  hot — and  those  who 
have  lighted  or  fanned  the  flame  have 
used  a  gigantic  influence.  Sometimes 
the  influence  has  been  used  in  a  way 
absolutely  fair  and  perfectly  reasonable, 
and  with  weighty,  forcible  arguments 
which  those  who  feel  as  they  do  are  not 
only  justified  in  using,  but,  I  think,  are 
practically  bound  to  use  as  honourable 
business  men  so  that  their  case  may  be 
set  forward  as  straightly  and  rightly  as  it 
can  be ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
whatever — it  is  almost  an  impertinence 
to  say  it — that  the  ranks  of  those  who  are 
sometimes  covered  by  the  denominatkm 
of  "the  Trade**  contain  men  as  up- 
right and  as  high  principled,  as  kindly 
and  as  philanthropic,  as  any  of  their 
countrymen.  Any  one  who  denies  diat 
seems  to  me  to  miss  a  great  deal  of  the 
importance  of,  and  to  be  likely  to  loaa 
a  great  deal  of  what  might  be  effected 
in,  the  arguments  which  should  be  used 
upon  this  subject. 

But,  my  Lords,  the  opposition  to  this 
measure,  and  to  legislation  of  this  kind,  has 
of  late  taken  a  form  sometimes  which  is  lets 
worthy  of  respect — perhaps  less  worthy 
of  attention.    I   refer  to  the   kind  of 
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lejmesentatioiis  which  have  reached  some 
of  us — ^at  all  events,  some  of  us  who  sit 
on  the  episcopal  bench — threatening 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  the  with- 
drawal of  support  from  religious  or 
philanthropic  work  because  Churchmen 
<a  ecclesiastics  connected  therewith  are 
supporting  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
Now,  that  seems  to  me  a  very  unwise 
comae  of  action  on  the  part  of  those 
who  follow  it,  because,  in  the  first  place, 
it  must,  in  the^ase  of  any  honourable 
man,  stiffen  his  back  and  make  him, 
perhaps,  somewhat  tempted  to  look 
less  fairly  upon  the  cause  his  correspond- 
ents advocate ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
because  it  must  undoubtedly  lead  one 
to  look  in  a  somewhat  different  way 
St  the  motives  of  those  who  hitherto 
have  be^i  subscribers  to  those  particular 
objects.  We  believed  they  regarded  those 
objec's  as  wholesome  and  health-giving, 
•ad,  therefore,  worthy  of  support.  If  a 
msn  subscribes  to  a  school,  or  hospital,  or 
chanty,  or  an  institution  of  whatever 
kmd,  one  likes  to  think  he  does  so  because 
he  thinks  it  is  a  good  sort  of  institution, 
sad  it  does  not  become  a  bad  sort  of 
mstitutioa  because  some  of  those  con- 
aected  with  it  are  supporting  a  piece  of 
logialation  of  which  that  man  disapproves. 

This  kind  of  reason  seems  to  me  to 
he  unfortunate.  It  is,  of  course,  totally 
different  from  the  appeal  made  to  us 
fawn  many  quarters,  that  owing  to  what 
•re  believed  to  be  the  disastrous  conse- 
^nces  of  this  Bill,  people  will  not  be 
in  a  position  to  afford  to  continue  their 
help;  and  a  very  large  amount  of 
correspondence  has  reached  some  of  us 
of*  simple  and  genuine  and  even  touching 
kind  from  people  who  are  under  the 
belief  that  they  will  suffer  so  much  by 
this  Bill  as  to  be  unable  to  help  forward 
esoaes  which  they  have  helped  before, 
sad  that  they  will,  perhaps,  find  them- 
selves actuaUy  in  penury  and  want. 
for  soeh  appeals  and  remonstrances  I 
hsve  the  most  cordial  sympathy  and 
tbe  deepest  possible  respect.  I  have 
sshed,  not  infrequently,  on  receiving 
wch  letters— WTiy  is  it  that  you  think 
thtt  wiU  be  the  result  ? — and  with 
commendable  frankness  I  have  received 
m  several  instances  a  draft  letter  which 
had  been  sent  to  my  correspondent  by 
^   secretary    of    the    association    or 


company  to  which  he  or  she  belonged 
as  an  appropriate  letter  to  be  written. 
That  may  be  quite  right.  The  Secretary 
may  be  merely  trying  to  help  some 
person  whom  he  believes  to  be  placed 
in  a  difficult  position,  to  express  himself 
or,  more  often,  herself  in  the  kind  of  way 
which  it  is  thought  will  be  most  effective, 
but  at  least  it  gives  a  slightly  different 
character  to  the  appeal  which  has 
reached  us.  I  believe  that  opposition 
has  been  intense,  is  intense,  and 
is  genuine  on  the  part  of  a  very  large 
number  of  people,  but  if  I  am  asked 
whether  I  think  it  is  very  widespread 
among  those  who  are  not  personally 
financially  interested  in  these  matters, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  I  say  I 
have  not  seen  anything  to  convince 
me  that  it  is. 

I  pass  to  the  provisions  of  the  measure^ 
itself.  It  contains  two  great  principles  ; 
it  advocates  the  speedier  reduction  or 
facilities  for  excessive  drinking  and  it 
advocates  the  securing  for  public 
authority  of  closer  control  over  this 
particular  trade.  On  the  first  it  may 
be  said,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that 
I  and  those  who  share  my  opinions  are  not 
speaking  as  though  we  thought  there 
was  something  in  itself  wicked  or  wrong 
in  the  trade  or  in  the  consumption  of 
alcoholic  liquor.  I  hold  no  such 
opinion,  and  I  take  ever/  opportunity 
of  saying  so.  Then  I  would  say 
I  make  no  pretension  that  you  can 
statistically  show  any  absolute  corre- 
spondence between  the  number  of  public- 
houses  in  a  district  and  the  amount' 
of  drunkenness.  Prom  the  nature  of  the 
case  I  think  it  b  practically  impossible 
to  compile  such  statistics  with  any 
probability  of  accuracy,  because  a  great 
many  other  considerations  besides  those, 
on  the  surface  have,  in  every  single 
case,  to  be  taken  into  account.  I  can 
speak  only  of  the  t^eneial  tendency  in 
that  way. 

Does  any  one  who  knows  the  history 
of  the  last  200  years  in  England  doubt 
that  whenever  there  has  been  a  large 
increase  in  facilities  for  procuringalcoholic 
liquor,  a  mischief  has  arisen  which 
has,  before  many  years  have  passed,, 
called  for  bome  remedy  ?    Look  at  the 

story  how  the  drinking  of  spirits  became 
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of  the  eighteenth  century.  Let  any  one 
read  Mr.  Lecljy's  "History  of  the 
Eighteenth  Century  "  and  notice  what  he 
says  on  that  subject.  In  a  century  which 
contains  the  greatest  exploits  of  some  of 
the  foremost  statesmen  an,d  soldiers  of  our 
country,  no  incident  was,  in  his  opinion, 
of  so  great  importance  as  the  intro- 
duction of  the  drinking  of  spirits  as  a 
portion  of  the  ordinary  habits  of  the 
EInglish  people ;  and  everybody  knows 
how  it  was  foxind  before  very  long  that 
measures  had  to  be  taken  for  dealing 
with  that  particular  difficulty. .  Then, 
again,  founded,  I  believe,  on  motives 
inclining  to  temperance,  there  was  the 
legislation  of  1830  promoting  or  ad- 
vocating the  univeisal  spread  of  beer- 
houses ;  but  it  was  found  before  many 
years  had  passed  that  the  mischief  was 
.flo  great  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  revert  to  the  earlier  system,  and  to 
deal  sharply  and  sternly  with  what  had 
grown  up. 

^  But  apart  from  that,  does  anyone 
-doubt,  speaking  generally,  that  a  great 
increase  of  facilities  for  the  consumption 
•of  liquor  is  disadvantageous  to  the  public 
^ood  ?  Practically  everyone  agrees  that 
a  diminution  b  required,  and  the  question 
is  as  to  the  degree  of  such  diminution. 
The  promoters  of  the  Act  of  1904 
Ti^uld  be  the  last  to  say  that  they 
did  not  regard  a  steady  and  very  large 
diminution  in  the  facilities  for  the  pro- 
fcuring  of  liquor  as  being  eminently 
•desirable.  Your  Lordships  will  remember 
liiat  in  August,  1906,  Lo:d  Salisbury 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Gove  nment, 
said — 

**  Under  thii  Bill  we  propose  to  ohaDge 
the  possible  and  cccasional  200  licences 
{suppreesed  each  year]  into  a  constant  number 
•of  nearly  25,000  which  is  an  enormoos  change 
in  the  direction  of  snppreeaing  tbof<e  licensed 
houses  that  ought  to  be  suppressed." 

I  never  shared  the  fears  of  those  who 
thought  that  imder  the  Act  of  1904 
the  suppression  of  licences  would  be 
insignificant ;  but,  anyhow,  it  is  very 
much  less  than  was  anticipated  by  the 
spokesman  of  the  Government  at  that 
time.  I  think  that  I  am  right  in  saying 
*  that  the  suppression  which  has  taken 
place  under  the  Act  is  1,096  a  year 
in  contrast  with  the  expectation  of  2,600. 
Anyone  who  knows  financially  what  can 
be  done  imder  the  new  interpretation 

The  Lord  Archhithap  cf  Cankrlmry. 


which  has  been  given  to  the  words  of 
the  Act  will  be  of  opinion  that  the  reduc- 
tion figures  will  be  much  smaller  than 
1,096  in  the  coming  year. 

The  need  of  drastic  reduction,  more- 
over, can  be  justified  for  another  reason. 
The  argument  is  usually  mac'e  to  turn 
on  the  increase  or  otherwise  of  actual 
drunkenness;  but  the  statistics  take 
note  only  of  those  who  reach  the  certain 
stage  of  helplessness.  Excessive  drink- 
ing is  not  the  same  thing  as  drunken* 
ness.  et  any  one  inquire  of  the  doctors 
in  the  out-patients'  departoienta  of 
great  hospitiJs,  the  police  magisttatee, 
the  philanthropic  workers,  and  the 
authorities  of  hospitals  and  asylums, 
and  he  will  find  that  for  one  perscm 
who  is  there  regarded  as  having  rendered 
himself  diseased  or  helpless  by  compkte 
drunkenness,  there  are  fifty  who  have 
never  gone,  perhaps,  or  rarely  gone,  so 
far  as  that,  but  who  are  from  the  excessive 
drinking  in  wh'ch  they  indulge  day  h^ 
day  and  week  by  week,  impairing  theff 
powers  to  a  fatal  degiee  and  rendering 
themselves  practically  unfit  to  be  con- 
sidered responsible  citis^is.  It  may  be 
said,  and  probably  will  be  said,  in  answer 
to  me :  How  can  Parliament  help  that  t 
You  cannot  forbid  a  man  to  joage  for 
himself.  Certainly  not,  and  I  mue  no 
claim  on  Parliament  of  such  a  kind.  But 
indirectly  Parliament  can  do  a  very  great 
deal. 

Excessive  drinking  comes  from  ex- 
I  cessive  temptation  to  weak  men  and 
women,  who  are  practicaUy  miable 
to  resist  it.  This  arises  from  the  con- 
stant competition  of  one  public-hoose 
with  another,  and  from  the  deeire  of 
the  tenant  to  push  forward  his  trade 
and  to  stand  well  with  his  employers. 
We  are  told  that  the  drunkard  is  the 
worst  enemy  of  the  publican.  It  is 
true,  but  the  man  who  stops  just  short 
of  actual  reeling  drunkenness  is  his 
best  friend.  How  can  Parliament  help 
that,  it  may  be  asked.  I  say  quite 
frankly,  not  at  all  by  direct  action, 
but  it  can  help  by  lessening  the 
temptation.  We  try,  for  example,  to 
meet  excessive  gambling  by  legislation 
enacted  with  almost  universal  consent ; 
we  endeavour  to  repress  impurity  and 
other  wrong-doing  by  making  it  more 
difficult,  as  far  as  legislation  can  help^ 
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b»  people  to  go  wrong  in  this  particular 
way.  What  Uie  Bill  is  trying  to  do  is 
not  simply  to  meet  the  case  of  actual 
dronkards,  but  by  indirect  pressure, 
and  without  unfair,  limitation  of  the 
legitimate  demands  of  the  public, 
to  diminish  temptations  which  grow 
until  they  are  practically  irresistible 
to  the  weakest  class  of  the  population. 

Therefore  it  is  that  I  welcome  the  re- 
stiaiats  and  the  restrictions  which  the 
631  contains,  provisions  diminishing  the 
number  of  public-houses,  restrictions  on 
Sunday  hours  of  opening,  the  closing 
on  election  days,  the  checking  of  the 
absurdity  of  the  bona  fide  traveller,  and, 
above  all,  the  restrictions  imposed  in 
respect  of  the  supply  of  liquor  to 
thikken.  I  welcome  also,  as  far  as  they 
JO,  the  rules  laid  down  for  the  regula- 
tion of  clubs.  I  realise  the  extraordinary 
difficulty  of  that  particular  problem. 
Bat  I  was  a  little  surprised  last  night 
to  hear  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion referring  with  some  reproach  to 
tlia  Bill  because  it  did  not  go  further 
in  respect  of  clubs.  That  feeling  of 
«urprise  is  natural  when  I  recall  the 
Arguments  put  forward  in  1902,  telling 
us  to  be  very  careful  not  to  go  too  far, 
otberwise  we  should  do  harm.  The  Bill 
will  render  impossible  at  least  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  tied  club  for  the  tied 
house.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  one  of 
tie  very  best  clauses  in  the  Bill.  I 
fliould  like  to  see  those  clauses  go  further  ; 
and  if  the  Bill  had  gone  into  Committee 
I  should  have  been  prepared  to  suggest 
hrther  Amendments  which  would  be 
neither  unfair  nor  unreasonable. 

The  second  great  principle  of  value 
in  the  Bill  is  the  securing  fuller  public 
<ontrol  over  the  whole  licensing  system. 
I  csre  comparatively  little  about  the 
details  relating  to  the  moc^.e  of  reckoning 
compensation  or  the  actual  length  of  the 
time-limit.  I  care  comparatively  little 
for  these  things,  important  as  they  are, 

Gvided  we  can  secure  that  some  day 
>re  very  long  public  authorities 
ihsH  have  complete  control,  unham- 
pwed  by  permanent  vested  interests, 
in  dealing  with  this  matter;  and, 
•econdly,  that  in  doing  that  they 
^lonld  act  with  real  fairness  and  justice 
to  those  interests,  of  whatever  kind, 
tii^  are  thereby  affected.    I    have    no 


sort  of  wish  that  we  should  act  uhreiBoao 
ablyy  but  I  claim  and  prize  the  restoration 
of  magisterial  control.  Up  to  1904 
the  magistrates  had^  under  .certain  re- 
strictions, a  fairly  free  hand,  but  now 
their  power  of  control  is  virtually  de- 
stroyed. That  power  of  control  this 
Bill  would  restore,  and  I  am  absolutely 
certain  that  in  the  public  interest  some 
Bin  or  other  must  before  very  long  be 
passed  to  restore  the  powers  of  the 
licensing  magistrates. 

But  I  hope  for  a  great  deal  more  than 
that.  I  look  forward  in  the  coming 
years  to  developments  and  experimenta 
of  all  sorts  in  our  licensing  system  and 
in  the  management  and  character  of 
public-houses  ;  but  the  moment  we 
endeavour  to  start  to  bring  about  changes 
of  that  kind  we  are  met  by  the  permanent 
vested  interest  which  stands  across  cue 
path,  the  vested  interest  of  tixose  who 
want  things  to  remaia  as  they  are.  It  is 
because  I  desire  above  all  things  to  see 
reasonable  liberty  of  action  restored 
that  I  welcome  the  endeavour  which 
this  Bill  makes  in  that  directicm.  ft 
is  surely  beyond  question  that  some  day 
a  reasonable  date  must  be  fixed  after 
which  the  community  at  large,  the  State, 
should  be  able  to  act  freely  in  this  matter* 
to  enforce  its  own  conditions,  to  impose 
its  own  price  for  the  monopoly 
which  its  own  licence  confers.  But  the 
moment  you  ^ay  this,  the  questicm 
arises :  (hi  what  principle  can  you  get 
rid  of  existing  rights  and  interests  in 
this  matter  ?  I  suppose  it  is  true  that 
in  strict  law,  prior  to  1904,  a  bench  of 
magistrates  could  terminate  an  existing 
licence  without  cause  assigned,  or  anv 
compensation  whatever  being  given.  1 
have  always  said,  however,  that  the 
reasonable  expectation  of  renewal  had 
become  a  species  of  property  the  owner  of 
which  must  in  some  way  be  compensated 
if  you  take  it  away.  I  regard  it  as  funda- 
mental that  we  should  recognise  that 
principle  and  act  with  fairness.  But  that 
the  State  should  in  some  way  or  other  get 
back  into  its  own  hands  the  power  of 
acting  with  freedom  seems  almost  too 
plain  to  require  argument. 

People  talk  as  though  for  the  first  time 
in  legislation  we  should  be  lowering 
the  value  of  investments.  It  is  quite 
a  novel  doctrine  that,  because:  tiiat  result 
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might  inevitably,  however  regretfully, 
follow,  that  beca'ise  investments  made  in 
recent  years,  in  perfect  good  faith,  might 
be  diminished  in  value  in  consequence  of 
legislation  which  for  the  public  good 
Parliament  enacted,  such  legislation  ought 
not  to  be  passed.  We  talk  as  though 
this  were  quite  a  novel  bit  of  legislation. 
On  the  contrary  it  has  been  happening 
continuously  throughout  the  modem 
history  of  Parliament.  Take  one  great 
example — ^the  abolition  of  t^.e  slave  1  ra .  e. 
Not  a  penny  of  compensation  was  given 
when  the  slave  trade  was  abolished. 
Noble  Lords  seem  to  think  otherwise.  Is 
that  disputed  ? 

The  Earl  of  HALSBURY  :    Indeed 
it  is. 

♦thb  lord   archbishop    of 

CANTERBURY:  I  must,  then,  point  out 
to   the   noble  and    learned    Lord    that 
my  statement  is  absolutely  true.    No  one 
supposes  that  the  noble  Lord  would  con- 
fuse the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade  with 
the  emancipation  of  the    slaves.      The 
emancipation     of     slaves     cost     some 
£20,000,000,       but      the     slave     trade 
was       abolished       twenty-five       years 
before,  and  not  a  penny  of  compensation 
was    paid.    Just    one    hundred  and  one 
years  have  passed  since  a  memorable 
debate  took  place  in  this  House  upon 
that  question.    A  Bill  was  moved  in  this 
House  for  the  abolition  of  the  slave  trade, 
for  rendering  it  illegal  that  ships  should 
be  used  for  that  purpose,  and  rendering 
the  slave  trade  practically  impossible, 
at  all  events  in   Biiti^h    ships.      The 
Bishops  of  London   and   Durham  were 
the    principal    advocates    of    the    Bill 
in  this  House.    The  Bill  went  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  petitions  were 
sent  in  against  it  from  citizens  of  Glasgow 
and  elsewhere,  ad  coun83l,  in  support 
of  these  petitions,  were  hear!  at  the  bar 
of    the   Hou^.     And    what    was    the 
nature   of  their   petitions  ?    The   peti- 
tioners said  that  they  had  invested  a 
great  deal  of  money  in  those  ships,  that 
widows  and  orphans  all  over  England 
had  invested  money  in  those  ships  and 
in   buildings   for  the  embarkation   and 
debarkation   of   slaves,    and  that  they 
would  be  terribly  injured  by  the  loss 
which   would   fall   upon    them   by   the 
proposed  legislation.     They  further  said 
The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 


they    had    invested    their    money    in 
the  confidence  that  Parliament  had  time 
after  time  recognised  the  existence  of 
the  slave  trade  by  the  regulationa  it  bad 
made,  as  well  as  by  Ro3raI  Charters,  and 
that,  therefore,   they  had  an   absolute 
right  to  expect  that  if  the  slave  trade 
were  abolished,  and  the  ships  and  build- 
ings rendered  useless,  they  should  haiTV 
compensation.    I  am  not  going  to  say 
whether  they  were  right  or  wrong,  but 
Parliament  gave  not  one  penny  of  com- 
pensation,  because  t'e  propoacKl  l^isla- 
ti^n  was  said  to  be  for  the  common  good. 
It  was  not  denied  that  the  property  of 
all  those  shareholders  would  be  diminished 
in  value,   but  it  was  pomted   out  that 
there  v  as  no  directtaldng  away  of  property 
which  belonged  to  individuals.     When, 
some  thirty  years  later,  the  Legislature 
said  they  were  going  to  take  away  pro* 
perty — ^the    slaves — ^which  absolutely  be- 
longed to     individuals,   live  goods  and 
chattels,    the    conditions    were     differ- 
ent.     There    was   an  actual    purchase 
of   these    slaves  who   were   to    be   set 
at    liberty     by    the     State,     and     for 
that      compensation      was      paid      up 
to    £20,000,000,     notwithsU-^^ding    the 
admitted  grossness  of  the    evil    which 
was   to    be   set  right.     Happily   there 
is     no    close    anabgy    between     what 
we  are  now  doing   and    what   it   was 
then  necessary  to  do.    The  slave  traders 
got  no  compensation.    Here,  in  the  case 
of  th?  liquor  traffic  the  case  is  different ; 
and  we  desire  to  act  inagenerousspirit.  We 
desire  to  give  compensation  in  the  form 
of  a  time-limit,  and  to  do  it  much  more 
generously  than  has  been  the  case  in 
America   and  elsewhere  when   licensing 
legislation  of  a  corre^>onding  land  has 
taken  place.      I  understood   the  noUe 
Viscount  opposite  (Lo  d  St.  A'dwvn)  to 
say  last  night  that  by  the  1904  Act  we 
made    the    present    licence-holder    pay 
something  Uke  a  monoooly  value  by  a  com- 
pensation levy  for  the  benefit  of  thoee  who 
were  losing  their  Uoences.    In  my  opinion 
that  must  be  something  to  which  a  limit 
must  ultimately  be  set.    The  question  is 
one  of  degree  and  not  of  principle.    I 
desire  to  do  U  with  absolute  fairness,  not 
only  because  that  is  reasonable  and  right, 
but  also  for  an  indirect  reason.    It  is 
desirable  that  we  should  act  with  absolute 
fairness   in   order   not  to   bring   aboat 
disastrous  consequences  on  the  general 
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MOM  of  seeurlly  of  commeicial  invest- 
nMnt.  I  am  going  a  little  out  of  my 
depth  in  touching  on  such  a  subject, but  the 
geneial  financial  security  of  investment 
ought  not  to  be  shaken  in  the  slightest 
degree  by  any  action  taken  in  this  matter. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  have  tried  to  show 
why  I  believe  in  the  two  great  principle  i 
of  the  Billy  the  reduction  of  licences  and 
the  restoration  of  genuine  and  efiective 
pobhc  control.  I  have  alluded  also  to 
iHiAl  the  BiU  contains  of  a  directly 
dbctiYe  temperance  kind,  the  promotion 
of  the  better  conduct  of  public-houses 
md  the  lessening  of  facilities  for  the 
consumption  of  drink  in  different  ways ; 
and  I  was  specially  struck  by  what 
was  said  last  night  by  Lord  St.  Aldwyn, 
tkst  it  is  possible  that  even  yet  a  Bill 
containing  these  clauses  might  be  rescued 
from  the  wreck.  I  should  be  very 
gnteful  to  the  Government  if,  before 
we  close  the  debate  to-night,  or  to- 
oonow,  they  would  say  how  they  would 
i^srd  such  action  taken  by  myself  or 
an?  body  else  in  the  endeavour  to  do 
•ooiething  of  that  kind.  I  feel  we  ought 
to  have  some  assurance  upon  the 
mbjeet^  if  we  are  invited  to  make  such 
aittempt 

I  ssk  your  Lordships  once  more  to 
look  round  the  country  as  a  whole  and 
to  consider  the  trend  of  public  opinion 
in  this  matter.  I  ask  you  to  consider 
fiiTely  and  carefully  who  they  are  who 
ue  in  favour  of  such  legislation  as  this — 
workers  of  all  sorts  among  the  weak, 
ti^  sick,  the  timpted,  the  needy, 
ministers  of  religion  of  all  sorts  and  of 
til  denominations ;  then  there  is  the 
pcsctieal  unanimity — and  to  this  noble 
I^wds  may  give  greater  or  less  weight — 
of  the  Labour  Members  who  are  in  the 
doiest  touch  with  that  part  of  the 
popnlttioD  which  is  supposed  to  be  most 
<1  Jec '  ly  affected .  What  organised  forces 
<k  you  show  on  the  other  side  ?  Are 
tk«>  or  are  they  not  forces  that  are  in 
t<Hich  with  the  country's  needs  and  are 
trying  day  by  day  to  remedy  its  troubles 
»nd  it*  tvih  ?  I  think  they  are  not. 
lly  own  wish  is  to  be  absolutely  fair  and 
PMt  I  am  not  in  the  least  bound  to 
Particular  figures,  to  particular  processes 
®f  to  particular  dates;  but  I  do  pro- 
^wuwily  regret  that  we  are  to  be  given 
^opportunity  of  discussing  these  matters 


in  detail,  and  I  deplore  the  fact  that  the 
House  of  Lords  should,  on  an  occasion 
such  as  this,  place  itself  in  the  position 
of  taking  what  I  believe  thinking  men 
hereafter  will  imite  in  regarding  as  the 
wrong  side. 

The  Earl  of  HALSBURY:  I  con- 
fess I  had  hoped  when  the  rev.  Prelate 
began  his  speech  that  we  should  have 
had  something  in  the  nature  of  a  dis- 
closure, which  has  not  yet  been  vouch^ 
safed  to  us,  of  the  mode  in  which  the  Bill 
which  he  recommends  for  your  Lord- 
ships' adoption  would  operate  to  effect 
the  objects  which  he,  in  common  I  thinks 
with  every  member  of  your  Lordships* 
House,  is  anxious  to  s:cure.  I  confess 
that  in  one  respect  I  am  very  much, 
disappointed.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
described  the  disappointment  which 
would  be  felt  all  through  the  country — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  truly  described^ 
because  he  spoke  of  what  I  will 
venture  to  call  the  uninstructed  multi- 
tude who  have  not  seen  the  Bill  and 
who,  as  he  himself  very  candidly  ad- 
mitted, would  not  have  understood  it 
if  they  had,  but  who  are  nevertheless 
deeply  impressed  by  the  evils  which 
he  has  described — if  your  Lordships 
rejected  an  amending  Bill,  because  they 
were  in  some  way  omc:med  in  the 
interests  which  certainly  were  not  those 
to  which  the  most  rev.  Prelate  referred* 
I  want  to  make  a  little  protest  at  first. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  himself  is  the  very- 
last  person  to  have  suggested  that  his 
antagonists,  because  they  disagreed  with 
him,  were  not  actuated  by  motives  as 
pure  as  his  own,  and  he  has  disclaimed 
on  his  own  behalf  the  extreme  view 
which  treats  the  dealing  in  this  traffic 
as  itself  wicked  and  wrong.  But  he  will 
forgive  me  for  saying  that  those  who 
speak  so  candidly  and  kindly  as  he  did^ 
and  with  so  unprejudiced  a  mind  upon 
the  subject,  are  a  decided  minority  of 
those  who  are  insisting  upon  this  Bill. 

I  must  protest  against  its  being 
supposed  that  on  this  side,  either  this 
side  in  politics  or  this  side  in  the  House,, 
we  are  less  anxious  for  the  temperate  and 
proper  distribution  of  what  is,  in  a  great 
measure,  one  of  the  important  foods  of  the 
people.  We  have  a  right,  I  think, 
to  have  our  views  considered  as  im» 
partially    as    those    of    the    most    rev. 
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Prelate,  and  our  view  has  been  through- 
out in  regard  to  this  Bill  that  it  was  not  a 
Bill  for  temperance  at  all — and,  indeed, 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  has  to  some  extent 
itdmitted  its  two-fold  character — but 
a  Bill  which  was  intended  to  enlarge  the 
area  of  taxation  and  to  take  from  one 
very  large  portion  of  the  population 
property  which  belongs  to  it  and  to 
vest  it  in  the  State.  If  it  is  possible 
lor  such  a  Bill  as  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
£as  foreshadowed  to  be  brought  in  and 
to  be  the  proper  subject  of  discussion, 
my  impression  is  that  it  would  be 
received  with  open  arms  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  ;  but  it  is  because  the  cause 
of  temperance  has  been  weighted,  and 
deliberately  weighted,  with  the  other 
sections  of  the  Bill  which  bring  with  them 
the  confiscation  of  property  that  we  are 
imable  to  discuss  the  question  of  tem- 
perance by  itself  or  to  say  in  what  way 
We  would,  if  it  were  possible,  interfere 
with  the  freedom  of  action  on  one  side 
and  the  proper  repression  of  excess  on 
the  other. 

One  proposition  laid  down  by  the  most 
Tev.  Prelate  is  a  proposition  which  gives 
me  very  great  cause  to  think  what  sort 
of  Bill  he  contemplates.  He  has  pointed 
out  with  force  that  great  mischief  is 
done  by  excessive  drinking,  but  drinking 
which  does  not  proceed  to  drunkenness. 
Does  he  suppose  that  there  is  any  mode 
by  which  you  can  curb  the  approach  of 
vice  in  that  way  by  law  ?  Except  there 
is  some  outward  and  visible  sign  of  what 
has  made  a  man  a  nuisance,  what  mode 
does  the  most  rev.  Prelate  suppose  he 
can  adopt  for  preventing  people  drinking 
too  much*?  I  will  obme  in  a  moment  to 
what  we  are  dealing  with,  viz.,  the  public 
aale  of  liquor;  but  upon  the  abstract 
proposition,  how  does  he  suggest  we  are 
fo  deal  with  the  point  I  have  referred 
to  ?  Ihe  law  can  only  apply  the  out- 
ward test,  because  you  cannot  prevent  a 
man  being  vicious  in  this  sense,  if  he  has 
oither  eaten  or  drunk  too  much,  and  I 
believe  it  is  a  very  prevalent  opinion 
among  persons  who  have  studied  that 
subject  that  more  disease  is  engendered 
by  overeating  than  by  overdrinking. 
If  you  are  g^oing  to  legislate  against 
vice,  simple  vice,  that  which  does  not 
diEcIo^e  itself  in  public  or  is  not  made  the 
subject  of  ob8er%'ation  in  public,  you  arc 

n^  Earl  of  Hahbwry 


undertaking  a  task  which  is  beyMd*  tka 
reach  of  human  legislation  altogethgec 

*Thb  lord  ARCHBISHOP  op  CAN- 
TERBURY: Thatisalmott^exaetlyivkAi 
I  tried  to  say.  Legislation  cannot  do  it 
diiectly.  It  can  only  be  done  indirectly 
by  the  diminution  of  temptation. 

The  Earl  of  HALSBURT:     I    am 
not  quite  sure  that  I  quite  follow  the 
relevancy  of  the  topic.    Does  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  intend  to  suggest  that  you 
can   only   proceed   by  indirect    means, 
and  that  the  indirect  means  are  to  be 
applied  to  the  public  sale  of  liquor,  and 
its    distribution    and    manufacture  ?     I 
thought  that  what  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
was  referring  to,  but  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  be  corrected,  was  that  he  could   not 
be  expected  to  give  evidence  of  the  mis- 
chief done  by  the  public-houses,  because 
the  best  friend  of  the  public-house  was  the 
man  who  stopped  short  of  being  dnmk, 
and  that  he  was  in  that  way  account* 
ing    for    the     inability    to    prove    by 
evidence   that   the   public-houses    were 
encouraging  drunkenness.    I  understand 
the   relevancy   of   the   argument    com- 
pletely, but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  follow 
it  now,  because  the  onlv  wav  bv  which 
we  know  of  the  mischief  done  by  the 
public-house,  the  only  way  by  which  th^ 
law  can  take  hold  of  it,  is  that  people  get 
drunk  there.     If  they  do  not  get  drank 
there  what  is  the  dif[erence  between  Ae 
public-house    and    the    private     house 
where  x>«ople,  whether  they  get  dnmk 
or  not,  have  no  right  to  be  interfered 
with  %    The  most  rev.  Prelate  has  taken 
the  Bill  under  his  protection,  not  because 
he  has  established  any  usefulness  in  that 
direction,  beyond  the  broad  proposition, 
which,  I  admit,  he  laid  down,  that  the 
diminution  of   public-houses   is   to   the 
advantage  of  temperance.    That,   from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  his  most 
interesting  speech,  was  the  sole  observm- 
tion  he  made  to  establish  the  fact  that 
this  was  a  Bill  promoting  temperance. 
My  Lords,  I  can  only  say  that  I  am  an 
absolute  disbeliever   in   the  connection 
that  is  supposed  to  exist  between  the 
number    of   public -houses    and    intern* 
perance,  and  I  am  encouraged  m  that 
belief  by  the  Home  Office  Report  of  190T 
on  that  subject.    If  there  is  this  supposed 
connection    between    them    one    would 
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have    expected     something     would    be 
denunded    by    the    operation    of    the 
new  Bill  which  would  apply    itself   to 
tittt  connection.    So  far  as  the  diminu- 
tioa  of  public-houses  and  its  operation 
is  concerned,  in  1904,  at  all  events,  there 
was  this  connection,  that  there  was   a 
power  of  selection,  and  the  power  of  selec  - 
UOQ  was  carefully  confided  to  those  who 
wtrald  be  most  likely  to  be  able  to  form 
an  opinion   on  the  subject.     But  this 
BID  destroys    entirely    that    power    of 
sdection.    It  takes  it  away  from  those 
vho  are  able  to  exercise  i^^and  substitutes 
what  might  be  indeed  described  as  a 
mathematical  or  aritiimetical  procedure, 
which  may  have  no  reference  whatever 
to  the   particular   circumstances    of   a 
particular    case.    I    have    myself    had 
reason  to  know  what  has  been  the  care  of 
Bttgistrates  in  such  matters.    I  believe, 
^Mkipg  generally,  they  exercise  their 
dJKretion    with   great   propriety.     But 
unfortunately,  I  think  at  one  time  they 
^t  a  notion  that  there  was  a  policy  to  be 
alopted,    and    a    policy   which    was,  I 
thizik,  somewhat   irregularly   exercbed. 
The  Bill  of   1904,   I  think,   became  a 
necwsity  in  consequence,  and  accordingly 
it  was  passed.     In  dealing  with  a  ques- 
tion of  this  sort,  when  you  bring  in  a  Bill 
reversing  in  a  great  measure  the  Act  of 
1904  and  establishing  a  new  system,  I 
think  it  is  incumbent  that  you  should 
Aow  where  the  Act  of  1904,  which  vou 
are  practically  repealing,  has  failed.    It 
hu  indeed  been  asserted  broadly  that 
that  >xt  was  a  failure,  but  I  do  not  he- 
liev«  that  that  haA  been  established.    It 
aroears  not  by  the  evidence  of  its  authors 
«uv,  but  by  the    evidence  of  chief  con- 
stahles  and    others,  that   the   Act  has 
hoiked  very  well  and  that  the  results 
We  been  very  good,  and  I  have  not 
Wl  able  up  to  the  present  to  understand 
^t  it  is  that  has  rendered  it  necessary 
'or  a  new  Act  to  be  brought  in  to  remedy 
As  alleged  defects  of  1904,  which,  to  my 
niind,  have  never  been  proved. 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  want  to  express  my 
'^  sympathy  with  the  great  number 
^  pencma  wiio  have  written  to  me  on 
^  subject  of  this  Bill,  and  I  have  no 
^oiiht  there  will  be  moucaers  amongst 
4oae  whom  the  most  reverend  Prelate 
«»eribed.  But  that  which  they  have 
^•'nacd  as   one   of  the    cardi  al  pro- 


positions upon  which  they  have  urged 
me  to  support  this  Bill,  is  the  fact 
that  it  will  greatly  dimiiush  intemperance. 
But  howl  I  have  over  and  over  again, 
asked  that  question,  and  beyond  the 
broad  proposition  which  we  have  heard 
about  the  diminution  of  public-houses, 
no  one  has  ventured  to  explain.  The 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  night,  was 
good  enough  to  say  that  he  would  not 
go  into  all  that.  That  is  one  of  the 
difficulties.  We  have  not  heard  what 
the  proposition  is.  But  the  noble  Earl 
was  good  enough  to  say  that  the  working 
man  spent  a  sixth  of  his  wages  in  drink. 
In  the  first  place,  I  should  like  to  say 
that,  in  my  view,  beer  is  part,  and  an  im- 
portant part,  of  the  food  of  the  working 
man,  and  I  believe  most  people  who 
are  familiar  with  working  men,  par- 
ticalarly  those  engaged  in  certain  forms 
of  work,  know  that  that  is  the  fact.  I 
see  The  Xinies  this  morning  works  out 
the  sum  spent  in  drink  at  6d.  a  day,  if 
a  man  is  earning  a  guinea  a  week.  Well, 
I  do  not  know,  if  a  working  man  requires 
it,  that  that  is  a  very  extravagant  part 
of  his  wages  to  spend.  At  aU  events, 
I  should  Uke  to  know  who  was  the  wage 
earner  referred  to,  what  his  form  of  work 
was,  and  whether  he  had  any  calls  upon 
him  which  rendered  that  extravagant. 
But  there  again  you  are  to  go  into 
the  question  of  a  man's  family. 
Appar  ntly  the  ideal  worker  is  the 
man  to  whom  the  State  will  dictate 
how  much  of  his  wages  he  may  spend 
in  drink,  how  much  in  other  things,  and, 
if  he  is  a  married  man,  with  a  family, 
how  much  he  must  distribute  to  them. 
But  the  noble  Earl  will  forgive  me  for 
suggesting  that  when  he  says  one-sixth 
of  a  man's  wages  are  spent  in  drink, 
that  does  not  answer  my  question  at  all 
as  to  how  you  are  going  to  make  the 
working  man  abstain  from  so  consuming 
a  sixth  part  of  his  income,  and  in  what 
way  this  Bill  does  that.  My  Lords,  I 
really  am  reluctant  to  leave  the  question 
of  how  much  this  Bill  will  promote 
temperance,  because  I  believe  that 
that  is  the  cardinal  question  upon  it, 
and  the  question-  that  should- be  con- 
sidered by  those  people  who  are  going 
to  mourn  over  your  Lordships'  decision* 

But  the  question  we  have  to  consider 
is  not  only  that  which,  as  I  have  said. 
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h\s  been  allowed  to  pass  without  dis- 
cussion, without  proof,  and  without  one 
single  fact  being  laid  before  us  to  show 
that   the    passing    of    this    Bill    would 
diminish  the  intemperance  of  any  human 
creature,   but  the    question   which   the 
most    reverend    Prelate    has    described 
as  the  resumption  by  the  State  of  that 
to  which  the  State  has  a  right.    I  have 
not  the  least  notion  what  that  refers  to. 
I  have  seen  it  written  and  I  have  heard 
it  said,  but  I  do  not  know  to  what   it 
refers.    What  is  the  right  of  the  State  ? 
Is  it  the  right  to  carry  on  a  trade  ?    Is 
it   suggested   that   in   this   country  we 
must  ask  the  permission  of  the  State 
to  carry  on  a  trade ;  because  a  right  to 
regulate  a  trade,  a  right  to  prevent  its 
being  a  public  nuisance,  to  prevent  its 
being  in  any  way  injurious  to  the  State, 
is  one  thing,  and  the  right  to  carry  on 
the  trade  is  another,  and  a  very  different 
thing.    I   should   have  thought  it  was 
part  of  the  liberty  of  every  one  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects  to  carry  on  a  trade, 
and  I  think  that  would  become  a  car- 
dinal   question   when    we   consider   the 
question   of   what   is   called   the   time- 
limit.    My    Lords,    I    deny    any    such 
right.    I  am  not  at  all  aware  that  it 
has  ever  been  claimed.    There  are  some 
monopolies     which     the      Government 
claimed   and   has   retained.    But   what 
right   has  ever  been   suggested   in   the 
manufacture  of  the  beer  by  the  brewer, 
or  by  the  growing  of  the  barley  by  the 
farmer  ?    All  those  go  to  form  a  great 
manufacture,    and   once   upon    a   time, 
indeed  within  the  memory  of  many  of  us, 
it  was  a  most  common  thing  for  a  great 
number  of  people  to  brew    their    own 
beer,  not  to  sell  at  all.    A  great  many 
of    the    colleges   and   other  institutions 
and     private    farmers    had    breweries. 
Gradually  it  was  found  that  both  better 
and    cheaper   beer    could    be    obtained 
by  a  company  setting  up  a  brewery. 
And  so  it  became  a  great  trade,  which  has 
been  established  by  an  enormous  capi- 
tal. Some  of  the  fanatics  to  whom  the 
most  reverend  Prelate  referred  I  take 
it     must     include     in     their     virulent 
denunciations  both  the  fanner  and  the 

hop-grower.  But  the  rev.  Prelate  has 
admitted  thit  it  is  a  lawful  trade,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  deny  it.  There  is 
a  reference  in  the  Statute-book,going  back 
The  Earl  of  HaUhu/ry. 


to  1660,  showing  that  it  has  been  a  lawful 
trade  for  centuries,  and  treated  as  a 
trade  belonging  to  the  people  who  have 
created  it,  and  not  to  the  State. 

What  is  now  proposed  to  be  done  ! 
What  is  it  that  is  to  happen  at  the 
end  of  this  period  of  fourteen  or 
twenty-one  years,  or  whatever  the 
period  is  ?  To  my  mind  it  mattew 
very  Httle  whether  the  period  is 
one  or  the  other.  The  principle  is  the 
thing  that  one  has  the  right  to  complain 
of,  and  that  principle  is,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  that  the  State  is  going  to  resume 
what  it  is  pleased  to  describe  as  what  it 
has  given  away.  It  has  done  no  such 
thing.  As  I  have  pointed  out,  the  trade 
has  grown  up  like  any  other  trade, 
under  the  sanction  of  the  State,  in 
the  recognition  of  the  fact  of  its  beinfr 
a  lawful  trade,  and  now  it  is  supposed 
that  you  can  cure  the  injustice  of  taking 
it  away  by  sapng  :  "We  will  give  you 
notice  that  after  a  certain  time  we  aiv 
going  to  take  it ;  up  to  that  time  you 
can  make  what  you  can  by  the  proper 
exercise  of  your  trade,  and  at  the  end 
of  that  time  we  will  resume  it."  As  a 
practical  question  I  should  like  to  know 
what  is  going  to  happen,  not  only  with 
reference  to  the  injustice  to  those  from 
whom  it  has  been  taken  awav,  but  in 
regard  to  what  you  are  going  to  do.  Is 
the  State  going  to  carry  on  the  business 
of  brewers  or  publicans  !  No  one  has 
answered  that  question.  It  has  been 
asked  a  great  many  times  but  nobody 
has  told  us;  at  present,  so  far  as  I 
can  see,  it  is  left  for  exposition.  In 
the  first  place,  this  is  an  example 
of  a  trade  being  taken  away  from 
different  members  of  the  State,  and 
absorbed  by  the  existing  Government. 
That  is  not  a  popular  view.  But  if  yon 
are  not  going  to  do  that,  what  tenure 
are  you  going  to  give  your  tenants  ?  Are 
they  to  be  allowed  only  a  year's  tenancy ; 
and  if  so,  are  they  going  to  be  allowed  a 
proportionate  portion  of  this,  that,  or  the 
other  district,  within  which  to  exercise 
what,  in  that  event,  may  be  a  monopoly  t 
My  view  of  what  has  been  described  as  a 
monopoly  is  a  very  different  thing.  T^ 
duty  of  the  magistrates  in  licensing  was 
to  see  that  there  was  a  due  supply  in  the 
neighbourhood  for  the   convenience  of 
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t^  public.  That  is  not  a  monopoly  at 
&11,  because  if  the  neighbourhood  in- 
cmsed  the  proper  course  for  the  magis- 
tnt«8  was  to  increase  the  public-houses 
in  proportion  as  the  public  convenience 
;f<jaired.  It  is  the  oddest  notion 
of  monopoly  I  ever  heard.  I  protest 
ig»inst  the  notion  of  the  resumption  by 
^  State  of  what  they  have  never  parted 
witL  They  have  only  done  that  which 
ttwis  their  duty  to  do,  viz. :  to  regulate 
m  respect  to  the  convenience  of  the 
n«i^bourhood,  the  needs  of  the  neigh- 
boaik)od,  the  health  of  the  neighbour- 
kood,  and  1  quite  agree,  the  morality  of 
tk  neighbourhood.  But  that  power  of 
Rfulation  gave  them  no  right  of  property 
t^  can  be  imagined.  I  am  reluctant  to 
iij  anvihing  which  may  seem  to  refer  to 
vfaat  I  have  said  as  a  Judge.  I  have  seen 
myself  quoted  over  and  over  again,  and 
I  will  only  make  this  observation.  I 
kAve  nothing  to  retract  or  qualify  in  what 
I  have  said.  I  adhere  to  every  word  of 
tke  judgment  which  is  so  constantly 
nierred  to.  But  I  must  say  this :  that 
it  ia  neither  right  nor  just  to  take  a  piece 
out  of  a  Judge's  judgment  and  to  refer  to 
tkit  as  if  it  were  the  whole  of  it,  and  that 
is  what  I  have  seen  constantly  done. 

Xy  Lords,  I  confess  I  heard  with  very 
freat  admiration  Lord  St.  Aldwyn's 
opodtion  last  night.  I  desire  to  add 
nothing  to  it.  I  believe  that  what  he  said 
vu  both  sound  law  and  good  sense, 
tod  I  would  make  my  own  every  word 
be  Slid  on  that  subject.  But  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  attempt  now  ia  to  take 
twij  property  and  to  take  it  away  in  such 
A  fsflhion  as  will  prevent  its  proper 
vAloAtion  being  obtained.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  grossly  and  scandalously 
onjust.  It  is  no  light  matter  with  which 
one  is  dealing.  We  are  here,  certainly, 
^r  the  purpose,  as  the  most  reverend 
Prelate  says,  of  doing  what  we  can  for 
temperance  and  for  morality.  It  is  a 
btd  start  in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
iBonlity  to  take  away  what  does  not  be- 
long to  you,  and  to  treat  with  such  abso- 
lote  indifierence  the  rights  of  others.  I 
bftve  nothing  to  say  about  what  the  most 
reverend  Prelate  said  in  respect  of  the 
<>vnerBhip  of  these  different  places. 
B«t  he  will  aDow  me  to  say  that 
be  is  singular  in  the  fair  treat- 
»^t  he    has    given    to    that    ques- 


tion. It  is  talked  of  as  if  there  had  been 
a  sort  of  gambling  speculation  in  entering 
into  this  trade,  and  that  now  people  were 
only  disappointed  that  they  had  not  got 
the  complete  result  of  their  gambling. 
That  is  absolutely  untrue.  In  what  I 
am  about  to  say  I  will  not  give  names, 
although  any  Member  may  have  them 
privately  if  he  wishes  to  verify 
my  statement.  I  have  taken  three 
London  breweries  and  examined  the 
capital  consisting  of  the  debentures 
and  the  preference  shares.  The 
capital,  taking  the  three  of  them,  is 
£6,750,000,  and  what  I  want  to  draw  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  is  the  mode  in 
which  that  capital  has  been  supplied. 
It  is  the  capital  of  three  breweries  in 
London  only,  and  I  need  not  say  what 
the  inference  derivable  from  this  is,  if  you 
consider  what  really  is  the  capital  em- 
ployed over  the  whole  country.  The 
sources  from  which  that  capital  of 
£6,750,000  is  derived  are  : — Trustees  of 
various  settlements,  £3,559,545 ;  clergy, 
£66,322 ;  women,  £819,421 ;  others  not 
included  in  either  of  those  classes, 
£2,804,000.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about 
the  brewers  and  the  persons  who 
have  made  great  fortunes  in  brewing 
and  80  on.  Is  that  capital,  typical  of 
the  trade  all  over  the  country,  to  ba 
seized  on  ?  Is  the  effect  of  your  legisla- 
.tion  to  be  such  that  you  are  to  disregard 
the  ruin  that  you  will  cause  many  of  the 
persons  in  those  trusts  and  other  classes  1 
It  appears  to  me  that  dealing  with 
such  capital  is  a, very  serious  responsi- 
bility ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  is  th^ 
most  serious  side  of  it.  What  do  you 
think  the  effect  upon  the  credit  of 
the  country  will  be  ?  That  is  a 
matter  which  affects  everybody,  not 
only  the  persons  immediately  concerned, 
not  only  those  who  will  have  been 
turned  from  reasonably  well-off  per- 
sons into  persons  of  a  different  class  and 
condition.  But  what  very  seriously  e  ffects 
the  question  is  the  mode  in  which  this 
is  regarded  by  others,  the  mode  in  which 
you  can  invest  in  anything.  One  has 
heard  of  the  enormous  fortunes  established 
by  brewers  and  so  on.  These  figures  seem 
to  me  to  show,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
shown  in  the  same  way  whatever 
area  you  took,  that  what  has  been 
done  has  not  been  violent,  mad  specula- 
tion, but  that  trustees  and  clergy  and 
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women  who    Lad    no   other   provision, 
applied  to  get  a  safe  investment,  not 
one   which   returned   enormous    profits 
but  which  offered  a  safe  investment ; 
and   where   would   they  be   when  this 
termination  (it  is  a   delicate   word)   of 
their  interests  is  determined  on  in  1923 
or  1930  ?    I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
those   who   devised   thi)  Bill  had   not 
only  something  in  the  nature  of  tem- 
perance theories,   but  had  to  pay  o£E 
an  old  grudge  against  what  they  suppose 
to  be  the  extremely  Conservative  side 
of  the  trade  in  tlus  country.    And  I 
cannot   help   saying   that   I   remember 
that   in   speeches   on   that   subject   in 
Birmingham,   it  was  pointed  out  that 
the  trade  was  throwing  itself  into  one 
side  of  politics,  which  might  at  no  very 
great  interval  be  in  power;    and  that 
they   would   find    out   that   they   had 
made  an  enemy  of  the  most  powerful 
party    in    the    country.     That    threat 
has  been  held  over  for  some  time,  but 
now  it  has  reached  its  fulfilment.    For 
myself,   I   cannot  do   better,   I   think, 
when  we  are  dealing  with  the  compensa- 
tion which  is  supposed  to  be  shared  out, 
than  apply  myseU  to  a  quotation  from 
one  whose  name  will  be  received,   at 
all  events,   with  respect  on  that  side 
of  the  House.    The   quotation  I  refer 
to  is — 

"  We  ouffbt  not  to  allow  a  prejudice  with 
regard  to  Uiis  particular  claim  or  our  sense  of 
the  enormous  evil  associated  with  its  working, 
to  cause  us  to  deviate  by  one  hair's  breadth 
from  the  principle  on  which  Parliament  has 
aJways  acted  in  analogous  oirourostances,  that 
is  to  say,  where  there  is  a  vested  interest 
allowed  to  grow  up,  the  question  of  compen- 
sation is  to  be  considered  whenever  that 
interest  is  interfered  with  by  Parliament." 

The  words  are  those  of  Mr.  Gladstone. 
I  should  like  to  say  one  word  about 
the  supposed  analogy  to  which  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  treated  us.  I  misunder^ 
stood  him  at  first.  The  loose  use  of  the 
word  "slave-trade"  may  lead  to  mis- 
apprehension. The  ''slave-trade"  was 
aoolished  without  compensation,  but 
slavery  did  not  exist  in  this  country. 
It  had  been  held  to  be  illegal,  and  when 
the  property  in  slaves  was  being  dealt 
with,  it  was  compensated  for  by  a  very 
large  sum  of  money.  I  do  not  think 
the  analogy  is  a  very  forcible  one. 
It  was  an  illegal  thing  to  hold  a  slave 
in  England,  but  in  the  Colonies  it  had 

The  Earl  of  Halsbury. 


been   allowed    to    grow   up,    and   this 
country  was    willing  at  immense  sacri- 
fiec  to  render  it  illegal  in  the  Colonee. 
But    although     people    had     detained 
these  slaves  by  means  which  certainly 
could'  hardly  be  defended,  even  in  the 
extreme  case,  this  country  would  not 
abolish  the    property  in  sUives  without 
granting  ample  compensation*    I  have 
only  to  say  that  wh*t  seems  to  me  to 
be  the  vice  of  this  attempted  le^lation 
is  that  it  disregards  the  rights  which  have 
grown   up,    that   it   attempts    to   take 
possession  of  and  to  claim  property  in  a 
trade  to  which  the  State  has  never  laid 
claim  before,  and  to  do  that  in  defiance 
of   rights   which   have   grown   up   and 
which  everybody  has  regarded  as  what 
the  State  itself  was  bomid  to  respect; 
and  it  seeks  to    do  this    in    order   to 
increase  the  area   of  taxation  as  well 
as   nominally  to  assist  temperance  in 
this  country. 

The  Earl  of  R08BBERY :  My 
Lords,  I  shall  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  in  the  arguments 
which  he  has  addressed  to  the  Home, 
partly  because  they  have  been  essentially 
legal,  and  in  any  polemic  with  regaxd 
to  a  legal  questioii  I  feel  how  entirely 
I  should  be  at  a  disadvantage  with  the 
illustrious  Judge  who  has  just  sat  down. 
My  object  is  a  much  simpler  and  a  much 
narrower  one.  It  is,  in  the  limited  time 
at  my  disposal,  to  express  as  clearly 
and  as  succinctly  as  I  can  my  individual 
reasons  for  giving  a  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill — a  vote  which  I 
give  without  the  slightest  hesitatiott 
and  without  the  slightest  doubt,  a  vote, 
not  for  all  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but 
certainly  for  the  fundamental  principle 
that  underlies  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  one  who,  in  so  vast  a  measure 
as  this — too  vast,  if  I  may  humbly  of  er 
a  criticism  upon  it — would  be  prepared 
to  give  unhesitating  approval  to  all  Hs 
details.  I  very  much  doubt  if  any 
member  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  able,  »fi  foro  can$cienii€e,  to  gire 
full  approval  to  every  detail  of  this 
enormous  measure. 


There  has  been  one  or  two  points  Xq 
which  exception  has  been  taken  in  this 
House,  and  with  that  exception  I  feel 
considerable  sympathy.    There  has  been 
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the  point  raised  by  the  Bishop  of  Bristol 
m  Ae  interesting  speech  which  he  made 
kst  night  as  to  the  question  of  clubs — 
rhether  they  have  been  sufficiently  dealt 
fidi  where  public-houses  have  been  so 
strietly  dealt  with.  There  has  been  the 
<]iM9tk>n  of  boards.  There,  I  confess, 
I  thought  ike  remarks  of  my  noble 
frifliid  the  noble  Biarquess  were  not 
n&JQst  and  were  not  ill-applied.  It  has 
bm  too  much  the  practice  of  this 
GoYvmment  to  place  in  the  centre  of 
their  Bill,  whatever  Bill  it  may  be,  a 
veU-paid  board  which  is  to  fulfil  the 
foBctions  that  we  hoped  local  bodies  were 
oQBpetent  to  discharge.  That  is  the 
fliw  from  the  Liberal  point  of  view, 
&ad  I  think  a  grave  flaw,  and  I  wish 
th^t  my  noble  friends  would,  in  their 
muaies  which  I  wish  to  support,  avoid 
imposiiig  on  us  any  more  of  this  bureau- 
entic  rtgime. 

Then  there  is  the  question  of  the 
^Mneness  of  the  public-houses  in  rural 
(bskiiots.  There,  again,  I  was  in  agree- 
oat  with  the  noble  Marquess.  I  do 
think  that  would  be  a  great  grievance. 
Xo  0!ie  in  this  House,  I  hope,  no  one 
except  a  fanatic  outside  this  House, 
wiahee  to  deprive  the  poor  man  of  his 
beer.  The  labourer  in  the  country  has, 
alter  all,  but  few  enjoyments  and  few 
ibices  in  his  dreary  life.  The  one  great 
idTtntagc  that  he  does  enjoy,  the  purity 
of  the  country  air,  he  does  not  in  the 
leut  appreciate,  and  I,  at  any  rate, 
shoBld  feel  very  sorry  if  I  was  going  to 
^t>te  lor  a  measure  which  tended  in  any 
nj  to  narrow  and  to  stint  the  legitimate 
wjoyment  of  the  working  man.  And, 
*^m,  I  do  not  think  that  the  intro- 
dnction  of  local  veto  was  either  necessary 
Of  advisable  in  this  measure.  But  all 
these  were  points,  if  not  for  dealing  with 
in  Committee,  at  any  rate  for  negotiation, 
uid  1  confess  I  do  regret,  and  I  think 
that  everybody  who  has  the  interests  of 
temperance  at  heart,  to  whatever  party 
he  may  belong,  will,  in  his  heart  of 
h«»rt«,  regret  that  this  great  opportunity 
^  settling  this  question  is,  apparently, 
»bottt  to  te  lost,  and  that  no  opportunity 
'fill  be  given  either  for  revision  in  Com- 
mittee or  for  negotiation. 

Hke  great  principle,  after  all,  that 
^  who  vote  fcHT  the  Second  Heading 
<9vo^  for  and  emphasising  emphatic- 


ally is  the  principle  of  the  time-limit. 
My  noble  friend  Lord  St.  Aldwyn,  in 
his  speech  last  night,  which,  as  usual, 
displayed  that  masterly  grasp  of  principle 
and  detail  which  distinguishes  him — 
in  the  last  sentence  of  that  speech,  which, 
he  will  excuse  me  for  imagining,  up  to 
the  last  few  sentences,  was  a  speech 
in  advocacy  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  jibbed  suddenly  and  in  a 
startling  manner  at  the  time-limit.  The 
time-limit  is  the  principle  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  the  principle  which  all  who  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  have  at  hearty 
and,  rf  the  noble  Viscount  cannot  swallow 
that  principle,  it  is  quite  clear  that  His 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  claim  his 
vote. 

There  is  something  in  this  discussion 
which  we  have  gained,  and  that  is,  I 
think,  a  certain  amount  of  common 
ground  in  discussing  this  question.  No 
speaker  has  alleged,  and  no  Member 
of  this  House  has  even  thought  of  desir- 
ing, anything  but  what  he  in  his  heart 
believes  to  be  the  interests  of  temperance. 
Temperance  is  on  every  tongue.  It  is^ 
I  believe,  at  the  back  of  every  mind, 
and  that  admission  which  lurks  behind 
and  below  our  discussion  is,  after  all,  a 
great  admission.  As  against  the  Bill 
as  an  instrument  of  temperance  we 
have  heard  a  great  deal.  Everyone 
on  this  side  of  the  House  appears  to 
think  that  it  is  not  likely  to  promote 
temperance.  The  Bishop  of  Bristol, 
I  confess,  astonished  me  by  the  original 
position  he  took  up.  He  confessed 
himself  an  almost  fanatical  teetotaller. 
No  drop  of  alcohol  ever  crosses  his 
threshold ;  no  member  of  his  family 
or  household  ever  touches  it.  And 
yet  he  cannot  vote  for  this  Bill.  Why  ? 
Not  because  there  are  not  an  enormous 
number  of  provisions  and  clauses  in 
the  Bill  of  which  he  approves,  but  be- 
cause it  does  not  deal  sufficiently  drastic- 
ally with  clubs.  I  ask,  with  all  reverence, 
was  there  ever  such  a  case  of  straining 
at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  camel  as 
a  right  rev.  Prelate  voting  against  a  Bill 
on  such  a  narrow  issue  as  that  ? 

As  regards  this  question  of  temperance, 
I  myself  do  not  profess  to  be  so  versed 
in  the  great  populations  of  our  cities 
as  to  be  able  to  say  whether  this  Bill 
will  in  reality  promote  temperance  or 
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not.  It  is  not  easy  to  say  of  any  Bill 
what  it  will  promote  or  what  it  wijl  not, 
wliat^ver  its  aim  may  be.  But  I  ^o  look 
to  the  great  body  of  expert  bpinion 
which  is  ranged  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
I  do  not  profess,  on  every  secular  subject, 
to  accept  the  guidance  of  the  right  rev. 
bench,  but  I  do  say  that  their  practically 
unanimous  support  of  this  Bill,  not 
merely  because  they  are  bishops  sitting 
in  lawn  sleeves  on  red  benches,  but 
because  they  are  men  who  have  worked 
in  the  great  parishes  of  our  towns,  does 
weigh  with  undoubted  authority. 

I  think  the  noble  Marquess  discounted 
*  little  the  temperance  addresses  and 
votes  that  are  sent  up  from  every  quarter 
of  the  country  in  favour  of  this  Bill 
as  an  instrument  of  temperance.  He 
said  they  were  apt  to  be  mechanically 
produced.  I  do  not  deny  that  political 
resolutions  have  been  and  are  and  will 
be  mechanically  produced,  but  I  do  say 
that,  by  every  feeling  of  the  pulse  of 
the  coimtry  that  we  can  obtain,  we 
are  convinced  that  that  great  feci  ion  of 
the  country  which  has  temperance  as  its 
main  object  is  profoundly  stirred  in  its 
enthusiasm  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  and  that  is  a  fact  which  none 
of  us  can  lose  sight  of 

But  I  will  give  my  noble  friend  the 
temperance  association^,  the  temperance 
party.  I  will  admit,  if  he  chooses, 
for  the  purposes  of  argument  that 
they  are  engaged  in  a  strife  to  the 
death  with  what  is  called  "the  trade," 
and  that  they  dislike  the  party  opposed 
to  them,  which  they  think  is  wrapped  up 
in  the  trade.  I  will  give  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  body  of  public  opinion, 
though  I  myself  attach  the  greates*: 
importance  to  it.  But  you  cannot  say 
that  the  bishops  have  any  sinister  motive 
in  advocating  this  Bill  You  cannot 
say  that  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Free  Churches,  who  are,  I  believe, 
practically  unanimous  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  can  have  any  sinister  motive  and 
interest  in  promoting  it?  You  cannot 
say  that  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
and  priesthood,  who  also,  I  believe,  give 
a  disinterested  and  solid  support  to  the 
measure,  or  of  the  Presbyterian  Churches 
of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland,  who  also  give 
a  united  voice  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
And,  therefore,  though  I  admit  I  am 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery. 


not  able  by  experience  to  forecast  what 
the  temperance  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be, 
I  cannot  overlook  the  enormous  strength 
of  the  spiritual,  disinterested,  unselfish 
mass  of  opinion  which  backs  it  as  a 
temperance   measure. 

While  I  feel  that,  I  do  not  deny  that  I 
rather  share  the  view  that  was  fre- 
quently expressed  by  the  late  Lord 
Salisbury  that  you  cannot  look  for  an 
improvement  of  intemperate  habits 
merely  to  legislation  or  even  mainly  to 
legislation.  It  must  come  from  the 
moral  elevation  and  improvement  of  the 
people.  It  does  not  follow  from  that 
tluit  we  should  neglect  the  mere  mechan- 
ical and  legislative  methods.  I  believe 
it  is  common  ground  that  a  licence  in 
strict  law — I  emphasise  the  words  in 
strict  law — confers  only  a  twelvemonth's 
interest,  and  that  it  can  be  terminated 
by  a  ruthless  and  intolerant  State  at  the 
end  of  that  twelvemonth.  From  that, 
however,  I  deduce  the  conclusion  that 
it  is  madness  and  suicidal  to  identify  the 
cause  of  property  at  large  with  this 
annual  licence  as  if  it  constituted  a  free- 
hold licence.  If  I  were  a  Socialist — 
which,  thank  God,  I  am  not  —  and 
wanted  to  attack  property,  there  is 
nothing  in  which  I  should  rejoice  so 
much  as  identification  of  the  cause  of 
property  with  the  cause  of  the  annual 
licence  in  drink. 

And  here  I  come  to  ground  on  which  I 
shall  find  more  sympathy  with  noble 
Lords  behind  me.  We  all  admit  that 
by  the  negligence  or  the  policy  of  suc- 
cessive Governments — and  the  negli- 
gence rather  than  the  policy — an  equit- 
able or  a  traditional  interest  has  grown 
up  beyond  the  strict  law,  which  may  be 
called  the  expectation  of  renewal  in  the 
case  of  good  conduct,  which  <^nnot  be 
ignored.  The  State  itself  has  not  only  n  >t 
ignored  it,  but  has  made  a  pretty  good 
thing  out  of  it  at  times.  I  am  at  issue 
with  the  Government  as  to  the  inferences 
to  be  drawn  from  the  imposition  of  death 
duties.  It  was  argued  last  night  that 
the  State  only  levied  death  duties  on 
the  present  value  of  objects  which  might 
decline  or  increase  in  value.  It  might 
be  a  share  or  a  racehorse,  and  no  ooe 
knows  better  than  1  the  varying  value 
of  a  racehorse  as  it  passes  from 
a     position     of     unrivalled      triuiapk 
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to  one  of  complete  decrepitude.  But 
there  is  a  f  ir.dame  ital  difiference 
wkich  has  been  missed  by  all  who  have 
argued  this  question  of  the  death  duties. 
It  is  that  the  property  on  which  the 
State  is  levying  the  death  duties  it  might 
tike  away  and  be  actually  intendmg 
to  take  away  within  a  few  months. 
The  State,  even  in  its  most  impassioned 
robbing  of  hen-roosts,  will  not  expect 
to  find  a  racehorse  in  them.  It  is  im- 
possible to  say  that  in  every  case  the 
State  can  intervene  in  any  possible 
contemplation  of  removing  all  value 
from  the  share  or  from  the  racehorse 
within  a  few  months  of  its  levying  full 
duties  on  its  highest  possible  value.  If 
you  wanted  any  establishment  of  the  fact 
—which,  perhaps,  yoxx  do  not — ^that  there 
is  a  real  traditional  value  beyond  the 
strict  legal  value  of  a  licence,  you  have 
it  in  the  case  of  the  death  duties. 

~  Let  me  take  an  analogy  which,  I  think, 
holds  good.  Just  before  the  great  Re- 
form Bill  Sb  Mark  Wood  sold  Gratton 
Ptrk  to  Lord  Monson  for  an  enormous 
som  of  money.  The  value  of  the  park 
WAS  relatively  a  small  part  of  the  price, 
but  it  had,  as  an  essential  part  of  it, 
what  the  auctioneer  used  to  call  the 
elegant  contingency  of  the  power  of 
returning  two  Members  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  rather  think  the  Reform 
Bill  was  in  sight,  but  it  was  less  than  two 
Teats  before  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill  Supposing  the  State  had  sold 
Gstton  Park  to  Lord  Monson  and  had 
St  the  same  time  both  the  will  and  the 
power  to  take  away  the  principal  part 
of  its  value,  surely  his  Lordship  would 
hsve  had  som^  right  of  recovery  from 
the  State,  and  it  would  have  been  felt 
thst  the  State,  in  the  language  of  slang, 
had  been  playing  it  rather  low  down. 
I  think  we  cannot  deny  that  when  the 
State  levies  duties  on  the  full,  though 
transient,  value  of  a  public-house;  it  has 
acknowledged  an  interest  which  has 
accrued  to  it  which  is  far  beyond  the 
I^  interest,  and,  indeed,  if  it  did  not 
do  so  we  should  not  have  had  this  Bill, 
or  the  B  U  would  be  of  a  totally  different 
nature,  excluding  all  allusion  to  com- 
pensation and  not  requiring  a  time- 
limit. 

My  Lords,  the  State  by  its  negligence 
or  apathy  has  allowed  this  interest  to 
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grow  up,  and  in  strict  logic  it  should 
pay  the  compensation,  or  most  of  the 
compensation.  It  has  allowed  and  toler- 
ated this  imderstanding — it  has  almost 
encouraged  it — ^and  why  should  the 
burden  be  laid  on  others  which  is  due  only 
to  that  amorphous  being  which  is  called 
the  State  ?  But  that  is  outside  the 
region  of  practical  politics.  In  the  first 
place,  the  State  could  not  afford  to  do 
it.  We  had  a  lurid  picture  from  a  noble 
Lord  from  Wales  last  night  as  to  the 
state  of  our  national  finance,  but  it  struck 
me  as  pale  compared  to  the  reality; 
and  with  £180,000,000  ear-marked  to 
Ireland — ^that  Wghly  blessed  country — 
and  with  a  deficit  of  £25,000,000  or  so 
in  sight,  it  would  be  ridiculous  to  propose 
to  any  practical  Assembly  the  purchase  "^ 
of  public-houses  by  the  State.  Nor 
would  it  be  permitted.  No  one  can  deny 
that  at  present  the  great  temperance 
party,  which  was  so  powerful  as  to 
prevent  Lord  Groschen's  object  being 
carried  into  effect  in  1889  or  1890,  would 
be  equally  strong  enough  to  prevent 
any  such  proposal  as  that  being  carried 
into  effect  now.  I  only  mentioned  it 
as  showing  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
logical  deduction  from  the  facts  I  have, 
mentioned,  and  I,  therefore,  dismiss  it. 

We  must  seek  another  way,  and  we 
fall  back  on  the  principle  of  the  time- 
limit.  It  is  not  a  very  new  principle. 
Lord  Peel  and  his  minority  recom- 
mended a  very  much  shorter  limit  than 
is  laid  down  in  this  Bill,  and  it  was 
brought  forward,  though  without  a 
clause  relating  to  compensation,  in  this 
House  in  1904  by  Archbishop  Temple, 
who  received  substantial  and  valuable 
support.  I  think  myself  that  there  is 
much — everything — to  be  said  as  apart 
from  a  money  compensation,  though  in 
this  Bill  they  are  coupled,  for  an  ex- 
hausture  of  the  interest  by  efflux  of 
time.  I  do  not  much  trust  analogies, 
but  if  I  had  to  offer  an  analogy  to  the 
position  of  the  licence-holder  it  would  be 
that  of  the  squatters  on  an  estate  who 
have  been  tolerated  by  the  owner — who 
have  been  told  they  might  remain  for 
another  twelve  months,  but  who  are 
without  a  legitimate  or  prolonged  tenure. 
And  surely  in  a  position  such  as  that 
you  would  be  dealing  very  liberally 
with  the  squatter  if  you  said  :  You  must 
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go  in  twenty-one  years,  and  for  twenty- 
one  years  you  shall  remain  free  and 
undisturbed.  I  entirely  agreed  with 
my  noble  friend,  Lord  Ribblesdale, 
when  he  said  last  night  that  the  trade 
had  had  fair  warning.  My  noble  friend 
Lord  St.  Aldwyn  extracted  from  that 
speech  many  other  admissions  which 
were  concealed  from  me  by  the  golden 
haze  of  autobiographical  reminiscences. 
But  I  do  think  that  my  noble  friend 
was  right  in  what  he  advanced  on  that 
point.  The  action  of  the  Liberal  Party 
before,  at  the  time,  and  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1904  must  have  shown 
the  trade  that  there  was  a  great  party 
in  the  State,  sooner  or  later  certain  to 
\  come  into  power,  which  did  mean  to 
deal  drastically  with  the  trade. 

My  Lords,  I  come  to  the  question  of 
why  should  the  State  resume  these 
rights.  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  a 
most  overwhelming  ground  for  more 
than  one  reason  for  resuming  those  rights, 
as  I  must  continue  to  call  them.  Li  the 
first  place,  it  is  the  first  and  the  necessary 
step  in  any  real  policy  of  temperance 
reform  in  this  countrv.  Until  the  State 
resumes  the  rights  which  it  has  allowed 
to  be  weakened  and  almost  to  expire  in  its 
hands,  there  can  be  no  eSective  reform 
having  temperance  for  its  object  in  this 
<;ountry.  And  remember  this,  that  every 
year  that  passes  with  the  present  state 
of  things  undisturbed  and  unremedied 
strengthens  that  interest  as  against  the 
interest  of  the  State.  The  second  reason 
is  this.  The  State  has  lost,  is  losing,  and 
must  lose  until  it  resumes  its  control  of 
the  vast  monopoly  value  in  licences  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Here  I  must  observe 
that  my  noble  and  learned  predecesscr 
in  this  debate  was  unable  to  understand 
what  rights  the  State  had  and  what  was 
meant  by  a  monopoly,  and  what  there 
was  to  resume.  He  said  that  it  was 
like  any  other  trade,  like  the  grocer's 
trade,  for  instance,  and  that  the  State 
had  no  right  to  interfere.  I  never 
thought  to  live  to  hear  such  a  doctrine 
as  that  announced  from  so  responsible 
a  quaiter. 

What  is  the  foundation  of  all  this 
property  ?  It  is  the  annual  licence. 
What  would  the  property  be  worth 
without  it  ?  Its  value  as  a  dwelling-house 
or^as  a  warehouse,  or  whatever  else  for 
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which  the  building  is  fitted.    The  difier- 
ence    between    these    two    values — the 
value  of  the  house  as  a  place  of  resort 
for    drinking    purposes,    and    the  value 
for    any    other    purpose — is    the    value 
which  is  given  by  the  State   annually 
when  it  confers  that  licence.    My  noble 
friend  asked  :    "  What  is  this  vmhic  ?  " 
I  will  give  him  an  illustration.     There  v  as 
a  licence  granted  in  London,  and  the  man 
who  received  it  was  offered  £18,000  for 
it  before  he  left  the  hall.    The  State, 
for  no  consideration,  practically  presented 
that    man    with    £18,000.    He     wisely 
refused  the  offer,  and  sold  the  premises 
for  something  nearer  £80,000.     That  i* 
the  sort  of  interest  wbich  the  State  has 
been  allowing  to  run  to  waste  during  all 
these  years,  and  which  my  noble  friends 
in  the  Government  are  attempting  to  stay 
and  to  resume.    You  may  say  that  the 
man  who  got  the  licence  had  to  pay  duty 
on  the  liquor  which  he  sold ;   he  had  to 
pay  a  licence  duty ;  he  did  not  get  it  for 
nothing.      Of  course  he  did  not ;    but 
he  knew  that  he  would  have  to  pay 
duties  on  liquor,  and  that  he  would  have 
to  pay  for  a '  licence ;    so  what  he  was 
anxious   to   pay   £18,000   for    was   the 
privilege    of   scaling   these   duty-paying 
liquors,  and  he  was  also  paying  for  this 
annual  licence.    When  you  consider  the 
financial   position   of   this   country,   as 
described  by  Lord  St.  Da\id's  last  night, 
and  to  which  I  might  add*  a  few  touches 
if  I  had  leisure,  it  does  seem  a  most 
unfortunate  circumstance  that  sueoessive 
(Governments  should  have  contrived  to 
allow  so  vast  an  increment  and  so  huge  a 
property  to  escape. 

Then  there  is  the  third  point  on  wluch 
I  hold  it  to  be  necessary  that  the  State 
should  recover  its  interest  in  these 
licences.  It  is,  to  my  mind,  the  gravest 
of  all,  and  it  goes  the  deepest  of  aU. 
It  is  only  by  that  means  you  can  xedoce 
to  its  proper  position  that  vast  infloeoce 
which  grows  and  is  growing,  has  been 
and  is  growing,  and  will  soon  be  br 
too  powerful  for  the  State.  My  nobie 
friend  did  me  the  honour  to  quote  words 
of  mine  uttered  many  years  ago,  and 
tS  which  I  adhere  in  their  fullest  extent. 
If  the  State  does  not  c<mtroI  the  trade, 
the  trade  will  control  the  SUte.  Whit 
is  that  power  ?  Eighty  per  cent,  of 
the  houses  in  England  are  tied  houses 
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under  the  inflaence  and  at  the  disposal 
of  a  certain  number  of  great  members 
of  this  trade.  When  you  realise  that 
every  public-house  is  a  centre  of  social 
life  and  action  in  its  neighbourhood, 
as  well  as  of  great  political' influence, 
you  can  conceive  what  this  power  is 
irkich  in  the  interests  of  the  State 
require  to  be  limited  and  controlled. 
One  pOTtion  of  its  interest  is  entirely 
epposed  to  the  interests  of  the  State. 
I  do  not  believe  the  trade  wants  drunken- 
ness. Drunkenness  injures  the  trade. 
Bat  the  trade  naturally  wants  drinking 
— drinking  short  of  excess  ;  and  in  that 
respect,  and  as  far  as  it  goes,  the  interest 
ef  the  trade  is  opposed  to  the  interest 
of  the  State. 

That  is  the  smallest  part.  It  inter- 
^res  at  every  point  and  in  every  fibre 
with  your  political  and  your  mimicipal 
life.  I  do  not  care  with  which  party 
It  is  identified.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  matter  of  comparative  indifEerence ; 
bat  the  trade  is  generally  supposed, 
and  I  believe  rightly  supposed,  to  support 
the  Conservative  Party.  I  say  that 
tlus  trade,  from  my  own  observation, 
and  not  with  a  desire  to  reflect  on  my 
excellent  friends  engaged  in  it,  poisons 
the  very  sources  of  your  political  and 
monicipal  life.  It  poisons  your  political 
lait,  because  the  persons  engaged  in  it, 
wben  it  comes  to  a  general  election  or 
any  particular  election,  ask  themselves, 
not  what  is  the  best  for  the  Empire, 
not  what  is  the  best  foi:  the  public, 
Iwt  what  is  the  best  for  the  trade.  In 
municipal  life :  no  one  can  have  been 
«igsged  in  municipal  work  for  any 
time  or  almost  in  any  community  without 
seeing  that  candidates  are  chosen  not 
vith  reference  to  their  character,  not 
with  reference  to  their  purity,  but 
entirely  in  deference  to  their  subserviency 
^  the  trade.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
<>Bewho  has  been  intermixed  with  the 
public  life  of  this  country  will  dispute 
4at  grave  allegation  ;  and  I  venture  to 
saj  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest,  in 
^  highest  public  interest,  that  this 
<lnnking  should  be  brought  within 
nteasnrable  size,  and  brought  within 
^  control  of  the  State. 

These  are  the  broad  and  deep  grounds 
'^  which  I   should  cordially  vote  for 


the 'Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  But 
there  are  some  main  purposes  of  this 
measure  on  which  I  ask  leave  to  say  a 
few  words.  It  may  be  said — ^and.  I 
think  it  was  said  by  the  Bishop  of 
London  last  night — ^that  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill  will  close  the  era  of  temperance 
legislation,  and  that  it  will  be  long  years 
to  come  before  anything  will  be  effected 
in  this  direction.  I  do  not  share  that 
view.  I  think  it  is  almost  in  some  ways 
a  view  less  pessimistic  Which  I  tabs. 
I  believe  that  we  are  only  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  long  vista  o£  years  of  legis- 
lation on  this  subject,  legislaticm  on 
the  part  of  those  who  promote  tem- 
perance, and  legislation  on  behalf  of  those 
who  protect  what  they  believe  to  be 
property.  It  will  also  have  an  embitter- 
ing effect  on  the  cause  of  temperance, 
and  on  the  trade  itself  it  must  have  a 
most  disturbing  influence.  Sometimes 
it  will  find  itself  in  a  state  of  dejection 
because  it  will  not  know  what  party 
is  coming  into  power  and  what  it  may 
effect  in  legislation.  Though  I  for  one 
am  no  champion,  as  will  be  seen,  of  the 
trade  as  a  whole,  and  though  I  respect 
many  of  the  individuals  engaged  in 
it,  I  do  regret  that  any  great  commercial 
interests  should  exist  subject  to  the 
constant  alternatives  of  competing  and 
warring  legislation.  i 

This  may  go  on,  but  I  think  that  I 
know  what  wUl  happen.  The  nation  will 
grow  impatient,  and  will  say  :  "  We  are 
weary  of  this  fooling  ;  come  to  an  under- 
standing ;  we  must  have  this  settled 
by  the  co-operation  of  both  parties  in  the 
State;  a  settlement  we  must  have." 
That  has  happened,  or  is  likely  to  happen, 
with  regard  to  education.  How  many 
Bills  have  each  side  introduced  with 
regard  to  education  in  the  last  few 
years ;  how  much  time  have  they  wasted 
of  both  parties  ?  The  State  will  not 
tolerate  these  interminable  polemics, 
and  it  demands  that  the  question  should 
be  settled  on  the  basis  of  the  common - 
sense  view  of  the  community  at  large. 

If  you  review  the  course  of  social 
legislation  you  will  see  that  that  social 
legislation  only  endures  which  is  founded 
on  a  compromise.  Political  legislation 
and  political  laws  which  are  plac^  on  the 
Statute-book,  irreversible  and  irremov- 
able, and  indeed  the  ^ole  history  of 
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social  legislatioD,  are  the  result  of  com- 
promise, That  is  why  I  look  with  a 
favourable  eye  upon  this  measure.  When 
I  was  the  Chairman  of  the  London 
County  Council  there  were  some  gentle- 
men of  moderate  opinion  on  the  body. 
One  of  the  stoutest  and  most  stalwart 
once  rose  to  his  feet  and  said  :  ''  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  'ates  compromises."  That 
is,  I  believe,  the  feeling  of  stalwarts  on 
both  sides,  perhaps  more  grammatically 
expressed.  I  myself,  sitting  on  the 
cross  benches,  do  not  view  compromise 
with  that  aversion  or  with  such  horror 
as  my  friend  of  the  London  County 
Council.  I  hoped  that  we  might  have 
passed  the  Second  Reading  with  a  view 
to  a  possible  compromise. 

I  know  the  noble  Marquess  said  the 
other  day  that  the  interpretation  of 
privilege  in  another  place  had  rendered 
the  task  of  amending  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee extremely  difficult  for  this  House. 
In  the  history  of  compromises  which  I 
can  recollect  in  this  House  it  was  not 
always  necessary  to  be  barred  by  privilege. 
There  were  such  things  as  overtures 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House,  inter- 
conmiunications,  negotiations.  Those 
were  most  fruitful  during  the  controversy 
in  relation  to  the  Irish  Church,  when 
Her  late  Majesty  did  not  disdain  to 
intervene  and  when  the  father-in-law 
of  the  most  rev.  Primate  played  so  dis- 
tinguished a  part.  I  confess  I  hoped 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Viscount 
last  night  that  there  might  be  some  idea 
of  compromise  in  the  air.  Have  my 
noble  friends  (pointing  to  the  front 
Opposition  bench)  approached  the  (Jov- 
emment  in  any  way  to  find  out  what 
they  are  ready  to  yield,  what  they  are 
willing  to  concede,  what  they  regard  as 
vital,  and  what  in  the  opinion  of  all  may 
be  preserved  in  the  Bill  ?  If  they  have 
not  done  that  they  have  not  exhausted 
the  political  resources  of  which  they  are 
the  masters.  1  deeply  regret  it.  I 
think  you  are  missing  an  opportunity 
of  settling  this  question  on  broad  lines 
which  may  not  easily  return. 

After  all,  we  in  this  House  all  want 
practically  the  same  thing  ;  all  sensible 
men  in  this  country  want  the  same  thing. 
We  do  not  wish  to  deprive  anybody  of 
necessary  comfort,  solace,  or  enjoyment. 
We  do  wish  to  do  away  with  degrading 
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drunkenness  which  is  the  curse  of  oar 
nation,  and  the  curse  not  merely  of  them- 
selves but  of  their  posterity  on  whom  will 
devolve  in  time  the  burden  of  Empire* 
If  I  may  borrow  th^  phrase  of  Arch- 
bishop Magee,  we  wish  to  see  England 
not  merely  free,  but  sober  also ;  not 
merely  sober,  but  free,  because  the 
drunkard  is  the  greatest  slave  of  all. 
If  you  miss  this  opporttmity  of  settling 
this  question,  the  time  will  come,  I  hope 
not  long  hence,  when  the  nation  itaelf 
will  insist  on  your  factions  coming  to  an 
agreement,  will  insist  on  the  waters  of 
politics  not  being  disturbed  by  this 
noxious  and  troubling  question.  What- 
ever may  be  the  GovemuMnt  under 
whose  rigime  this  reconciliation  may 
take  place,  sure  I  am  thit  in  (}od^s  own 
good  time  it  will  come.  When  it  does 
come  it  will  of  course  redound  to  the 
honour  and  glory  of  the  transient  Govern- 
ment in  power,  but  it  will  redound 
infinitely  more  to  the  glory  of  both 
the  great  historical  parties  which  shall 
have  condescended  to  drop  their  issues 
and  come  to  an  agreement  on  a  sub- 
ject so  far-reaching  and  so  vital. 

*LoRD  ROBERTSON :  The  noble  Earl 
has  told  us  that  in  his  judgment  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  is  the  time-limit. 
It  is  that  which  fascinates  him  in  this 
measure,  and  apparently  his  devotion  to 
the  time-limit  is  such  that  he  is  ready  to 
support  it  with  or  without  compensation, 
that  he  regarded  it  merely  as  an  accident 
that  in  this  measure  there  was  compensa- 
tion. Now,  I  commend  to  the  attention 
of  the  many  who  regard  the  noble  Earl 
as  a  rallying  point  of  moderation  on  the 
Liberal  side  this  most  recent  exposition 
of  his  principles  of  social  economy.  I 
must  own  that  I  heard  with  great  surprise 
various  of  his  developments.  Apparently 
his  object  is,  whether  this  measure  b#one 
really  to  promote  temperance  or  not, 
to  pounce  upon  the  liquor  trade  profits, 
and  he  singularly  enough  gave  an 
instance  of  the  enormous  mistake  the 
State  is  making  in  not  getting  hoM  of 
those  profits  by  telling  us  that  in  one  case 
in  London  £18,000  was  the  price  of  an 
off-licence.  I  could  not  help  wondering 
if  the  noble  Earl  realised  in  tus  own  mind 
that  the  reason  why  that  £18,000  should 
be  offered  was  that  the  offerer  relied 
upon  a  renewal,  and  yet  this  is  the  olaas  ci 
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Jomh  whom  the  noble  Earl  copsiders  it 
appropriate  to  call  squatters,  and  of 
whom  he  say^  they  have  no  right  what- 
ever, except  mere  tolerance,  to  enjoy  the 
possession* 
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I  have  heard  with  great  interest,  and, 
I  most  own,  some  surprise  the  cavalier 
way  in  which  the  noble  Earl  disposed  of 
the  case  of  his  friends  on  the  matter  of 
temperance,  because  he  tells  you  that  he, 
lor  his  part,  regards  it  as  an  open  question 
whether  this  Bill  will  promote  temper- 
»nce  at  afl.  He  is  convinced  it  will,  only 
heeause  the  clerical  element  tells  him  so, 
snd  he  says  :  "  They  know  much  more 
about  it  than  I  do,  and  no  doubt  they 
we  right."  I  believe  he  overrates  the 
concurrence  of  the  clerical  element  in 
that  opinion,  and  I  am  well  informed  that 
throughout  the  country  there  is  a  very 
strong  feeling  to  the  opposite.  But  I  want 
to  point  out  to  the  House  that  in  this 
Tcry  eminent  supporter  of  this  temperance 
measure  there  is  a  complete  scepticism 
on  the  subject  of  its  curative  power,  and 
what  is  more  he,  like  many  of  your 
speakers  last  night,  is  content  with  merely 
the  title  of  the  Bill—that  it  is  a  Bill  about 
temperance — and  then  he  proceeds  to 
loToke  all  sorts  of  sacred  interests  to 
warn  us  of  the  terrible  danger  we  are 
raiming  in  going  against  the  temperance 
interest.  We  heard  something  like  that 
dnring  the  course  of  the  debate  last  night. 
What  we  are  always  told  is  :  **  You  must 
do  something ;  it  does  not  very  much 
matter  what,  but  do  something,  and  at  all 
€Tcnts  avoid  the  grave  responsibility  of 
lejecting  what  is  called  a  temperance 
measure.** 

Last  night  we  had  a  most  distinguished 
instance  of  that  process  of  reasoning. 
In  naming  the  Bishop  of  London  I  name 
tn  old  friend,  and  speak  of  him  with  the 
itmost  reverence  and  affection,  but  is  it 
Bot  the  case  that  I  accurately  describe 
his  speech  when  I  say  that  in  the  ex- 
oidium  there  was  a  blaze  of  statistics 
tbottt  the  drink  bill,  but  that  when  it 
hecamc  necessary  to  prove  by  experience 
and  fatct  the  main  proposition  about 
this  Bill,  that  it  would  reduce  the  amount 
ol  excessive  drinking,  he  had  recourse 
*o  tropes  and  anecdotes  and  that  statistics 
nnished.  The  Bill  is  said  to  be  one 
to  diminish  excessive  drinking  and 
drunkenness.    Does    the    closing    of    a 


public-house,  of  one  public-house,  stop 
that  drinking  which  has  taken  place  in 
that  public-house,  or  does  it  divert  it  1 
When  questions  of  that  kind  are  put  a 
most  engaging  spirit  of  courtesy  and 
tolerance  comes  over  the  speakers  on 
the  other  side.  They  say :  *'  We  do  not 
dogmatise  upon  that  subject."  I  have 
looked  into  such  statistics  as  are  at 
hand  upon  this  subject,  and  I  will  do  no 
more  than  say  this,  that  the  statistics 
are  equivocal;  in  some  places  the 
result  is  favourable,  in  others  it  is  neutral. 
I  am  confirmed  in  my  suspicion  about 
this  being  a  foregone  conclusion,  and 
not  the  result  of  experience,  by  the  entire 
absence  of  any  material  placed  before 
either  House  of  Parliament,  and  also  by 
the  scepticism  expressed  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down,  although  on 
this,  as  on  other  subjects,  I  should  prefer 
a  more  stable  guide. 

And  now  I  am  going  to  speak  from  a 
point  of  view  which  I  am  afraid  will  not 
commend  universal  assent  in  one  part  of 
the  House.  I  want  to  ask  the  authors  of 
this  Bill  what  is  their  theory  of  the  proper 
place  of  the  public-house  in  the  social 
economy  of  this  country.  Do  they  desire 
to  wipe  out  all  public-houses,  or  do  they 
desire  to  improve  and  regulate  them  ?  Now 
it  is  a  very  remarkable  fact  that  not 
once  in  the  speech  of  the  most  rev. 
Prelate,  not  once  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill, 
was  there  the  smallest  reference  to  what 
I  may  call  sober  drinkers.  The  public 
house,  as  sensible  people  must  allow, 
has  its  use  as  a  club  for  poor  people. 
A  great  many  men,  far  the  greater 
proportion  of  men  in  the  country,  go 
there  for  their  sober  glass  and  for  English 
jollity,  and  it  leaves  no  bad  taste  behind, 
and  I  am  amazed  that  men  who  profess 
to  study  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes  take  no  notice  of  that  vast  class 
of  the  community. 

I  put  it  to  the  Government :  "  What 
are  your  views  upon  this  subject  ?  Do 
you  consider  it  right  that  there  should 
be  a  progressive  annihilation  of  the 
public-house,  or  do  you  consider  that 
the  public-house  has  its  proper  place 
in  the  social  life  of  the  country  ?  "  I  am 
quite  sure  that  at  all  events  some  Member 
of  the  Government,  remenabering  the 
serried  ranks  of  teetotalism  in  the  other 
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Ho^e,  would  be  a  little  afraid  to  tell 
me  that  they  intended  to  pieserre  the 
^ublic-hoiiBes.  But  this  problem,  which 
IB  ignored  in  this  Bill,  is  one  of  the  most 
salient  problems  in  the  temperance 
question,  not  merely  in  relation  to  dubs 
and  ofi-licences,  but  in  relation  to  the 
general  enjoyment  of  the  people  of 
this  country ;  and  whether  it  is  popular 
or  not,  my  position  is  that  I  will  consent 
to  no  legislation  which  spoils  the  jollity  of 
English   life>    a^d    prevents  the    poor 

Eeople  having  the   sanie  rights  as  we 
ave. 

Hay  I  put  it  in  this  way  1  I  know  there 
are  exceptions,  but  most  of  us  meet 
together  at  dinner  parties  or  what  not, 
and  enjoy  our  wine  and  our  spirits. 
Could  we  face  the  poor  people  in  the 
country  and  say:  "That  is  very  good 
and  right  for  us,  but  we  will  shut  the 
doors  of  houses  where  you  can  enjoy 
similar  pleasure!"  I  go  further.  Unless 
you  mean  to  abolish  public-houses  al- 
together, you  have  a  duty,  not  merely 
to  the  publicans,  but  to  their  customers, 
to  secure  that  the  publicans  are  decent 
and  reputable,  and  how  can  you  expect  a 
decent,  irreproachable  man  to  engage  in 
that  trade  if  he  is  liable  to  have  his 
property  taken  from  him  at  six 
months  notice  t  You  cannot  evade  this 
question.  I  know  what  is  said,  for 
Regularity's  sake,  about  th?  immense 
importance  of  reducing  the  number  of 

{ublic-houses,  and  up  to  a  certain  point 
agree.  Redundant  public-houses  are  a 
nuisance  to  everybody.  But  the  duty 
of  the  State  is  never  to  lose  sight  of  the 
fact  that  publicans  are  the  ministers  and 
agents  of  social  pleasure  throughout  the 
country.  You  will  pounce  upon  them  if 
you  like — ^you  do  it  at  your  peril — ^but 
your  duty  is  to 'see  that  ikey  are  treated 
on  such  terms  as  wiU  ensure  their  living 
reputable  and  respectable  lives.  For 
that  reason  I  am  dead  against  creating  an 
insecurity  in  the  tenure  of  those  people. 
The  commonsense  of  Englishmen  has  put 
that  question  upon  the,  I  admit,  some- 
idiat  illogical,  but  very  intelligible,  footing 
upon  which  it  now  stands.  The  Legisla- 
ture has  shown  by  enactments  that  the 
man  who  holds  a  licence  and  has  presum- 
ably  proved  that  he  is  well  qualified  to 
hoM  it,  shall  continue  to  hoU  it;  and 
Ute  practical   result  is   that  there  has 

4  BUerlMm. 


grown  up  that  expectaticm  of  renewal 
which,  observe,  is  founded  upon  good 
conduct,  for  good  conduct  is  a  necessary 
condition  of  renewal.  That  expectation 
has  grown  up  and  is  one  of  the 
assets  of  the  man's  life.  I  am  not  going 
to  join  issue  with  the  lawyers,  amateur 
and  otherwise,  who  like  talking  about 
"freeholds,"  and  this  being  no  property* 
In  every  relation  of  life  every  person  who 
has  to  deal  with  the  man  who  held  such  a 
position  recognises  that  he  has  a  commer- 
cial interest  in  it,  and  I  need  hardly  say- 
that  in  transactions  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  party  they  have  recog- 
nised that,  as  in  the  case  of  the  "  Coach 
and  Horses  "  at  Portsmoutii.  But  I  am 
not  going  to  indulge  in  personalities  or 
tu  quojaes  on  a  subject  so  grave. 

I  hope  I  have  made  it  clear  that  whatever 
other  people  may  say  I  am  in  favour  of 
giving  these  men  such  expectation  of 
tenure  and  security  as  will  ensure  that 
the  right  men  are  attracted  to  the  business. 
May  I  say  one  word  upon  the  Act  of 
1904 1  I  think  that  Act  has  been  very 
greatly  misunderstood,  and  has  led  to  a 
good  deal  of  confusion  in  debate.  The 
Act  of  1904  did  not  enable  justices  to  da 
what  was  unlawful,  but  reminded  them 
that  in  the  course  of  lawful  administration 
they  could  put  down  houses  on  account 
of  redundancy.  At  the  same  time  there 
was  made  a  compulsory  insurance 
among  those  who  were  likely  to  profit 
by  the  cessation  of  one  of  the  houses,, 
and  the  person  who  lost  his  licence 
should  be  compensated,  if  you  choose 
to  use  the  word,  out  of  that  fuivd. 
Now,  observe,  the  essential  difference 
between  the  proposal  in  this  Bill  and 
the  Act  of  1904  is  this,  you  are  legalising 
what  would  be  illegal  without  tUs  Bill» 
It  is  illegal  for  magistrates  to  draw  up 
a  fine  schedule  about  a  proportion  of 
population  to  area  and  say  '^  We  wiU  act 
upon  this  ;  it  is  desperately  clever,  it  ia 
a  very  fine  scheme  and  we  will  act  upon 
it."  They  could  not  have  done  that 
and  that  is  the  essential  difference  be- 
tween the  two  cases.  In  this  case  you 
are  taking  from  these  men  that  asset 
which  I  lutve  described,  a  commercially 
valuable  asset  in  their  property.  You 
are  taking  that  from  hun,  and  I 
say  the  logical  result  is  not  that 
you     should    also   take    part    of    his 
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broth^a,  bat  that  the  State  should 
pay  for  it.  It  is  one  o{  the  merest 
commoiiplaces  of  legislation  that  the 
Sute,  if  it  takea  a  man's  interest.property, 
or  anything  you  like  from  him  that  is 
worth  moneyt  it  shall  pay  for  it,  and 
Accordingly  I  der.ounce  this  measure  as 
03e  which  does  wrong  to  persons  having 
TihiaUe  pecuniary  interest  and  takes 
tittir  property  from  them  for  nothing. 

Now  I  am  going  to  say  <tomething 
which  is,  perhaps,  very  bold,  but  the 
iDQst  rev.  Prelate  has  almost  challenged 
h.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  mentioned  i\ 
Us  Q>eech — %  matter  of  which  I  had 
never  heard  and  of  which  I  entirely  dis- 
spprove— about  people  writing  to  the 
elogy  and  saying  that  if  the  bishops  sup- 
port ihis  measure  they  will  withdraw 
tkeir  subacriptions.  I  hate  and  detest 
uything  of  the  kind,  but  I  am  aware  of 
tkis,  that  there  is  a  deep  feeling  of  dis- 
Appoiatment  that  in  what  seems  to  ma'^.y 
people  a  clear  case  of  right  and  wrong, 
tke  course  is  being  taken  by  the  bishops 
that  is  being  taken  at  present.  I  think 
nany  honest  people  who  make  no  pro- 
inuoi  of  being  better  than  their 
neighbours  but  are  sound,  good  men, 
are  shocked  that  it  should  be  considered 
the  hei^t  of  Christian  heroism  to 
tab  joyfully  the  spoiling  of  the  goods 
of  other  people. 


I  have  spoken  ot  the  direct  attack  upon 
dMe  men  and  I  need  hardly  do  more 
^  incidentally  remind  you  of  the 
gatiQtous  insertion  of  a  double-barrelled 
wheme  of  local  option.  Here,  again 
we  are  on  matters  of  principle.  I  will 
never  consent  to  a  majority  of  rate- 
pmrs  deciding  upon  whether  a  man 
^  have  his  drink  or  not,  and  it  is 
pccoHarty  odious  that  the  teetotilers 
amongst  the  middle  class  should  determine 
the  diet  of  the  poorer  classes.  I  hope 
^  a  strict  aocouat  will  be  taken  between 
political  parties,  and  between  Minister 
and  Opposition,  upon  questions  like  this, 
and  I  say  to  your  Lordships  you  need 
nevet  fear  if  you  interfere  on  this  occasion 
fo  pievent  not  merely  spoliation  but  an 
^*&ect  attack  upon  the  liberty  of  poor 
pwple  to  enjoy  themselves  as  they  like. 
*  hsve  assumed  that  people  have  a  right 
^^tonvivial  enjoyment,  and  not  the  less 
"•^•«ae  they  are  poor. 


I  am  quite  certain  that  any  measure 
of  temperance  reform  will  find  warm 
support  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  any 
measure  which  takes  the  publican  by  the 
hand,  recognises  his  responsibility,  sup- 
ports   him    in    his    responsibility    and 
induces  him  and  his  proprietors  to  better 
the  houses,  and  make  them  more  attrac- 
tive, to  introduce  more  amusements,  and 
more  amusements  will  divert  from  drink. 
But  I  am  not  going  to  make  the  pretence 
of  associating  myself  with  th^  fulsome 
flattery  of  teetotalers  which  has  been^ 
too  much  in  the  air  during  the  last  fe^ 
months.    The  worst  of  this  Bill  is  that 
when  one  examines  the  clauses  he  finds 
not  the  hand  of  the  philanthropist  at 
work,  the  hand  of  him  who  will  consider 
the  needs  of  men,  their  propensities,  their 
tastes  Mid  their  traditions,  but  through 
every  clause  you  see  the  scowl  of  the 
teetotal  lecturer.    Tour  Lordships  have 
had  various  exhortations  addressed  to 
you  as  to  your  duty  on  this  occasion.    I. 
think  that  converging  towards  my  noble 
friend's  Amendment  are  various  streams 
of  tendency  in  modern  politics  which 
are  irresistible.    I  will  never  believe  that 
we   shall    be    wrong   when    we    stand 
up     to     resist      direct     spoliation,    I 
believe  we  shall  not  be  wrong  when  we 
stand   up   to  resist  the  tyranny  of  a 
majority  especially  over  poor  people,  and 
I  will  rejoice  when  the  time  comes  when 
we  can  go  to  the  c  )untry  and  ask  them 
which  of  the  two  Houses  best  represents 
their  views. 


'^'Viscount  HALIFAX :  I  rise  because 
I  wish  to  correct  what  might  otherwise 
go  forth  as  a  grave  misi^pprehension. 
The  noble  Earl  who  spoke  just  now 
seemed  to  imply  that  the  whole  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  were  of 
one  mind  in  support  of  this  Bill.  My 
Lords,  that  is  not  the  case,  and  I  will 
appeal  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  and  I  will 
ask  him  whether  it  is  not  the  case  that  at 
the  Representative  Church  Cotmcil  which 
met  in  London  last  year,  there  was  not 
a  very  profound  and  grave  division  of 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  support  of  this 
Bill,  and  whether  the  gravest  appre- 
hensions were  not  expressed,  both  by 
clergy  and  laity,  as  to  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  in  regard  to  temperance.  I  think 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  will  not  deny  that 
fact.    There  is  one  other  point  I  wish 
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to  mention,  because  it  comes  within 
my  own  personal  experience.  I  Iiave 
had  some  experience  of  the  mining 
population  in  the  north  of  England. 
Close  to  my  home  at  the  present 
there  i^  about  to  be  opened  one  of 
the  very  largest  coal-pits  and  a  model 
village  has  been  built  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  those  who  will  work  in  that 
pit;  there  are  thousands  of  persons 
now  inhabitating  this  village.  Do  your 
Lordships  know  what  is  the  most  earnest 
desire  of  the  best  part  of  the  population 
in  that  village  ?  It  is  that  a  respectable 
public-house  may  be  opened  in  that 
village  in  order  that  something  may  be 
done  to  neutralise  the  effect  of  the  clubs 
which  are  the  very  curse  of  the  popu- 
lation. I  am  acquainted  with  a  man 
who  has  given  his  whole  life  to  working 
among  the  mining  populations  in  the 
North.  He  is  a  man  of  great  ability,  he 
is  a  man  who  does  not  agree  with  me 
upon  many  things,  but  it  is  impossible  to 
know  his  work  without  knowing  how 
admirable  it  is,  how  entirely  he  has 
devoted  himself  to  the  working  classes 
and  also  how  much  confidence  they  repose 
in  him.  He  said  to  me  only  the  other 
day  when  I  happened  to  meet  him : 
**  What  are  you  going  to  do  in  regard  to 
this  Licensing  Bill,  because  I  am  most 
sincerely  anxious  that  that  Bill  shall  not 
pass.  Among  those  with  whom  I  work,  a 
well-managed  public-house  is  distinctly 
to  the  advantage  of  the  population.  It 
is  the  clubs  that  are  the  curse  of  my 
people  and  these  clubs  are  largely  in- 
creasing. The  trail  of  the  serpent  is  over 
most  of  them  and  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  the  effe#t  of  this  Bill  will  not  be  to 
promote  temperance,  but  it  will  be  to 
promote  those  clubs  which  are  the  source 
of  every  sort  of  evil-drinking  and  every 
kind  of  mischief  to  the  population."  My 
Lordp,  I  know  that  man  is  right. 

♦The  lord  BISHOP  op  BIRMING- 
HAM :  I  wish  to  associate  myself,  speak- 
ing with  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the 
feeling  of  Birmingham,  with  what  was 
said  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  when  he 
spoke  of  those  large  classes  who  have  the 
be«t  and  most  intimate  acquaintance 
with  the  habits  and  needs  of  the  people 
who  will  be  deeply  disappointed  if  your 
Lordships  did  not  give  this  measure  a 
Second  Reading.     I  had  the  honour  of 

Viscount  Halifax. 


presenting  yesterday,  at  the  Table 
of  this  House,  an  immense  petition 
of  many  thousands  of  signatures 
got  up  in  Birmingham  by  the  Citizens* 
Council  for  promoting  the  pasfiing 
of  this  Bill ;  I  hold  in  my  hand  an 
8nal3rsis  of  the  classes  in  that  petition, 
and  there  is  one  fact  to  which  I  want 
to  draw  your  Lordshipb*  attention.  It 
is  that  among  the  signatures  to  that 
petition  are  the  names  of  1,176  school 
masters  and  school  mistresses.  That 
testimony  is,  I  think,  a  very  important 
witness  coming  from  those  who  have 
the  most  intimate  acquaintance  witk 
the  habits  and  the  needs  of  the  people, 
of  the  children  and  of  the  parents. 

I  should  like  leave  to  say  a  few  words, 
first  of  all,  with  regard  to  what  was  said 
by  Lord  Robertson  as  to  the  motive 
which  underlies  this  Bill  We  desire, 
he  said,  to  wipe  out  all  public-hoosea. 
We  have  no  regard  for  the  needa  of  the 
sober  drinkers.  He  said  that  the  most 
rev.  Primate  had  said  nothing  about  the 
needs  of  the  sober  drinkers.  If  the 
most  rev.  Primate  did  not  enlarge  upon 
that  it  was,  I  suppose,  because  he  could 
not  conceive  that  anyone  would  suppoae 
that  he  had  not  in  view  the  needs  of  the 
sober  drinker.  Indeed,  he  explicitly  said 
that  he  desired  to  make  room  for  the 
better  provision  for  the  needs  of  all 
those  who  might  want  to  indulge  in 
moderation  tin  the  liquors  which  are  the 
subject  of  this  special  legislation.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  in  this  House 
about  local  option.  I  am  not  able  myself 
to  conceive  what  principle  there  can  be 
which  justifies  a  landlord  in  excluding  all 
public-houses  from  his  es.'ate,  which 
justifies  a  trust  like  that  which  controls 
the  great  area  close  to  Birmingham, 
the  Boumville  Trust,  in  excluding  all 
public  -  houses  from  its  estate,  and 
then  goes  on  to  say  that  it  is  a  serious 
infringement  of  human  liberty  that  vou 
should  allow  the  vast  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  to  do  the  same.  But  that 
is  not,  I  must  admit,  the  line  along 
which  I  desire  myself  to  see  the  country 
moving.  If  I  may  use  a  phrase  which 
has  not  infrequently  been  used  with 
regard  to  another  subject,  I  wish  to  see 
public-houses  mended  and  not  ended. 
In  Germany  and  also  in  other  foreiicn 
countries  I  have  been  in  the  public- 
houses,  and  I  have  seen  great  numbers  of 
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tke  iRvkmg  classes  with  their  wives 
and  families,  engaged  in  what  appears 
to  me  to  be  purely  innocent  merriment 
and  conversation,  drinking'  their  beer 
or  coffee  or  those  curious  substances 
wliich  children  drink,  the  constituents  of 
wliich  I  have  never  been  able  exactly 
to  discover.  At  any  rate  there  you  see 
a  delightful  scene,  and  again  and  again 
I  have  asked  myself  why  have  we  .not 
poblic-houses  like  that  in  England.  It 
is  tke  reform  and  not  the  ending  of 
pabHc-houses  that  I  desire.  But  if  we 
then  ftsk  what  is  the  need  for  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  I  reply  it  is  because  it  is  the 
«ii8tence  of  the  present  system  which 
renders  any  such  great  and  vital  change 
in  tke  whole  idea  of  the  management 
of  pablic-houses  impossible,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  if  there  is  to  be  in  the 
htnre  any  such  desirable  change  it  is 
oolr  because  the  country  has  been  able 
to  give  notice  that  after  a  definite  inter- 
nl  of  time  it  is  going  to  institute  a 
quite  different  system  of  running  this 
necessary  but  also  most  dangerous  trade. 

There  is  another  subject  upon  which 
I  want  to  say  a  word.  It  has  been  said 
very  often  that  you  cannot  make  people 
ooral  by  mechanical  rules.  It  is  only 
nro  nights  ago  that  I  heard  a  very  re- 
loarkable  testimony  f^om  one  of  the  ablest 
of  the  evangelical  clergy  in  the  East  End 
of  London,  the  Rev.  Watts  Ditchfield, 
*ho  related  a  very  interesting  and 
lemarkable  experience  showing  a  reason 
»hy  those  who  hold  the  evangelical 
Uth  should  take  deep  and  profound 
interest  in  social  conditions  and  social 
liie.  He  said  he  had  gone  to  the  East 
End  of  London  desiring  to  preach  the 
<vangclical  faith,  and  he  had  found  by 
«n  experience  which  he  could  not  pos- 
fiWy  resist,  that  the  way  to  those  moral 
^d  spiritual  changes  he  desired  to 
promote  was  barred  by  the  social  con- 
itkms.  Having  gone  there  with  the 
«fire  to  preach  the  evangelical  faith 
*ftd  not  having  ceased  from  that  desire 
ror  a  moment,  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  way  to  open  up  the 
road  for  that  faith  was  to  be  found  in 
pressing  forward  those  kinds  of  social 
reforms  of  which  a  change  in  our  licensing 
«y»t€m  was  the  first. 

This  is  not  a  perfect  Bill,  no  doubt, 
«»d  yet  I  venture  to  think  that  a  good 


many  speakers  in  your  Lordships'  House 
have  greatly  underrated  the  number 
of  points  in  which  this  Bill  does  very 
greatly  promote  temperance.  The>e  are 
some  of  the  minor  points.  One  of  the 
greatest  evils  in  the  diocese  of  Worcester, 
over  which  I  used  to  preside,  was  in 
the  traffic  in  spirituous  liquors  on 
passenger.steamers  on  the  Severn.  There 
is  a  clause  in  this  Bill  which  deals  with 
that  traffic.  There  are  others  which  deal 
with  the  distribution  of  liquor  from 
vans,  with  the  closing  of  public-houses 
on  election  days,  and  with  the  diminishing 
of  the  number  of  public  -  houses.  I 
feel  a  profound  conviction  that  your 
Lordships  can  only  give  a  true  impression 
of  your  attitude  towards  this  Bill  if  you 
give  it  a  Second  Reading,  and  then  pro- 
ceed to  amend  it  on  those  points  in 
which  it  is  faulty,  whether  it  be  as  to 
the  scale  of  compensation  or  as  to  the 
grocers'  licences  or  as  to  the  dealings 
with  clubs.  I  am  sure  that  the  attitude 
of  your  Lordships  if  this  Second  Reading 
is  refused  will  be  very  gravely  and 
seriously  misunderstood  by  that  part 
of  the  English  people  with  which  I 
have  opportunity  of  being  acquainted. 

There  are  two  chief  points  in  this  Bill ; 
one  is  the  reduction  in  the  number  of 
public-houses  and  the  other  is  the  time- 
limit.  In  regard  to  the  former  it  has 
been  questioned  whether  there  is  any 
need  for  such  a  reduction  or  whether  it 
would  be  any  gooi.  I  am  inclined  to 
reply  that,  if  there  is  no  need  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  public-houses,  what  in  the  world 
could  have  been  the  meaning  of  an  Act  that 
was  passed  by  His  Majesty's  kte  Govern- 
ment which  had  for  its  main  purpose  and 
end  a  reduction  of  the  number  of  public- 
houses  1  In  regard  to  the  time-Umit  I 
am  certain  that,  at  least  in  that  part  of 
the  country  with  which  I  am  acquainted, 
your  Lordships'  action,  if  you  do  not  give 
this  Bill  a  S^ond  Reading,  will  be  inter- 
preted as  meaning  that  you  assent  to  the 
claim  of  the  licensed  victualler  to  regard 
any  time-limit  of  any  number  of  years 
as  an  act  of  confiscation,  and  I  really 
can  conceive  no  more  serious  disaster 
than  that  your  Lordships  ahould  give  your 
adhesion  to  this  tremendous  extension 
of  a  claim  beyond  all  law  and  equity. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  about 
death  duties,  but  there  is  one  thing  which, 
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in  my  audacity,  I  sometimes  feel  a  desire 
to  press  upon  the  attention  of  those  who 
use  that  argument.  It  seems  so  often 
to  be  supposed  that  the  Government,  in 
regard  to  death  duties,  does  something 
in  particular  in  regard  to  a  particular 
trade,  whereas  I  suggest  it  acts  only  on  a 
general  principle,  and  I  have  observed 
that  in  dealing  with  any  class  of  the  com- 
munity the  action  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
is  nothing  else  than  to  demand  as  much 
as  they  think  they  will  be  able  to  get,  and 
to  leave  it  to  those  on  whom  the  demand 
is  xnade  to  resist  it  if  they  think  more 
is  asked  than  they  ought  to  be  required 
to  pay.  I  am  informed  that  there  are  very 
large  numbers  of  business  men  who  pay 
a  great  deal  more  than  they  need  pay 
simply  because  they  do  not  choose  to 
reveal  the  actual  state  of  their  business, 
the  fact  that  their  returns  are  di- 
minishing ;  so  that  the  Inland  Revenue 
goes  on  demanding  and  they  go  on 
paying.  I  often  wonder,  supposing  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  business 
of  the  trade  had  united  in  representing 
that  it  really  was  a  mon8':rous  thing  to 
deal  with  a  licence  as  if  it  were  more 
than  an  annual  licence,  if  they  had  united 
in  representing  that  they  were  being 
dealt  with  as  having  a  freehold  when, 
in  fact,  they  hold  only  an  annual  licence, 
is  it  not  very  probable  that  that 
united  representation  would,  if  not 
directly  then  indirectly,  have  brought 
about  a  reduction  of  the  amount  of  the 
claim  which  the  Inland  Revenue  could 
have  made.  But  it  does  not  appear 
to  me  on  inquiry  that  they  have  ever 
made  any  kind  of  resistance  to  the  Inland 
Revenue  dealing  with  their  property 
on  the  basis  on  which  they  have  done, 
and  is  there  anv  reason  at  all  whv  thev 
should  suppose  that  they  should  be 
dealt  with  diflerentlv  from  any  other 
class  of  the  community  in  this  respect  1 

But  the  matter  which  seems  to  me 
to  be  of  chief  importance  from  this  point 
of  view  is  that  here  those  who  are  inter- 
ested in  the  trade  have  made  a  claim 
in  which  is  an  unwarrantable  extension 
of  the  riglits  of  property  beyond  strict 
law  and  equity,  and  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  of  the  deepest  importance 
that  we  should  not  sanction  that 
claim.  I  cannot  understand  how  it 
can  be  denied  that  a  property  for  one 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Birmingham. 


year,  plus  the  expectation  which  haa  been 
allowed  to  grow  up,  is  exactly  what  can 
be  met  by  due  and  sufficiently  long 
notice  of  an  intention  to  tenQinate  tKe 
present  arrangement.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  if  the  claim  of  the  trade  is 
to  be  justified,  t)ie  State  ought  to  have 
given  some  sort  of  assurance  that  it 
never  intended  to  alter  its  licencing 
system.  Instead  of  any  such  assurance 
the  trade  has  had  repeated  warnings 
from  the  days  of  Mr.  Brace's  Bill  that 
it  was  in  the  highest  degree  pirobable 
that  after  a  certain  time  the  State  wonld 
bring  to  a  termination  the  expectation 
that  had  been  allowed  to  arise  on  thi* 
annual  licence. 

The  noble  Earl,  Lord  Rosebery,  aaid 
something  about  there  being  no  one  who 
would  have  occasion  to  rejoice  if  jonr 
Lordships  assented  to  the  claim  of  tke 
trade  in  this  respect  except  the  Socialista. 
My  Lords,  there  are  two  kinds  of  Social- 
ism.    There  is  the  Socialism  prescribing 
a   specific   economic  theory  as   to    the 
abolition  of  private  capital,  and  in  that 
sense,  as  an  economic  theory,  I  do  not 
suppose   it  has  any  very   considerable 
hold  on  this  cotmtry,  and  I  Bometimca 
wonder  whether  it  is  advancing.     B«t 
there  is  another  kind  of  Socialism.     Tlie 
word  is  often  used  to  describe  the  state  of 
mind  of  those  who  feel  that  the  industrial 
developments  of  our  cotmtry  in  the  laat 
fifty  years  have  represented  individual- 
ism Tim    mad  to  the  detriment  of  tiM 
interests  of  the  whole  community,  and 
that  we  have  got  to  re-assert  the  claim 
of    the    interests   of    the    community 
under  which    alone  property  has   bem 
allowed    to    grow    up    and    consolidate 
itself ;   that  we  have  got  to  re-assert  the 
interests  of  the  whole  community  over 
the  claim  of  individxial  property,  and  I 
am  sure  there  is  a  vast  body  of  moderate 
reformers    in    this    country,    moderate 
social  reformers,   who  are  deeply  eon- 
cemed,  not   to    defend   the   theory   of 
economic  Socialism,  but  to  guard  againet 
the  unwarrantable  extension  of  the  rights 
of  property. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  in  a  special 
way  this  House  stands  for  the  rights 
of  property  it  is  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance  that  your  Lordship* 
should  not  sanction,  and  confose 
with    the  legal  and  eqnttaUe  ri(^s  o 
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propertj.ftn  extension  of  the  rights  which  is 
np^ha  kgal  nor  equitable.  I  am  per- 
HAded  that  there  will  be  a  profound 
lad  wide-spread  sense  of  disappointment 
ud  distrust  if  your  Lordships  do  what 
vm  wiD  be  understood  to  do  if  you  fail 
to  ^ve  this  fill  a  Second  Beading — 
tt  ction  against  the  interests  of  the 
wlu)lc  community  an  unwarrantable 
ft4m  for  the  extension  of  the  rights  of 
private    property    beyond    their    strict 


limit. 


LoBD  BELPER:  My  Lords,  having 
Ubn  some  little  part  in  the  guidance 
of  the  Bill  of  1904  through  the  House 
Mid  followed  that  up  by  having  con- 
sideiable  experience  of  the  administration 
of  that  Act  as  chairman  of  the  licensing 
committee  of  my  county,  may  I  ask 
TOOT  attention  for  a  few  moments  1  I 
ua  one  of  those  who  have  had  grave 
kdtstion  about  the  course  that  is 
to  be  pursued  with  regard  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
oonfess  that  I  should  like  to  have  had 
tie  Bin  discussed  in  Committee,  where 
we  could  have  tested  how  far  those 
jtAtements  which  have  been  made  with 
regird  to  the  injustice  of  the  principal 
ciions  of  the  Bill  are  true.  More  than 
tkat,  I  should  have  liked  to  have  seen 
iome  chance  of  the  latter  clauses  of 
the  Bin  being  discussed,  because  I 
WEeve  that  those  clauses,  if  they  were 
nwde  more  effective  than  they  are, 
Tonld  perhaps  have  done  more  to 
promote  the  cause  of  temperance  than 
4fiJ  of  the  heroic  clauses  in  the  first 
part  of  the  Bill.  In  the  first  place 
Aeie  has  been  very  much  said  in  this 
House  to  prove  that  a  stringent  amending 
jf  tke  Act  of  1904  is  necessary.  When 
I  ventured  to  interrupt  my  noble  friend 
w>rd  St.  Aldwyri  when  he  alluded  to 
«e  fwst  that  he  did  not  think  the 
S^ct«*ion8  of  the  promoters  of  the 
^W  been  fully  carried  out,  it  was 
^^•we  I  had  seen  a  circular  sent  around 
V  wae  temperance  society  which  stated 
^«*egorical  terms  that  I  had,  in  moving 
J«  SBccmd  Reading  of  the  BiU,  staged 
««t  tae  number  of  licences  which  would 
^  done  away  with  under  that  Bill 
J^  be  about  2,240  in  the  course  of 
|J^y«*r.  As  I  pointed  out  to  my 
IJ*  friend  I  made  no  statement 
«™t  sort       I    expressly    avoided, 


representing  the  Home  Office  as  I  did, 
attempting  to  prophesy  with  regard  to 
the  numbers  which  would  be  done  away 
with  by  that  Bill,  but  I  did  say  that 
if  the  compensation  was  an  average  of 
£500  per  house,  that  would  be  .2,240 
done  away  with,  and  I  went  on  to  add 
further  that  if  the  average  was  £800, 
then  there  would  be  1,500  houses  done 
away  with  in  the  course  of  a  year.  If 
I  am  charged  with  having  made  a  false 
prophecy  of  the  Bill,  at  all  events  I 
can  claim  that  the  latter  part  of  my 
statement  was  very  near  what  haia 
actually  taken  place  under  the  Bill,. 
1,500  having  been  done  away  in  the  year 
and  the  amount  I  named  as  compensa- 
tion, £800,  is  certainly  somewhat  the 
average  of  those  houses  that  have  beea 
done  away  with  in  my  own  county. 

With  regard  to  the  administration  of 
the  Act,  I  do  not  think  anybody  who 
has  watched  it,  at  all  events,  in  the 
cities,  would  be  able  to  bring  the  charge 
that  it  had  been  administered  unfairly 
in  any  way.  There  was  an  organised 
attack  made  on  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  on  the  ground  that  they  were  going 
to  take  away  from  the  discretion  of  the 
local  magistrates,  and  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions were  to  have  the  power  of  revising 
the  decisions  of  those  magistrates.  Let 
me  give  my  experience  in  my  own  county* 
In  dealing  with  all  the  houses  that 
have  been  done  away  with,  I  cannot  recall 
more  than  one  instance  in  which  the 
decision  of  the  local  magistrates  was 
over-ridden  by  the  Committee  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  in  the  particular  case,  it  waa 
obvious  that  the  first  decision  had  been 
come  to  on  imperfect  knowledge  and  the 
chairman  of  the  local  bench  was  present 
at  the  meeting  of  the  magistrates,  and 
asked  that  that  decision  should  not  be 
confirmed.  I  think  if  an  alteration  is- 
desired  to  be  made  in  the  law  of  such  a 
stringent  character  as  is  now  proposed^ 
at  all  events  some  evidence  should  be 
given  that  the  Act  has  not  worked 
fairly  or  in  the  interests  of  the  locality 
by  those  who  had  to  work  it. 

Is  it  not  almost  an  irony  of  fate  that 
the  Members  of  the  Government  who 
principally  attacked  the  clause  of  the 
Bill  that  gave  a  discretion  of  Quarter 
Sessions  over  magistrates,  should  come 
to    this   House   and    propose    that    a 
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Commission  of  strangers  to  the  county 
should  have  an  absolute  power  of  over- 
riding those  on  the  spot  who  have 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  cases  of  which  these  Commissioners 
cannot  possibly  know  anything  1  I  know 
that  there  is  a  very  small  modicum  of  dis- 
cretion given  to  the  local  magistrates, 
because  they  are  informed  that  they  may 
select  the  particular  houses  which  are  to 
be  done  away  with;  but  I  have  some 
little  knowledge  of  local  government,  and 
if  there  is  anything  I  have  learned,  it  is 
that  there  is  hardly  any  question  which 
can  come  forward  in  which  it  is  not  gener- 
ally desirable  that  those  who  know  the 
locality  should  have  the  discretion  as  to 
the  manner  as  to  which  they  should  deal 
with  it  and  administer  the  law.  If  this 
is  true  of  all  sorts  of  things  that  come 
before  county  councils,  surely  it  is  true 
in  a  much  greater  degree  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  licensing,  where  the 
manner  in  which  the  public-houses  should 
be  dealt  with  must  depend  on  the  local 
circumstances,  on  the  population,  on  the 
position  of  the  houses,  on  the  class  of 
house,  and  on  the  areas  which  they  have 
to  serve.  I  venture  to  say  tbat  no  man 
without  knowledge  of  the  Ircal  circum- 
stances could  possibly  come  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion  in  such  cases. 

Nothing  that  has  caused  more  dis- 
satisfaction among  those  who  have 
the  management  of  local  government 
than  this  new  idea  that  their  powers 
should  be  overridden  by  a  Commission 
appointed  by  the  Government.  We 
had  some  experience  of  that  with  regard 
to  the  Small  Holdings  Ac  t.  I  admit  that 
we  have  not  heard  so  much  about  that 
Commission  since  the  county  councils 
have  got  to  work,  because  county  councils 
are  doing  the  best  they  can  to  administer 
the  Act  in  a  reasonable  and  fair  manner, 
and  therefore  the  Commissioners  have 
not  been  called  in;  but  in  this  case  the 
Commissioners  are  actually  to  administer 
this  law,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
Government  should  trust  the  localities. 
If  their  motto  is  "  Trust  the  people  " 
it  is,  at  all  events,  an  extraordinary 
course  to  pursue  to  give  some  discretion 
tc  the  people  to  do  away  with  more 
licences  than  are  required  under  the 
Schedule,  but  not  to  trust  them  to  carry 
out  the  Schedule,  and  to  do  away  with 
a  sufficient  number  of  licences. 

^'ord  Belper, 


I  would  like  to  pass  to  another  point, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  the  time-limit. 
Let  me  say  for  myself  that  I  have  not 
the  slightest  objection  in  the  world,  I 
think  it  very  desirable  that  the  St«t« 
should,  if  possible,  get  control  so  that 
they  can  deal  with  licences  in  the  way 
they  like  in  the  future.  But  the  whole 
test  of  what  you  ought  to  do  in  this 
matter  is,  how  is  it  to  be  done  with  perfect 
justice  to  those  whose  monopoly  value 
you  are  going  to  resume  t  Let  me  wv, 
however,  that  a  time-limit  is  absolutely 
incompatible  with  a  system  of  com- 
pulsory insurance  and  compensation,  for 
the  reason  that  the  object  of  a  time- 
limit  is  to  give  the  licensee  security  for 
a  specified  period,  long  or  short,  in  vhick 
he  may  be  able  to  recoup  himself  for  the 
money  that  he  has  invested  in  his  btui- 
ness.  If  all  the  time  he  has  to  be  paying 
very  considerable  compensation,  how 
can  he  possibly  recoup  himself  daring 
that  time,  with  the  prospect  that  the 
moment  the  time-limit  comes  to  an  end 
his  licence  may  be  taken  away  alto- 
gether without  any  compensation  at  all  * 
And  as  was  pointed  out  by  a  previous 
speaker,  he  is  now  to  be  shot  at  from 
two  barrels,  because,  if  the  magistrate* 
do  not  take  away  his  licence,  then  the 
enthusiasm  of  the  ratepayers,  exercising 
for  the  first  time  theb  powers  under  kxal 
option,  may  do  away  with  it,  I  venture 
to  think  that  for  these  reasons  it  baft  to 
be  proved  that  you  can  fairly  attach  » 
time-limit  to  a  system  of  compensation. 
It  also  seems  to  me  to  lie  with  the  Govern- 
ment to  prove  that,  a  certain  amount  of 
compensation  being  given  and  a  certam 
number  of  licences  being  done  away  with 
under  the  Act  of  1901,  to  do  away  with 
the  same  amount  of  money  with  a  much 
larger  number  of  houses  is  alao  fair  and 
reasonable  to  the  licensees  whoee  property 
is  going  to  be  taken  away. 

I  venture  to  say  we  have  had  no  answer 
to  the  argumenta  which  have  beer  naed 
with  regard  to  these  matters  in  the  fi»t 
part  of  the  Bill.  No  one  could  liaten  to 
the  speech  of  Lord  St.  Aldwyn  without 
feeling  that  the  questions  and  argtanent* 
he  used  ought  to  receive  full  answer,  and 
until  that  answer  is  given,  and  UEtil  the 
Goverr.ment  show,  as  they  have  cot 
shown  at  present,  that  they  appreciate 
what  we  believe  to  be  a  grave  in juatiw  o( 
the  Bill,  and  give  an  assurance  that  they 
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*-t  gotcg  to  give  co.'Bideratinn  to  the 
irtmi^^tA  that  are  OBjd,  I  certainly 
rwot  vote  for  th?  Seco.-.d  Beadi'<.g. 
Tt*-?  with  regard  to  cl  iba  we  h^ve  lear;'>.ed 
I-  the  Iwt  f^*  jeara  \irm  im;x>rtait  thit 
Mti«r  \i.%a  become,  becsjM  th-i  more 
iiciACM  that  are  doe  eway  with  the 
win  clubs  are  opened  in  their  placea.  In 
■T  oTti  coiir.ty  we  h?.ve  had  repre8eT".ta- 
tiari  from  the  police  authorities  stati".g 
u  tke  strongest  terms  that  they  could 
Eoc  be  ar.Bwerable  f>r  keeping  a  hold 
iiTCT  dmnkerncBj  ao  long  as  there  was 
m  provision  for  these  clubs  in  regard 
tovhieb  they  are  peifictly  helpless.  In 
i(;ori»nc:  with  that  the  licensing  com- 
mittee o\er  which  I  preaide  passed  a 
nTAr.imoas  resolution  asking  the  Goverr- 
mct  to  pass  more  stringent  regulatio:  8 
ic  Kfird  to  clubs.  If  we  could  have  gone 
i-!to  Committee  I  should  have  liked  to 
kiTt  ft>en  that  part  of  the  Bill  made 
wiA  more  stringent  and  effective  than 
it  it,  beca'ue  I  believe  if  those  provisions 
WW  amended  and  improved  they  would 
bive  more  to  do  with  putting  down 
Jnuker.r.eas  than  the  former  part  of 
Ike  Bill 

I  certainly  imagined  when  I  took  up 
tM  Bill  that  Clause  22  was  not  necessary, 
btaose  powers  were  already  given  to 
lugistmtes,  but  it  appears  a  legal 
iWwm  was  given  which  makes  it  very 
deniable  that  that  clause  should  be 
inaerted;  but  if  we  had  any  power  of 
iliw  using  it  in  Committee,  I  should 
^Tc  libd  to  move  some  Amendments 
»  tl,  which  1  think  would  make  it 
nMk  more  effective .  I  should  like 
lo  Me  the  magistrates  given  power  in 
maiing  a  licence  to  compel  any  pnblic- 
ioMe  they  liked  to  select  to  provide 
nuwiable  refresbmenta  of  a  non- 
■InMic  character.  I  think  one  of  the 
nest  csoses  of  drunkenness  at  the  present 
BNDLent  is  that  if  a  man  wants  some 
niresliment  and  is  tired,  having  had  a 
iuid  day's  work,  he  has  nowhere  to  go 
«cept  into  a  driuking-shop,  and  that 
if  he  ptes  into  an  ordinary  public-house 
ke  nnnot  get  ordinary  temperance 
•Itiiib,  or  ordinary  refreshments,  I 
think  %  very  great  improvem  "'"  ' ^ 

w  tntde  in  the  condition  of  thi 

*iA  tlikt  it  would  be  in  entire  > 
*itl>  the  growing   wish   of   t 

of  diii  coontry,  if  some  legisl 

P**wd  which  would  insure 


should  ha  in  every  district  a  considerable 
number  of  houses  for  the  recreation  and 
refreshment  of  the  people  where  non- 
alcoholic liquors  were  provided. 

If  any  of  the  clauses  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  Bill  were  embodied  in  a  separate 
Bill  I  should  be  inclined,  in  common,  I 
think,  with  many  members  on  thi& 
side  of  the  House,  to  give  them 
most  cordial  consideration,  because 
although  not  what  I  might  call 
the  heroic  clauses  of  the  Bill,  1 1 
think  they  would  really  do  more  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  people  and 
improve  the  general  conditions  under 
which  the  liquor  laws  are  now  carried  oa 
than  any  other  part  of  the  measure.  I 
cannot  help  e]q>iessing  my  regret  that 
these  matters  are  not  able  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.  I  feel  deeply  the 
objections  to  the  first  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  I  hope  that  on  some  future  occasion 
at  all  events,  this  House  may  be  able 
to  voice  what  I  believe  is  the  general 
feeling  of  moderate  men  of  all  parties 
who  desire  to  promote  legislation  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  our  public- 
houses  without  doing  any  injustice  to 
those  who  hold  the  licences. 

Lord  FABER  :  My  Lords,  there  is 
one  very  important  matter  connected 
with  this  Licensing  Bill  that  has  hardly 
been  tonched  upon  in  the  debates 
in  this  House  so  far.  It  is  a  very 
important  matter,  both  on  account 
of  the  money  that  is  reprenented 
by  it,  going  into  many  millions  sterling, 
and  also  because  of  the  class  of 
investor  who  is  interested  in  it : '  I 
refer  to  the  debenture  stock-holders  and 
the  preference  stock-holders  of  the  big 
brewery  companies.  Perhaps  I  am  par- 
ticularly interested  in  this  subject  because 
I  had  the  advantage  of  heading  a  depu- 
tation last  Spring,  which  waited  upon 
Hr.  Aiquith,  who  was  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchoq  er,  and  put  before  bim 
the  claims  of  upwards  of  £100,000.000 
sterling  debenture  holders.  We  tried 
to  show  to  Mr.  Aaquith,  and  I  hope  with 
some  success,  that  the  debenture -holder 
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be  earned  by*  brewers ;  he  was  quite 
satisfied  with  the  4  per  cent,  that  the 
ordinary  shareholders  promised  to  pay 
him  in  consideration  for  his  debentures. 
Mr.  Asquith  listened  with  great  courtesy 
and  attention,  and  at  the  end  of  our 
interview  assured  us  that  there  was 
nothing  like  confiscation  in  his  mind. 
\7e  were  very  well  satisfied  with  that, 
and  I  must  say  it  astonished  me  some- 
what when  thb  Licensing  Bill  was  intro- 
duced to  find  as  regards  debenture- 
holders  and  preference  shareholders  that, 
if  there  was  not  confiscation,  there  was 
a  great  measure  of  hardship,  and  I 
should  like,  if  your  Lordships  would 
kindly  permit  me  for  a  few  minutes,  to 
explain  to  you  what  I  conceive  to  be  the 
position  of  the  debenture-holder  in  these 
great  companies. 

Let  me  give  you  the  case  of  a  brewery 
company,  a  very  common  case,  I  know 
many  like  it,  whose  capital  is  divided 
in  this  way ;  £400,000  in  4  per  cent, 
debenture  stock,  £100,000  in  5  per  cent, 
preference  stock,  and  £100,000  of  ordin- 
ary stock.  The  debenture  stock  is 
covered  in  the  first  instance  by  £400,000 
worth  of  public-houses.  I  conceive  that 
under  this  new  Act  the  company  will  go 
on  for  twenty-one  years,  at  any  rate,  and 
will  continue  to  pay  to  the  debenture - 
holder  the  4  per  cent,  to  which  he  is 
entitled,  otherwise,  of  course,  the  de- 
benture-holder forecloses  and  takes  the 
public-houses  at  once.  Therefore  they 
go  on  for  twenty -one  years.  At  the  end 
of  the  twenty-one  years  I  suppose  again 
that,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  resume  possession  of  the 
public-housef*,  the  brewery  companies 
will  cease  to  exist.  What  then  is  the 
position  of  the  debenture-holder  ?  He 
etarts,  I  may  remind  you,  with  having 
put  £400,000  cash  into  these  deben- 
tures, for  which  he  receives  security  in  the 
shape  of  £400,000  worth  of  public- 
houses.  During  the  twenty-one  years, 
according  to  the  most  expert  evidence, 
he  has  had  drawn  for  payment  under 
the  compensation  clauses  one-fifth  of  his 
debentures.  We  will  say  that  for  that 
one-fifth  of  the  £400,000  security  he 
gets  £80,000  in  cash — that  is  considerably 
more  than  he  would  get,  I  apprehend,  but 
Tfwant  to  understate  the  case  rather 
than  to  overstate  it.     Therefore,  at  the 
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end  of  the  time  the  £400.000  debenture 
holder  will  be  represented  by  £80,000  in 
cash  and  £320,000  in  houses.    You  wil 
notice  that  he  no  longer  has  £520,000  o: 
public -houses  but  he  has  £520,000   oj 
houses,  which  is  a  very  different  thing 
indeed.    Now  what  is  the  value  of  thi*i 
£320,000    of    houses    which    were    not 
originally  bought  as  dwelling  hooaes,  but 
which    were    bought    as  pubUc-hooaeft  t 
Fortunately  we  have  statistics  which  tdJ 
us  the  approximate  value  of  the  £320,000 
of  houses.    Messrs.  Orgill,  who  are  well 
known  valuers  in  London,  have  valued 
126    houses    for    the    local    authorities 
for  compensation  purposes,  under  sworn 
testimonv.     Those  126  houses  with  their 
licences  were  valued  at  £280,870.     With- 
out licences  they  were  valued  at  only 
£59,071.    Therefore   the   loss    on   those 
houses   was  £221,799   or  79   per  cent, 
or  four-fifths.     Therefoie  we  are  reduced 
to  this  position,  that  with  regard  to  the 
debentare-holdei8,their  £320,000  of  hous^^ 
is  only  a  fifth  of  the  £320.000,  that  i« 
£66,000.    Therefore  they  are  left  with 
£80,000  of  cash  that  they  get  under  the 
compensation,  and  with  £66,000  that  the t 
receive  for  their  houses  without  licences. 
That  is  at  the  end  of  twenty-one  yean 
under    the    most    favourable     circum- 
stances the  debenture  holders  will  get 
£144,000  for  their  £400,000.    Of  course, 
against  them  I  have  not  taken  into  cob- 
sideration  the  possibility  of  their  being 
done  away  with  altogether  without  anr 
compensation  at  all  under  local  option 
during  the  last  seven  years.     Li  4hfir 
favour,  on  the  other  hand,  this  may  bf 
taken,  that  there  should  be  some  margic 
of  loose  assets  over  which  the  debenture 
holders  would  have  some  claim.     But  I 
apprehend,  as  we  are  all  c-f  us  only  humar, 
that  the  ordinary  shareholder  will  havf 
taken  care  to  annex  those  loose  assets 
before  the  end  of  the  twenty-one  years. 
That  being  so  the  debenture-holder  is  in 
the  position  of  only  getting  £144,000  on- 
der  the  most  favourable  circumstances 
instead  of  the  £400.000  that  he  put  in. 

Now  I  come  to  the  preference  share- 
holder. He  is  in  a  much  worse  positios, 
poor  man»  than  the  debenture*holder. 
He  starts  mth  5  per  cent,  interest, 
which  he  gets  I  suppose  for  the  twantj- 
one  years.  At  the  end  of  the  tweatr- 
one   years   where    is   he !    He   is  left 
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Yithirat  any  security  whatever,  there 
are  no  assets,  they  are  all  absorbed 
by  tke  debenture-holder,  and,  therefore, 
^  ineference  holder  is  absolutely  con- 
fiscated altogether ;  he  gets  nothmg  for 
kii  £100,000.  I  have  looked  into  it 
M  closely  as  I  can,  and  have  tried  to 
Kate  it  as  fairiy  as  I  can,  and  if  this  is 
not  confiscation  as  regards  the  prefer- 
fSkoe  shareholder  it  is  a  case  of  very 
great  hardship  indeed,  and  I  confess  I 
cannot  see  any  escape  from  it.  As 
ngirds  the  ordinary  shareholder,  he 
lias  this  great  poll,  that  if  trade  is  good 
dozing  the  twenty-one  years  he  can 
make  a  very  good  profit,  and  out  of 
that  profit  of  course  he  can  secure  for 
temself  a  certain  amount  of  money  which 
▼31  protect  him  from  any  loss  he  may 
sofier  at  the  end  of  the  time.  That 
'b  i!  the  brewery  does  well,  but  if  it  does 
not  do  well,  he  is  as  badly  oft  as 
tiie  preference  shareholder  and  the 
<3ebenture-holder.  But  if  a  debenture- 
Itolder  is  a  nuin  who  earns  only  a  fixed 
latc  of  interest  for  twenty-one  years, 
4  per  cent.,  I  do  not  see  how  there  is 
a&T  Quu^in  to  set  aside  a  reserve  fund 
to  preserve  him  from  loss  at  the  end  of 
tk  time. 

I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true,  but 
I  should  like  to  mention  that  if  the 
^benture  is  in  danger  then  the  debenture- 
feeder  has  a  right  of  entry  into  the 
poUic-houses  there  and  then,  but  then 
w«  have  first  of  all  to  decide  whether 
the  debenture  is  in  danger,  and  that  is 
t  question  for  the  Law  Courts,  which 
■i^t  take  a  great  deal  of  law  to  decide. 
It  however,  he  does  enter  into  the  public- 
hoitehowis  the  debenture-holder  capable 
of  Kanaging  that  public-house  ?  Another 
auortant  question  to  my  mind  is  this : 
ft  debenture-holder  by  his  deed  is  only 
ft^led  to  4  per  cent,  interest.  If 
he  entered  into  and  got  possession 
«i  tke  public-house  and  that  public- 
hsQie  paid  8  <Mr  9  per  cent.,  would 
he  be  able  to  take  what  he  got 
•ho?e  the  4  per  cent.,  and  put 
that  aside  for  the  twenty- one  years  ? 
I  eannot  answer  that  question.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  doubtful  one.  If 
the  debenture-holder  pursued  that 
couse,  would  he  not  be  bringing  a  civil 
^■ftr*  to  to  ^>eak,  into  the  brewery  itself, 
M  between  the  debenture-holder  and 
the  ordinary  shareholder,  and  that  in 


any  event  would  mean  ruin  for  the 
brewery.  Therefore,  I  think,  with  re- 
gard to  the  ordinary  shareholder  as 
against  the  debenture-holder  and  the 
preference  shareholder,  he  is  in  a  very 
parlous  condition  indeed.  I  suppose 
the  investing  public  invested  in  these 
debentures  in  the  first  case  relying  on 
the  well-known  legal  maxim,  which 
we  have  heard  quoted  in  this  House 
already  although  not  exactly  in  these 
words,  that  if  a  public  house  was  con- 
ducted according  to  the  law  of  this 
country,  and  properly  conducted,  there 
was  a  human  expectation  that  that 
licence  would  be  renewed  perpetually. 
On  the  opposite  benches  it  has  been  said 
that  the  debenture-holder  deserves  all 
he  gets  because  he  was  a  foolish  in- 
vestor. Are  we  not  all  foolish  investors 
at  times  ?  Are  we  quite  sure  that  we 
investors  who  have  invested  in  Gk)vem- 
ment  securities  during  the  last  three 
years  have  bieen  entirely  wise  ?  I  dare- 
say a  debenture-holder  would  be  tm- 
wise  if  he  gave  £110  for  a  4  per  cent, 
debenture  for  which  he  ought  only  to 
have  given  £70,  but  because  he  gave  £110 
for  what  is  only  worth  £70  is  that  any 
reason  at  all  why  you  shotdd  confiscate 
the  £70,  because  that  is  what*  you  are 
going  to  do,  at  any  rate,  with  regard 
to  the  preference  shareholder,  and  most 
likely  with  regard  to  the  debenture- 
holder. 

I  cannot  think  that  the  House  intend 
that  any  such  measure  as  that  should  be 
passed.  The  teetotallers  contend  that  if 
this  measure  be  passed,  and  a  reduction 
of  houses  brought  about  thereby,  it 
would  add  to  the  bone  and  sinew,  the 
morale,  and  the  general  well-being  of 
the  country.  If  that  is  so,  is  that 
not  a  further  argument  in  favour  of 
the  nation  paying  a  fair  price  for 
these  public-houses?  The  nation  evi- 
dently agree  to  that  argument,  and  if 
they  are  going  to  receive  good  value 
for  their  money,  should  they  not 
then  be  in  a  position  to  pay  fair  value, 
if  not  full  value,  for  these  public-houses 
to  enable  the  owners  of  them  to  put 
themselves  right  with  the  public  whose 
property  they  are  more  or  less  taking 
away  ?  Such  a  change  as  is  proposed 
will  do  injury  to  thousands  of  His 
Majesty's  subjects.  Apparently  a  kind 
of     moral      atmosphere      has      grown 
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up  around  this  Licensing  Bill  which 
people  seem  to  think  justifies  confis- 
cation. I  do  not  think  they  in- 
tended in  the  first  instance  to  be  so 
unwise  as  regards  their  confiscatory 
measures,  but,  at  any  rate,  confiscation 
has  been  in  the  air  with  regard  to  it ; 
this  idea  of  confiscation  has  done 
a  great  deal  of  harm  to  all  our  securities 
in  this  country  and  has  shaken  the  faith 
of  the  investing  public,  and  I  think 
there  is  very  little  doubt  that  that  is 
the  reason  why,  at  this  moment,  the 
share  market  is  so  depressed. 

It  has  been  said  that  this  is  eminently 
a  temperance  measure.  I  do  not  deny 
that  it  does  make  for  temperance,  but  as 
long  as  clubs  are  left  in  the  nearly 
untouched  state  in  which  they  are 
under  this  Bill,  I  do  not  think  that 
it  can  make  very  greatly  for  tem- 
perance. For  instance,  in  a  big  town 
in  the  North  that  I  know  very  well — 
Leeds — you  see  every  day,  now  that 
public-houses  are  well-conducted  and 
shut  up  at  eleven  o^clock  at  night,  the 
people  who  have  been  in  them  streaming 
out  and  going  across  to  their  club,  where 
they  can  drink  all  night  and  every  night, 
and  all  d&y  and  every  day  and  all  Sunday. 
Under  this  Bill  the  only  provision  with 
regard  to  clubs  is  that  they  should  be 
registered  and  occasionally  visited  by 
a  policeman  in  plain  clothes.  Of 
course  that  is  nothing  like  the  super- 
vision which  is  given  to  the  public- 
houses  which  are  being  done  away 
with.  The  public-house  is  under  the  eye 
of  the  policeman,  who  stands  close  to  the 
door  most  of  the  day ;  the  public-house 
h  open  to  the  public  gaze,  and  everything 
that  goes  on  ins'de  is  known.  That 
is  not  the  case,  however,  with  regard 
to  the  club.  The  club  is  a  place  where 
secret  drinking  can  go  on,  and  it 
wants  more  supervision  than  you  have 
given  to  it  in  tlus  Bill.  I  am  not  here  to 
say  that  dr'mk  is  a  good  thing ;  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is,  and  I,  for  one,  am  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  temperance,  if  it  can 
be  brought  about  by  an  ordinary  degree 
of  fairness ;  but  if  you  strive  after  temper- 
ance you  must,  as  I  say,  remember  the 
innocent  holder  of  these  debentures  who 
is  going  to  be  confiscated  in  order  to  make 
the  people  of  this  country  temperate  all 
at  once.     I  say  the  way  to  foster  tem- 
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perance  is  by  education  and  by  example. 
It  is  being  so  fostered.  We  see  that 
temperance  is  going  ahead  by  leaps  and 
bounds  every  day,  and  I  am  one  ol 
those  people  who  are  proud  to  think 
that,  if  we  can  go  on  in  the  coutm 
we  are  pursuing,  it  will  not  be  so  verv 
long  before  England  is  sober  as  well  an 
free.  The  1904  Act,  under  which  we  ar« 
now  working,  is  doing  fairly  good  work  ; 
licences  to  the  number  of  1,200  to  1,500 
a  year  are  being  dime  away  with; 
these  licences  are  being  paid  for  by  thf 
trade ;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
would  be  more  statesmanlike  to  give  a 
further  trial  to  that  Act.  I  feel  sure 
that  it  is  doing  good  work,  and  it  is 
within  the  knowledge  of  all  of  us  that  the 
country  has  become  more  temperat«> 
from  the  higher  classes  downwards.  I 
do  not  think  coercion  will  do  much  good. 
We  must  gain,  surely,  the  mastery  of 
ourselves.  I  remember  when  one  wa» 
younger,  talking  about  the  mischief  of 
want  of  self-control,  some  lines  that  run 
very  much  like  this,  that  illustrate  the 
case  very  well — 

**  There  is  a  little  public-house 
That  everybody  Knows, 
It  is  the  little  pubUo-house 
Jost  underneath  the  noee. 
It  is  a  little  publio-hous# 
That  anyone  can  close  ** 

and  so  on. 

I  think  that  shows  very  well  the  ideM 
that  it  is  more  by  mastery  of  ourseWc* 
that  we  shall  attain  to  temperance  tluu 
by  this  oppressive  measure.  There  i» 
a  clause  in  the  Bill,  which  I  think 
is  a  good  one,  about  Sunday-ckMing, 
making  the  hours  for  being  open  in 
London  much  shorter,  reducing  them 
to  four  instead  of  the  seven  or  eight  &t 
present  allowed.  That,  in  my  opinioD, 
is  good,  but  I  should  Hke  to  be  aasoTNL  if 
I  can  be  so  assured,  that  that  aherttiofi 
!in  hours  would  not  lead  to  any  po»i- 
I  bility  of  London  becoming  a  serret 
I  drinking  town.  I  allude  to  that,  becaviv 
we  all  know  a  very  lai^ge  and  proipefow 
town  in  the  North  which,  owing  to  fpprw- 
sive  measures  of  a  very  harsh  sort  with 
regard  to  drinking  facilities,  has  grow* 
into  a  town  of  secret  dirinking.  ft 
would  be  a  lamentable  thing  indeed  ii 
this  London  of  purs  were  to  be  tunied 
into  a  town  of  that  description.  Wt 
are  at  any  rate  fairly  temperate  at  tht 
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pnaent  day.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
eotmtiy  wants  this  Bill ;  I  do  not  think 
it  the  moment  that  they  want  legisla- 
tion by  the  extremist  in  any  sense  or 
iltape,  hut  I  do  think  that  the  country 
wtata  kgislation  by  moderate  men  for 
Boderate  men.  Therefore,  my  Lords, 
on  dieae  grounds  I  am  against  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

♦Lord  WILLOUGHBY  DE  BROKE  : 
Mf  Lords,  I  do  not  want  to  waste  your 
Loidflhips'  time  unduly  by  flogging  the 
deftd  horse  of  the  Licensing  Bill.   I  think 
I  ahoold  be  right  in  sa3ring  that  the  news 
of  the  death  of  this  animal  will  be  re- 
mvei  with  very  great  relief  in  all  parts  of 
tbe  country,  and  I  am  not  all  at  sure  that 
tbe  owners  of  him  will  not  also  share  in 
that  relief  to  a  very  great  extent.    I  only 
rise  for    a    moment  or    two    for  the 
purpose  of  saying  how  very  glad  I  am 
that  I  have  been  able  to  listen  to  this  de- 
bate; because  although  I  have  listened 
oort  attentively  and   h-ve  read  very 
carefully  in  the  newspapers  the  speeches 
to  widch  I  have  not  had  the  opportunity 
«f  listening,   I    have    not   really,  with 
Teiy  great  respect  to  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, heard  a  single  argument  except  argu- 
nents    which    would    only   strengthen 
mf  resolve    to  vote  for  the    rejection 
ef  this  measure.    I  do  not  think  that  it 
00^  to  go  down  to  the  country,  as  so 
aany  of  our  opponents  try  to  make  out, 
tkat  this  House  is  not  in  favour  of  temper- 
ance and  that  we  have  ruthlessly   cast 
aside  the  opportunity  now  given  to  us  of 
saying  that  we  are  in  favour  of  the  tem- 
peiince  cause.     There  is  nobody  on  this 
side  of  the  House  or  in  any  other  part 
of  it  who  would  not  gladly  favour  a  good 
temperance  measure  provided  that  it  was 
&oi  accompanied  by  injustice.    But   I 
kve  not  heard  in  favour  of  this  Bill  any 
Ral  arguments  to  prove  that  it  is  a  tem- 
peianee   measure.    All    the    arguments 
tliat  we  have  heard  proceeded  entirely 
OQ  the  assumption  that  shutting  up  public- 
liOQies  is  going  to  make  working  men  more 
wber.    You  caimot  advance  this  argu- 
ment in  any  direction  unless  you  take 
into    account    the    other     and     much 
nmre  vicious  means  of  obtaining  drink 
of  which  working  men  are  sure  to  avail 
themaelves,  and   indeed    have    already 
<^  80,  supposing  public-houses  are  all 
*httt  down.    No  doubt   in   considering 
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a  question  of  this  sort  there  is  something 
to  be  said  for  the  doctrine  of  diminished 
opportunity.  But  I  submit  with  great 
rcJ^pect  that  if  there  is  anything  in  the 
doctrine  of  diminished  opportunity  that 
doctrine  is  already  on  a  f  iir  way  to  being 
satisfied  by  the  Act  of  1904.  But  per- 
sonally, as  far  as  I  can  ascertain  for 
myself,  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  the  Act 
of  1904  is  going  to  be  such  a  tremendous 
success  as  a  temperance  measure.  Am  I 
not  right  in  saying  that  the  closing  of  the 
public-houses  which  has  been  efiected 
by  that  measure  has  been  followed  by  a 
rapid  opening  of  clubs,  where,  as  we  have 
heard  in  the  able  speech  which  was  de- 
livered just  now,  drink  can  be  obtained 
at  all  hours  of  the  day  and  night  ? 

I  do  not  know  whether  noble  Lords 
opposite  have  ever  seen  a  paper,  which  I 
expect  is  circulated  in  several  of  the 
London  districts  at  any  rate,  called 
Club  Life,  and  stated  to  be  **  Written  by 
a  Club-Man  for  Club-Men."  I  was  looking 
at  that  paper  this  morning.  It  is  a  paper 
with  a  great  many  pages  in  it,  and  it  con- 
tains nothing  but  advertisements  of  the 
various  forms  of  entertainments  at  differ- 
ent working  men's  clubs  on  Simdays 
and  so  on.  I  will  not  say  to  which 
political  shade  of  opinion  these  clubs 
belong,  but  most  of  them  belong  to  one 
particular  grade  of  political  thought. 
This  paper  reveals  a  state  of  things  which 
I  am  quite  sure  the  bishops  would  not 
care  to  see  taking  place  generally :  that 
is  that  on  Sundays  at  twelve  o'clock 
music-hall  artistes  come  in  and  give 
performances,  and  these  performances 
are  continued  intermittently  all  the 
afternoon  and  evening,  and  probably 
most  of  the  night.  There  is  another 
thing  about  club  life  which  has  not  yet 
been  mentioned  in  this  debate,  and  that 
is  that  working  men  can,  by  becoming  a 
member  of  one  club,  and  by  the  payment 
of,  I  think,  5s.,  become  affiliated  to  all 
the  other  clubs  in  the  country,  so  that 
a  London  working  man  can  go  to  any  of 
these  other  clubs  if  he  happens  to  be  in 
Liverpool,  or  in  Manchester,  or  anywhere 
else,  and  straightway  avail  himself  of  all 
the  privileges  of  membership.  So  you 
have  on  foot  in  this  way  what  is  really 
tantamount  to  a  vast  system  of  public- 
houses  all  over  the  country;  but  where 
the  restrictions  placed  on  public-houses 
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are  entirely  evaded.     This  discloses   to 
my  mind  a  state  of  afiairs  for  which  that 
school  of  thought  which  has  always  tried 
to  make  the  public-bouse  miattractive  to 
working  men  is  largely  responsible,  and 
it  is  a  state  of  things  that  I  should  like 
to     see    altered    very    much.      I    was 
much  struck  with  the  eloquent  speech 
delivered  by  such   a  very  ardent  and 
sincere     reformer     as     the    right    rev. 
Bishop   of   Birmingham,  who   described 
the    innocent    pleasures    of  the  foreign 
restaurant.     In  order  to  avoid  a  charge 
of  having  no  remedy  on  our  own  account 
I  venture  to  think  that  that  must  be 
the  eventual  direction  in  which  we  must 
look  for  a  solution  of  this  problem,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  it  ought  to  be  difficult 
fojc  the  Government,  let  us  say,  to  attach 
as  a  condition  to  a  licence  that  the  public- 
house  must  be  something  more  than  the 
mere  institution  that  it  is  at  the  present, 
and  that  we  must  realise  that  we  shall  have 
to  give  to  the  working  man  something 
corresponding  to  the  excellent  and  luxuri- 
ous club  life  of  which  we  are  always  able 
to  avail  ourselves.     That  is  a  possible 
solution  by  means  of  legislation.     It  has 
been  said  over  and  over  again  in  this 
debate,  and  in  other  places,  that  men  must 
be  made  sober  not  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
but  by  the  force  of  example.    I  thought 
the  noble  Earl  in  introducing  this  Bill 
was  a  little  bit  hard  on  those  who  favour 
the  doctrine  of  the  force  of  example.    He 
said  that  those  who  talked  about  the 
force  of  example  were  not  usually  those 
who  conducted  the  moral  agenc  es  of  the 
country.     With  the  greatest   respect  to 
the  noble  Earl,  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
there  is  no  greater  agency  in  this  or  any 
other  country  than  the  force  of  example. 
It  is  not  so  many  years  ago  in  the 
history   of   this    country   that   all    the 
influence  and  most  of  the  wealth  was 
in    the    hands    of     Members    of    your 
Lordships'  House;  probably  a  Peer  was 
the    only    person    who    had    sufficient 
money  to  get  drunk  with;  the   posses- 
sion,   consequently,    of     a    title     used 
to   be   regarded   as   a   synonym   for   a 
perfectly    legitimate,  praiseworthy,  and 
enviable  over-indulgence  in  the  pleasures 
of  the  table,  and  it  was  considered  quite 
a  correct  expression  if  a  man  was  noticed 
to  be  in  a  particular  state  to  accuse 
him    of    being  "as  dnink  as  a   lord." 
But  we  have  changed  all  that,  and  I 

Lard  WiOimghby  de  Broke. 


do  not  think  you  can  look  to  a  bett^ 

example  of  the  changed  times  in  whic! 

we  live  than  by  going  into  any  me« 

of  Yeomanry  officers  when  you  will  se 

them  all  drinking  barley-water.      Tha 

is  the   sort   of   enormous    change  tha 

has  been  going  on  amongst  the  upp^ 

classes.     The  noble  Earl  who  introduce 

this  Bill  said  a  thing  which,  I  must  sat 

made    me    feel    rather    iincomfortablf 

He    said    that    the    public    good    mujti 

over-ride   private   interests.     I    suppof* 

to  a  certain  extent  that   is   true,   bui 

I     hope     that     the     Government    U 

which    the    noble    Earl     belongs     wi! 

guard  themselves  against    the  ruthlei^ 

cruel,    and    thoughtless    application   ol 

that    doctrine.     It    has    been    said    br 

another  noble  Lord  who   favoured  the 

Second   Reading   of  the   Bill   that  tb^ 

vast    body   of   clergy    in    this    countir 

were  in  favour  of  the  measure.     Whh 

regard  to  the   public   good   over-riding 

private   interest,    I   should    very  much 

like  to  quote  to  your  Lordships  wJut 

the  Bishop  of  Worcester  said  the  other 

day  in  answer  to  a  correspondent.    I 

will  stand  corrected  if  needs  be,  because 

I  do  not  say  that  these  are  the  actual 

words,  but  it  is  the  substance  of  what 

he  said.    I  think  they  are  almost  the 

exact  words.     "  While  in  favour  of  t 

measure  of  temperance,  no  morality  or 

philanthropy  or  religion  could  powiWr 

thrive  if  it  was  based  upon  spoliatioo 

or  injustice." 

That,     my     Lords,     I     think,     is  » 
very    important  opinion,    coming   Jn»m 
a    very    high    authority.      I    will   not 
make  too   great   a   point   of  the  word 
"  spoliation."    It  may  be  an  ugly  woni, 
but  at  the  same  time  those  of  us  who 
had  the  good  fortune  to  be  here  hi^ 
just   listened   to   a   verj'^   masterly  awl 
lucid    exposition    of    the    position    ot 
the    innocent    investors    in    brewerie*> 
who    have    invested    their    money   'tt 
brewery   shares   in  perfect   good  fai^* 
I  know  quite  well  from  what  has  happen"* 
this  afternoon  that  if  I  were  to  mentioa 
the    widows     and    the    orphans    noble 
Lords  opposite  would  probably  lan^h* 
but    it    is    no    laughing     matter    f^r 
the     investors     in     breweries,   vhethef 
they  be  widows  and  orphans  or  not, 
and  I   think  all   these   small  inrestor* 
will     heave     a     very     great    sigh   "j 
relief  when  theyknow  that  thii  ^ 
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is  once  and  for  all  killed.  Their 
ciicoiiuCaiices  are  such  that  they  will 
thanlc  that  they  are  peculiarly  in- 
ifpropriate  to  the  exercise  of  that 
ifvit  of  sacrifice  which  the  noble  Earl 
vbo  introduced  the  Bill  considers  so 
MttDtially  a  portion  of  the  measure. 
There  are  bo  many  of  these  people  to 
«hnn  to  cross  the  very  narrow  margin 
bRWMQ  poverty  and  penury  would  be 
I  very  serioua  matter  indeed.  A 
mt  many  of  them  have  only  a 
MScieDt  income  to  enable  them  to  buy 
ihi  very  smallest  comforts,  even  only 
the  necessities  of  life,  and  to  indulge 
A  the  very  small  acts  of  charity  which 
tltfir  previous  bringing-up  and  good 
breeding  would  legitimately  entitle  them 
to  indulge  in ;  and  for  those  people 
ike  passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  a  very 
wriow  matter,  invested  as  theii  money 
be  been  by  their  trustees  in  an  invest- 
not  which  has  been  sanctioned,  and, 
indeed,  encouraged,  by  the  Legislature. 
It  hu  been  said  that  it  is  no  use 
uDdog  any  more  about  the  Licensing 
Bill,  because  the  result  is  a  foregone 
wacliuion.  I  think  with  great  respect, 
M  the  contrary,  that  the  debate — 1 
un  not  referring  to  my  own  contribution 
to  it,  but  to  the  contribution  of  the 
noble  Lords  opposite — will  have  a  very 
t/xA  effect  indeed  on  the  country, 
btcuse  I  think  that  anybody  who  care- 


his  judgment.     If  he  has  not  been  per- 
suaded by  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  the  Bill,  or  let  us 
say   the  arguments   of    the   most  revi 
Prelate    who    sp^ke    this    afternoon,    or 
of  th?  noble  Earl,  Lord  Rosebery,  I  am 
quite  sure  that  nothing  that  I  could  say 
would  have  any  influence  on  him.    But 
there  is  one  remark  of  the  noble  Lord 
with  which  I  do  most  thoroughly  agree 
if  I  understood  it  aright,  and  that  is 
that  he  said  it  was  alleged   that  this 
debate  was  practically  a  debate  on  a 
foregone   conclusion.     Many   of    us    feci 
that,    and    it   is    a   fact    which    makes 
debating   very   difficult   in    this   House. 
We  feel  that  oar  attendauce  here  during 
e  three  davs  of  long  hours  of  listening 
work  of  supererogation,  that  we  are 
not  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  persuade 
or  convince  each  other,  but  that  we  are 
engaged  in  a  solemn  make-believe,  and 
that  the  speeches  that  are  being  made 
are  in  fact  little  more  than  funeral  ora- 
tions on  this  measure.     That  is,  at  any 
rate,    the    impression    which    has    gope 
abroad  in  the  country,  if  I  may  ventur.^ 
to    say   so.     It    is    felt    that   the    noble 
Marquess  has  come  down  to  the  House 
with  his  maniiato  from  the  meeting  in 
another  famous  house,  and  for  my  part 
I  profoundly  regret  that  that  mandate 
is  ao  directly  contradictory  to  what  I 
hold  to  be  the  mandate  that  really  comes 
'  the  people.     That 
to  be  plain  enough 
lers.  of  this  House, 
ndate     vi:hich    has 
IS    petitions    which 
d    to    the     House, 
outside  the  House 
ture  to  think,  the 
of     public      feeling 
foured     into     this 
.sion   in    the   shape 
1   sorts   of  oigani- 
king  up  and  down 
very     quarter     for 
people.    We    hail 
iper     yesterday,     I 
like       ten  _      folio 
I  the  names  of  the 
ind  other   societies, 
congregations,    er- 
in  working  for  the 
-something  bke  ten 
he   names   of  these 
petitions  in  favouj 
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of  this  Bill,  and  on  the  other  side  we 
had  only  about  ten  lines  enumerating  the 
petitions  sent  up  in  favour  of  the  trade. 
In    this    morning's    Notice  Paper,    if    I 
counted  aright,  we  had  fourteen  pages 
covered  with  the  names  of  the  various 
societies  in  the  coimtry  petitioning  for 
this  Bill,  and  we  had,  on  the  other  hand, 
four  lines  only  filled  by  those  petitioning 
against     it.    Therefore,     we    have    the 
mandate,  I  think  I  am  justified  in  saying, 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  in 
this  country  who  are  working  for  the 
good  of  their  fellow  countrymen — twenty- 
four  pages  covered  by  names  on  one  side 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  fourteen  lines 
on  the  other  side.    That  is  the  sort  of 
mandate  which  I  really  thought  would 
have  made  some  impression  on  the  noble 
Lords  who  met  in  that    famous  house 
the   other  day.    Then   again,   we   have 
the  majority  of  237  from  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  of  England  in  another 
place.    That,    I    take    it,    should    have 
had   some   influence   with   noble   Lords 
in    waiting    for   the    discussion    in    this 
House    rather    than    in    virtually    con- 
demning the  Bill  before  they  had  heard 
arguments  in  favour  of  it.     I  say  nothing 
of  the  gigantic   evil  which  everywhere 
pervades  our  English  life,  and  must  be 
to  some  extent  familiar  to  every  Member 
of  this  House.    It  has  been  des(5ribed 
here  in  these  debates  in  eloquent  terms, 
and   I   will   not   detain   you   with   any 
attempt    at    further    description    of    it, 
but  from  every  quarter  we  have  received 
the    unanimous    declaration    that    this 
evil   of   excessive   drinking   is   the   one 
which  meets  every  reformer  first  of  all, 
and  is  the  greatest  of  all  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  social  reform.     Under  these 
circumstances    I     vei.ture    to    think    it 
would    have   been   at    any    rate    more 
respectful  if  the  country  had  not    been 
flooded   with    the   accounts  of  that  re- 
markable  meeting  before   we    came    to 
diBcuss  the  matter  in  this  House. 


financial  side  is  rot  only  a  just  Bill,  hnt 
a  generous  one.  Some  noble  Lords 
seem  to  think  that  a  statement  which  is 
in  itself  ludicrous,  but,  my  Lords,  if  « 
Bill  which  gives  to  the  licerce-holden 
fourteen  years  respite  with  an  additional 
halcyon  seven  years  is  not  just  and 
generous  what  are  we  to  say  of  the 
decisions  which  such  men  as  Lord  PmI 
and  Archbishop  Temple  came  to  after 
a  long  and  serious  and  dispassioLste 
investigation  of  the  whole  question  ? 
As  all  the  world  knows,  they  sakl 
that  the  conclusion  to  which  ther 
came,  and  Lord  Peel  entered  that  in- 
vestigation with  a  thoroughly  open 
mir.d,  and  if  I  may  venture  to  say  so, 
with  a  mind  trained  beyond  that  of 
most  of  us,  was  that  thev  considemi 
a  seven  years  notice  would  be  just. 
What  has  happened  in  the  meantime  to 
make  a  fourteen  or  twerty-one  or  practif- 
allra  twenty-two  years'  time-limit  unjust ' 
I  do  not  think  that  anv  Member  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  this  House  can  ex- 
plain to  us  how  it  is  there  should  be 
such  a  diSerence  in  the  estimates  of 
honourable  men  on  that  poii  t.  Then 
again  we  have  here  in  this  Bill,  putting 
aside  these  clauses  with  regani  to  finan<>>. 
many  clauses  which  all  acknowledge  to  be 
full  of  great  and  beneficent  refornts 
and  reforms  not  only  beneficent  but 
long  overdue,  overdue  because  of  the 
infinite  mischief  that  has  been  done 
year  after  year  for  the  want  of  these 
reforms,  and  which  mischief  will  go  on 
working  and  extending  itself  during 
all  the  vears  which  follow  from  vow 
rejection  of  this   Bill. 

I  was  glad  to  hear  the  noble  Viscoant 
St.  Aldwyn  say  last  ni^ht  in  effect 
th&the  hoped  what  te  call  the  temper- 
ance measures  in  this  Bill,  as  apart  bom 
the  financial  portion  of  it,  might  be  rein* 
troduced  as  a  new  Bill.  I  was  glad  to 
think  that  he  with  his  great  influenc<> 


would  be  ready  to  facilitate  the  passing 
Turning  to  the  Bill,  surely  we  have  had  I  of  such  a  Bill.     We  thank  him  for  that 


many  admissions  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  that  this  Bill  deserved 
discussion  with  something  more  like  an 
open  mind.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal,  eroecially  about  the  financial 
aspect  of  the  question,  but  in  spite  of 
iW  the  argument  we  have  heard  many 
of  us  still  believe  that  this  Bill  on  its 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Here/orcU 


expression,  and  I  think  my  noble  friend* 
on  this  side  will  be  ready  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  it.  This  Bill  strikes  many  of 
us  as  deserving  of  support  not  only  for 
these  reasons  but  because  it  gives  back 
to  the  people  freedom  to  improve  the 
conditions  of  their  own  lives,  and  that  I 
take  it  is  one  of  the  best  elements  of  the 
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Bill  Then  again  it  is  a  Bill,  as  all  of  us, 
"heiever  we  may  live,  must  know,  that 
removes  manifold  temptations  out  of  the 
w%y  of  the  weaker  and  more  tempted 
nwmbere  of  the  community.  We  have 
W  some  attempt  at  brushing  aside  the 
ralue  of  this  dimitiiahing  of  temptation. 
I  do  not  know  why  the  authors  of  the 
19M  Act  should  now  stand  up  and  say 
ihftt  the  lessening  of  the  number  of 
pi^lic-hoases  and  the  decreasing  accord- 
icgly  of  the  number  of  temptations  is 
cot  a  temperance  measure.  If  they  say 
thtt,  why  did  they  introduce  their  1904 
Bill  and  why,  when  they  introduced  their 
Bill,  did  they  say,  "  This  is  the  greatest 
temperance  measure  that  has  ever  been 
Woaght  into  Parliament"?  But  it 
is  reall?  an  amazing  statement,  when 
yon  think  of  it,  that  the  shutting 
ap  of  these  houses  is  not  to  be  a  benefit 
10  the  temperance  of  the  country,  ia  not 
to  Mve  people  from  the  dangers  of  falling 
into  the  sin  of  drunkenness.  Why, 
indeed,  it  ia  a  new  and  amauiig  and 
lUrming  doctrine  which  is  really  in- 
rolved  in  this  argument  which  we  have 
licard  more  than  once  in  the  course  of 
thij  debate — this  new  doctrine  that 
temptation  does  not  lead  to  fall.  It  ia 
diScoh  for  anyone  who  ia  famihar  with 
tU  the  details  of  the  life  ol  many  of  the 
r taker  members  of  society  to  hsten 
p«i;  tlr  to  those  arguments.  Are  there 
tbow  among  us  who  r:  11  h  Id  that  the 
mokiplying  of  temptation  does  not  lead 
lo  fall  ?  If  go,  I  ask  them  with  what 
Mrt  of  thought  do  they  use  their  Lord's 
Prsyet? 

I  deeply  regret  the  determination  with 
vMch  apparently  so  many  noble  Lords 
Uve  come  down  to  this  House  to  reject  the 
^nd  Reading  of  this  Bill.  But  while 
uyiog  so  much  I  have  also  to  co.ife^s 
lUt  there  are  parts  of  the  Bill  with  which 
1  »m  not  very  much  enamoured.  I  con- 
fnt  to  a  certain  sense  of  disappointment 
ia  regard  to  the  part  that  deals  with 
(luU,  like  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
ut  down  and  other  speakers  from  the 
"dktr  tide.  I  feel  that  that  portion  of  the 
Kn,  though  good  as  far  as  it  goes,  might 
)■(  BUterially  strengthened,  and  I  had 
W^  that  if  your  Lordships  had  read 


denunciation  of  the  existing  clubs  should 
be  used  as  an  argument  against  the  new 
measure.  Th?  new  Bill  at  any  rate 
would  make  it  imp  «si  >.e  for  any  of  the 
ez' sting  ilubs  lo  go  on  as  they  are  now 
going  on.  It  would  sweep  them  away  by 
the  conditions  of  annual  registration,  in- 
spection, and  all  the  other  improvements 
connected  with  it.  It  w  ul  l  sweep  away 
th)  greater  part  of  the  abuses  now  com- 
Iflained  of  by  noble  Lords  opposite. 
But  may  I  be  permitted  to  say  that  I 
think  the  authors  of  the  1901  Aet  are  the 
very  last  persona  who  ought  to  have 
any  claim  to  bring  that  argument  before 
ua.  When  they  introduced  their  Bill 
and  passed  their  Act  with  its  marvellously 
imperfect  arrangement  for  the  reduction 
of  houses,  why  did  they  not  take  the 
matter  of  clubs  into  consideration  ? 
Why  did  they  leave  an  open  field  for  any 
bogus  club  to  be  established  immedi- 
ately ?  Why  did  they  leave  it  possible 
for  a  brewer  whose  house  was  shut  up  for 
some  reason  or  another  to  open  that 
house  the  next  day  as  a  drinking  club  ? 
I  imagine  that  they  have  no  answer  to 
that  question,  and  having  no  answer  I 
think  that  they  ought  to  have  spared 
ua  the  denunciation  of  this  Bill  because 
of  the  futility  of  their  own  Act.  The 
noble  Uarquess  made  a  great  deal  of  that 
point,  and  I  was  surprised  that  he  did  so. 
He  even  illustrated  his  argument  by  the 
case  of  a  club — I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  a  Radical  Club,  but  very  likely  it 
was — in  which,  as  he  said,  the  accounts 
showed  the  sale  of  a  halfpennyworth  ^of 
bread  to  an  intolerable  amoimt  of  sack. 
That  was  a  very  interesting  quotation, 
but  I  wonder  it  did  not  occur  to  him 
that  this  waa  a  club  that  had  come  into 
existence  under  their  own  Act,  Coming 
from  the  other  aide  of  the  House  that  was 
not  a  convincing  argument,  because  some 
of  ua  felt  that  there  was  even  an  inclina- 
tion on  that  side  to  increase  the  cost  of 
the  bread  and  to  make  the  sack  more 
abundant. 

Besides  the  club  question  I  confes'i 
also  to  not  being  very  much  satisfied 
with  what  has  been  done  in  regard  to  the 
ofi-licences.  If  I  may  venture  to  hark 
back  for  a  moment  and  aav  one  word 
id 
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should  have  been  placed  as  regards  the 
sale  of  drink  on   the  game^footing.  as  the 
pujblic -houses.       That      is    perhaps    an 
extreme  temperance   view  which  would 
hardly  be  endorsed  even  by  noble  Lords 
opposite.      I   pass    to    off-licences    for 
a   moment.      I  have    to    confess    that 
■although    the     steps    taken    are    good 
so  far  as  they  go,  because  the  Bill  brings 
those  licences  imder  the  local  author- 
ity, still  I  consider  that  the  arrange- 
ments   of  the     Bill     are     inadequate. 
I  venture  to  think,  as  the  result  of  my 
personal    experience,   that     off-licences 
should  not  be  given  to  tradesmen  who 
sell  all  sorts  of  things.    A  grocer  ought 
not  to  be  given  a  licence  which  brings  him 
within  the  sphere  of  this  dangerous  trade. 
That  is  the  principle  on  which  I  base  my 
objections  to  the  off-licences.**  I  say  the 
licence  should  be  given  to  those  who  arc 
engaged  in  this  particular  trade  and  not 
in  other  trades  as  well.     I  think  few  of 
us'can  have  lived  in  the  country  without 
being   conscious   of   the   openings   that 
exist    for    abuse    which     the     grocer's 
licence  gives.     I  have  in  my  own  mind 
at  this  moment  the  memory  of  the  ruin 
of   a    young   curate — this    is   my   own 
experience — ^simply     because     he     was 
served    by   his   grocer   along    with   his 
grocery    with    various   kinds    of   drink. 
He  had  been  in  the  habit  of   sending 
for   this   drink,    and   the   grocer's   cart 
brought  to  this  curate,  a  poor  man  with 
-%  very  small  stipend,   something  like  so 
1  irge  an  amount  as  £31  worth  of  drink  in 
six  months.    So  that  he  was  spending  more 
than  even  the  working  man  is  supposed 
to  spend  a  week  out  of  his  limited  income. 
He  ruined  his  prospects  in  life,  and  yet 
the  grocer  who   held   that  licence,  and 
supplied  that  drink,  which  by  the  by 
was  never  paid  for,  was  a  very  respectable 
person  holding  a  responsible  position, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  instances  of 
that  kind,  which  can  be  multiplied,  are 
sufficient  to  show  that  we  ought  to  put 
an  end  to  this  system.    There  may  be 
better  ways  of  puttirg  an  end  to  it,  but 
my  own  humble  suggestion  would  be 
that    a    licence   should    not    be    given 
to     persons     who     are     also     sending 
out  other  art  idea  besides  drink, 

^  But  there  is  another  reason  why  I  am 
somewhat  lukewarm  with  regard  to 
this  Bill,  and  that  is  in  respect  of  the 
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time-limit.  My  reasons  are  somewiiat 
different,  probably,  from  those  of  the 
noble  Lords  opposite.  I  look  upon  the 
time-limit  of  fourteen  years  that  this 
Bill  has  introduced,  as  not  only  a  just, 
but  a  generous  limit,  and  I  have  been 
led  to  that  conclusion  both  bv  mv  own 
investigations  in  the  matter,  which 
have  been  considerable,  and  by  the 
conclusions,  as  I  have  said,  of  such  men 
as  Viscount  Peel  and  Archbishop  Temple. 
But  I  have  never  seen  or  heard  any 
reason  yet  why  the  Prime  Minister 
should  have  given  another  period,  » 
halcyon  perio  1  of  seven  years.  I  read  th«» 
Prime  Minister's  statrm'^nt  wh^n  he 
made  that  concession.  I  noticed  the 
very  fervent  and  emphatic  way  and  t*  c 
very  ^attractive  rhetoric  in  which  he 
said  that  it  was  not  intended  to  placste 
the  enemy ;  but  I  heard  no  ade(|aate 
reason  why  it  should  have  been  given, 
and  I  hold  that  it  is  an  extravagant  giving 
away  of  the  money  of  the  people.  1 
imagine  that  many  persons  hardly,  realise 
how  much  of  the  public  money  is  really 
being  given  away  by  this  long  extension 
of  time-limit.  I  am  prepared  to  give  it, 
if  we  could  have  the  settlement,  but  I 
feel  that  we  are  giving  a  tremendotu 
price,*  *and  that  we  are  not  giving  our 
own*' money,  but  the  money  of  the 
taxpayer  and  the  ratepayer. 

Allusion  has  abeady  been  made  to  a 
very  interesting  and,  I  venture  to  think, 
authoritative  book  which  has  lately  been 
published  and  is  now  in  its  second  edition, 
Messrs.  Rowntree  and  Sherwell's  book 
on  thd  taxation  of  licences.  I  do  not 
know  whether  noble  Lords  have  studied 
it,  but  it  is  really  a  very  interesting  and 
illuminating  book ;  and  in  that  book 
it  is  declared  that  if  we  were  to  tax  oar 
liquor  trade  up  to  the  average  of  thf 
United  States  we  should  have  an 
additional  income  from  it  of  £7,900,000 
per  annum.  If  we  raised  our  taxation 
to  the  level  of  that  of  the  finest  state  of 
America,  it  would  be  very  much  larger 
than  £7,300,000.  So  that,  you  see, 
if  we  earmark  and  hand  over  to  the 
trade  for  twenty-one  years,  all  tJii« 
enhanced  income,  which  would  on! j  brirg 
us  up  to  the  level  of  the  Ignited  8tati», 
what  a  tremendous  amount  of  money  w« 
are  handing  over  to  this  trade.  I 
suppose  I^mayi  presume  that  praciiealiy 
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this  Bin  is  dead,  and  that  we  are  only 
reHly  attending  here  at  its  obsequies. 
Bat  my  hope  is  that  this  is  by  no  means 
tie  end  of  the  matter ;  it  is  really 
tie  beginning  of  a  new  period  of  tem- 
perance legislation  perhaps  on  new 
lines,  and  possibly  more  eSective  ones. 
And  my  hope,  to  begin  with,  is  this, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
may  have  the  courage  to  give  us  something 
liic  a  proper  return  from  this  trade  in 
the  shape  of  high  licences.  I  think  it 
is  time  that  the  people  began  to  come 
to  their  own,  and  on  that  account  I 
feel  it  is  a  consolation  that  we  have  not 
to  wait  for  twenty-one  years  before  we 
tome  to  our  own. 

Then,  again,  I  have  the  hope  that 
▼e  may  see  established  a  new  system 
of  inspection  of  public-houses.  I  have 
for  a  considerable  time,  as  the  result  of 
my  experience  in  one  city  and  another 
lod  in  one  country  town  and  another, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  we  are 
to  have  the  existing  laws  properly  ad- 
ministered we  ought^to  have  a  system  of 
'what  I  may  call  State  inspectors,  and  that 
ve  should  no  longer  be  content  to  leave  the 
oversight  of  these  houses  and  this  trade 
entirety"  to  this  or  that  locality,  because 
of  an  the  manifold  influences  in  every 
locality  which  tend  to  interfere  with  the 
proper  administration  of  the  law  in  this 
respect.  I  have  here  what  I  may  venture 
to  say,  on  behalf  of  a  new  system  of  State 
or  Imperial  inspectors,  the  testimony  of 
*  very  experienced  justice  of  the  peace. 
Tliis  gentleman  has  been  a  justice  of  the 

rce  and  a  sheriff  in  Lancashire,  and 
has  also  been  a  justice  of  the  peace 
in  a  southern  county.     He  is  a  man  of 
long  experience,    and    he    holds    that 
licensing  Bills  would  hardly  be  required 
if  we  had  a  proper  system  of  national 
inspectors,    altogether    independent    of 
local  influences,  watch  committees,  and 
so  forth.    No  one  can  read  the  evidence 
Before  Lord  Peel's  Commission  without 
living  seen  what  corruption,  indirect  or 
&wt,  you  may  find,  in  this  matter, 
inder  the   various   watch   conamittees. 
"lis  experienced  justice   of  the  peace 
iclares  in  the  strongest  terms  that  a 
P*»t  many    of    the    most    dangerous 
publichouses  in  the  coimtry  could  be 
•^  ap  if  we  had  a  proper  system  of 
*n«pection,  and  this  gentleman  whom  I 


am  venturing  to  quote  is  a  very  staunch 
and  sound  Conservative. 

May   I   venture   another   remark   pn 
behalf    of    this-   system    of    inspection 
which  I  advocate  ?    It  is  based  on  what 
the  Bishop  of  London  told  us  last  night. 
He  reminded  us  of  what  was  said  with 
regard  to-  on  e  of  his  missions  in  West- 
minster on  a  certain  midnight  -maicE. 
I   forget  the   exact   number  of  people 
under  the  influence  of  drink,  or  drunk, 
whom  he  and  his  companions  met  in 
that  march,  but  the  curious  thing  was 
that  there  was  not  a  single  publican 
in  that  district  who  had  seen  a  drunken 
man,  and  there  was  not  a  single  police- 
man in  that  d^trict  who  had  arrested 
one.    Why,    what    a    curious    state    of 
things  we  have  !    Here  are  a  number  of 
very  disinterested  persons  who  believe 
that  they  see  a  great  number  of  drunken 
people,   and  here  are  the   people  who 
supply  the  drink,  who  are  certain  that, 
not  a  single  drunken  person  Wad  in  their 
houses ;     and  here  are  the  police,  who 
also  see  none  of  them.    It  seems  almost 
as  difficult  to  arrive  at  a  definition  of 
drunkenness  as  it  is  to  arrive  at  a. de- 
finition   of    monopoly    value.    But    I 
venture  to  think  that  if  we  had  a  system 
of  inspectors  independent  of  local  or- 
ganisations   we    should    find    it    much 
easier  to  agree  as  to  when  the  law  was 
broken  and  when  it  was  not.    So  much 
for  my  hopes  with  regard  to  the  future. 
I   hope    to    see  the    high    licences;   1 
hope  to  see  a  better  system  of  inspec- 
tion ;  and  largely  a  national  one,  and  a 
new  Bill,  with  all  the  best  clauses  of 
this  Bill,  again  before  this  House,  and 
I  feel  sanguine  that  we  may  see  that 
placed  upon  the  Statute-book. 

If  I  may  venture  to  intrude  a  little 
longer,  I  would  like  to  add  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  misunderstanding  about  the 
really  equitable  claims  for  compensation 
in  regard  to  this  matter.  For  my  own 
part,  I  hold  that  we  cannot  arrive  at  a 
real  and  right  understanding  of  the 
matter  without  looking  for  a  moment 
into  the  history  of  the  tied-house  system. 
This  tied-house  system  does  not  represent 
the  traditional  system^  and  it  has  none  of 
the  claims  of  an  old  established  system.  It 
is  in  fact  a  mushroom  growth,  and  a  growth 
under  very  peculiar  circumstances,  and 
it  is  on  account  of  these  circumstances 
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that  I  hold  these  new  companies  have 
very  little  claim  either  in  justice  or  in 
equity.    Really  the  root  of  our  trouble 
in  this  matter  has  been  because  of  the 
system'  of  tied  houses  to  brewery  com- 
panies.   These   companies  have  almost 
all    come    into    existence    since    1883. 
The  .  late  Lord  Chancelloi  gave  us  an 
illustration  of  three  companies.    But  for 
fear  of  interrupting  him  I   should  have 
liked  to  interpose,  and  ask  when  those 
companies  came  into  existence.    I  am 
sorry  he  is  not  here,  but  I  may  say  that 
most  of  these  companies  came  into  opera- 
tion after  the  year  1883  and  after  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  trade  gave  decisions 
one  after  another  remiijiding  the  trade 
that   the  interest  creat^^d  by  a  licence 
was  not  an3rthing  like  a  freehold^  but  was 
precarious,  and  was  likely  to  disappear, 
or  diminish  in  value  and  volume.     At 
this  moment,  that  is  after  1883,  thefinan- 
e'er   steps   in,    and   he   begins   to   float 
company    after    company.    I    am    old 
enough   to   remember   all   these   years, 
tiiie  phenomena  before  us   were   these: 
private   breweries,  became    limited    lia- 
bility companies,  and  owners  gathered 
in    outside    investors,    in    these  com- 
panies, many  of  whom,  of  course,  were 
the     trustees     for     th?    widows     and 
orphans,  so  that  these  brewery  companies 
became    a    sort   of   refuge    for   outside 
investors.    But  there  are  some  curious 
facts  connected  with  this  flotation   of 
companies,  as  noble  Lords  know  very  well. 
In  that  interesting  book    by  Rowntree 
and     Sherwell,    to    which     the     noble 
Marquess    referred,    I    iound  the   other 
day    a    mention    of  three    companies 
which  were  amalgamated;   that   state- 
ment has  been  before  the  public  a  long 
time,  and  has  never  been  contradicted, 
so  far  as  I  know.     Those  three  breweries 
before     amalgamation    and     the    issue 
of    a  prospectus   under  new  conditions 
owned  a  capital  of  a  little  more  than 
£3,000,000,  but  in  the  course  of  a  very 
few  months  those  companies  had  been 
amalgamated  and  floated  afresh,  and  by 
some  mysterious  process  that  capital  had 
grown    to    £8,000,000.    There    was    an 
increment  of  £5,000,000  on  the  capital  of 
those  companies.    X  suppose  a  good  deal 
of  that  £5,000,000  was  taken  up  in  de- 
bentures and  by  shares  by  trustees,  and 
widows  and  orphans.    That  case  may  be 
a*  somewhat  exceptional  one,  but  there 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Hereford, 


you  have  an  instance  which  certaiiily 
shows  what  a  hollow  business  tluB 
financial  flotation  was  as  regards,  I 
will  not  say  more,  the  interests  o{ 
the  innocent  outside  investing  public. 
This  capital  grew  in  the  night  like 
Jonah's  gourd,  and  was  it  surprising 
that  it  withered  in  tt.e  right  also  I  You 
have  been  reminded  by  the  Bbhop  oi 
London  that  many  of  these  companies 
were  practically  ruined  by  this  over- 
capitalisation before  this  Bin  was  thought 
of  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair 
on  us  who  are  advocating  temperance 
measures  that  we  should  be  held  re- 
sponsible, or  that  we  should  be  asked 
to  compensate  those  who  have  indulged 
in  this  kind  of  gigantic  speculation. 

Then,  again,  on  the  formation  of  these 
companies  there  followed  a  competitive 
boom  of  buying  up  public-houses  all  over 
the    country    at    exorbitant    prices.     I 
have  cases  close  to  my  own  lodge  gates 
by  which  I  can  illustrate  that.    Their 
comes  the  question  of  low  rents  in  con- 
nection with  these  tied-houses,  artificial 
rents,  and  altogether  inadequate  valua- 
tions, and  what  has  been  the  effect  on 
the  local  ratepayers !    Surely  the  effect 
is  that  the  local  ratepayers  have  had  to- 
pay  an  undue  share  if  these  houses  are 
not  paying  their  proper  share.     These 
are  among  the  objections  which  I  feel 
to  the  tied-house  system,  and  they  are 
arguments,  I  take  it,  against  the  very 
large  claims  which  the  owners  of  property 
under   that    system   are    making   upon 
us.    But  I  have  still  a  greater  objection 
than    all.      This     tied-house    system   is 
part  of  what  is  called  exclusive  dealing* 
1  have  been  surprised  again  and  again 
that   this   system   of   exclusive  dealing, 
in    connection    with   licences   given   by 
the  public  for  the  public  in terc at,  should 
have  been  allowed  to  go  on  as  it  has, 
bBcause     the      granting    of    a    licence 
under     the     conditions     of      exclasive 
dealing    is    detrimental    to   the  public 
interest;     it     is     not   in    the    interest 
of   the   public   that   the   man   licensed 
should  be  bound,  for  instance,   to    seU 
possibly  the  worst  beer  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  possibly  the  worst  articles  of 
the    neighbourhood.    It    is    altogetlier 
against  the  public   interest,   and  it.is 
entirely    against    the    interests   oi 
publican,  and  still  more  it  is  coal 
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I  nDdoBtacd  the  matter  aright,  to  the 
pcmciples  of  the  Truck  Acts  which  led 
TOUT  Others  to  pass  those  beneficent 
Aets  i  feoaeratioa  ago.  On  these  grounds 
1  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  tied-house 
iTitem,  or  to  any  com^^ensation  beyond 
what  is  JQst  and  reaso:'.able  and  generoup. 
I  bftve  a  still  greater  objection  and 
t^at  is  the  moral  objection.  I  do  not 
Uunk  tkat  many  of  the  investors  in  these 
tied  houses  really  know  the  nature  of 
the  trade  out  of  which  they  make  their 
pvofita;  they  would  not,  I  believe, 
continue  to  take  them  if  they  realised 
that  it  is  a  trade  which  they  would  be 
uhamed  to  conduct  in  their  own  person. 

In  conclusion,  I  desire  with  all  respect 

to    say   that     I    think  that    in     the 

lomewhat — I  hardly  like  to  use  the  word 

fvnical— hat   in  the  manner  in   which 

tMs  Bin  has  been  practically  destroyed, 

before  it  has  been  discussed  in  this  House, 

mn  Lordships  could  hardly  have  con- 

ndered   the     full   effect    of  what  you 

\axt  done,  and  I  am  quite  sure  from  my 

knowledge   of   the   country   that   there 

will  be  a  very  genertil  feeling  that  your 

Lordships  have  not  considered  the  best 

interests  of  the  country  in  this  matter, 

t}ut    you   have    in    fact    subordinated 

the  legislative  freedom  of   the  people, 

t^  modem  and  social  well-being  of  the 

masses,  and  the  progressive  improvement 

of  those  masses,  in  some  degree  to  the 

'^l^ims  of    party   policy,   and   in   some 

degree  to  the  interests  of  a  particular 

ti»de,  and   I   am   convinced   that   the 

people  arc  not  likely  to  forget  this.     As 

»  matter  of  fact,  if  this  Bill  is  rejected 

(s  this  way,  and  nothing  else  is  done,  it 

^OQOtints  to  slamming  the  door  in  the 

^  of  all  social  reform.    Yes,  we  some- 

^oes  enter  into  these  matters  with  a 

li^  heart,  as  conflicts  have  often  been 

«it€Ped  into  with  light  hearts  before — 

<^^cts   which    have   led    to    ultimate 

'ii***ter,  and  I  venture  to  say  this  much, 

*^t  if  your  Lordships  make  it  a  chal- 

'^igc  to  the  people  I  think  the  people 

^  accept  the   challenge.     For  myself 

I  am  an  old  man,  but  still  I  hope  to  live 

to  sec  a  good  many  advances  in  popular 

^''^Jom,  and  I  rather  wonder  that  you 

^  not  take  a  warning  from  the  lessons 

^^  hiftory.  I  am  assuming  that  the 
P*<»ple  in  the  mass,  the  intelligent  part 

oi  the  people — and  we  have  their  repre- 

•^tatives  in  another  place  unanimously 


in  favour  of  this  Bill — will  say  that  you 
have  not  treated  this  Bill  with  the  respect 
which  it  deserves,  and  I  venture  to  ask,, 
if  you  come  into  conflict  with  the  people 
on  these  great  and  fundamental  social 
matters,  was  it  ever  seen  in  the  conflict 
between  a  free  people  and  the  privileged 
classes  that  those  classes  won  anything 
in  the  end  but  discredit  and  ultimate 
disaster ;  and  I  am  afraid  that  we  are, 
perhapa,  precipitating  that  end.  My 
last  word  is  this.  I  think  your  Lord* 
ships  have  to  some  eictent  overlooked 
and  disregarded  or  forgotten  or  tmder* 
rated  what  is  a  very  important  and 
growing  factor  in  public  life,  and  that  is 
the  uprising  of  an  educated  and  free 
democracy,  a  democracy  that  has  begun, 
to  feel  its  own  strength,  and  to  see  with 
a  clearer  vision  and  to  be  more  firm 
about  its  claims,  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  democracy  will  not  be  very 
long  content  to  have  its  claims  for  social 
reform  contemptuously  thrown  aside^ 
and  unless  I  am  greatly  mistaken,  I  fear 
that  an  action  of  this  kind  taken  upon 
such  a  great  measure  may  be  tantamount 
to  digging  the  grave  of  some  of  your 
Lordships'  inherited  privileges. 

♦The  lord  STEWARD  (Earl 
Beauchamp)  :  My  Lords,  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  xiourse  of  the  debate  in  the 
last  few  days  have  made  it  difficult 
for  a  Member  of  His  Majesty's  Grovern 
ment  to  reply  earlier  to  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  from  the  front 
Opposition  bench.  I  hope,  however,, 
that  the  nobis  Marquess  whose  Motion  is- 
on  the  Paper  did  not  think  it  discour- 
teous on  the  part  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  them  not  to  have  been  repre- 
sented earlier  in  the  debate.  The  reason 
was  that  we  were  anxious  that  those  Mem- 
bers of  your  Lordships'  House  who  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  addressing  it,„ 
should,  on  such  an  important  occasion, 
as  this,  have  every  opportunity  of  making 
their  views  known  to  your  Lordships. 

However,  it  now  falls  to  my  lot,  as  the- 
first  speaker  from  this  bench  after  the 
noble  Marquess  had  moved  the  Motion 
which  is  now  before  your  Lordships,  to- 
deal  or  to  attempt  to  deal  with  some  of 
the  arguments  which  he  specially  ad- 
dressed to  His  Majesty's  Government. 
In  attempting  so  to  do,  I  am  glad  to 
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think  that  I  am  fortified  by  some  of  the 
arguments  which  were  used  by  the  noble 
Marquess  himself  on  a  previous  occasion. 
He  told  us  yesterday  that  his  objections 
to  this  Bill  were  directed,  not  to  points  of 
detail,  but  to  fundamental  principles  in 
this  Bill,  and  he  explained .  to  your 
X<ordshipB  that  it  was  mainly  a  Bill  for  the 
reduction,  of  licences.  In  1904,  in 
winding  up  the  debate  on  the  Licensing 
Act  of  that  year  the  noble  Marquess 
used  these  words — 

•  "  Although  the  Bill  may  not  be  as  imposing 
a  measure  as  some  noble  Lords  opposite  desire, 
it  is,  nevertheless,  a  substantial  step  towards  a 
diminution  in  the  number  of  licences  which  all 
^ho  have  given  consideration  to  the  question, 
from  the  Royal  Commission  presided  over  by 
the  noble  Viscount  downwards,  have  regarded 
a«  an  indispensable  preliminary  to  any  progress 
in  temperance  reform.*' 

And  there  is  another  quotation  from 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  on  the 
same  occasion  to  the  effect — 

*'  I  father  from  the  speeches  delivered  that 
we  all  believe  that  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
licences  is  a  step  in  the  direction  of  temperance." 

Therefore,  so  far  as  this  Bill  deals  with 
the  question  of  the  reduction  of  licences, 
I  am  glad  to  think  that,  in  spite  of 
yesterday's  criticisms,  the  noble  Marquess 
is  persuaded  that  a  considerable  reduction 
IS  really  and  truly  necessary. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
If  the  noble  Lord  had  paid  attention  to 
what  I  said  yesterday  he  would  have  seen 
that  I  admitted  that  reduction  of  licences 
carried  on  in  a  discriminating  fashion 
was  undoubtedly  a  step  in  the  direction 
of  temperance  reform.  My  complaint 
is  that  this  Bill  is  wholly  different  from 
our  Bill  of  1904. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  If  the  noble 
Marquess  will  allow  me,  I  will  deal  with 
that  point  by  reading  another  quotation 
of  his  on  the  same  point.  It  was  not 
only  the  Marquess  himself  who  spoke  in 
favour  of  the  reduction  of  licences,  but 
the  Lieader  of  the  Opposition  in  another 
place,  who  was  then  the  head  of  His 
Majesty's  Government,  spoke  to  the 
same  effect,  and  I  think  Viscount  Cross 
spoke  even  more  strongly  in  that  direc- 
tion. If  the  complaint  of  the  noble 
Marquess  is  that  this  Bill  dealt  mainly 
with  the  question  of  the  reduction  of 
licences,    and    neglected    altogether    a 
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great  part  of  the  field  of  temperance 
reform,.  I  do  not  think  that  he  quit« 
does,  justice  to  the  full  scope  of  thb 
Bill.  A  large  number  of  the  speeches 
delivered  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
have  dealt  with  the  other  topics  con- 
tained in  the  Bill — monopoly  value, 
time-limit,  and  the  very  large  number 
of  matters  which  are  dealt  with  in 
other  clauses.  Let  me  remind  the  noble 
Marquess  that  of  this  Bill  of  forty-nine 
clauses  there  are  twenty  in  Part  IIIm 
which  deal  with  miscellaneous  Amend- 
ments, six  in  Part  IV.,  and  aa  eqosi 
number  in  Part  V.  Those  six  claow* 
in  Part  IV.  deal  entirely  with  clab«, 
with  regard  to  which  I  think  the  noble 
Marquess  complained  that  the  Bill  hiid 
not  sufBciently  dealt. 

One  of  the  main  points  with  which  I 
think  the  noble  Marquess  dealt  yesterday 
was  that  it  was  not  yet  proved  that 
excessive  drinking  facilities  were  realij 
conducive  to  drunkenness.     I  am  gkd 
to  think  that  I  am  able  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the   noble   Marquess  a  veir 
striking  case  which  really  deals  with  tUt 
question.    There  is  an  area  in  Birmingr 
ham  which  is  known  as  the  Floodgate 
Street  area,  a  district  which  has  attractol 
a  great  deal  of  attention  from  all  tho»e 
who    are    interested    in    social    reform 
throughout  the  country  as  well  as  those 
who   live  near   Birmingham   itselL    In 
that  district,  the  Floodgate  Street  area, 
in   Birmingham,  there    is    an   immense 
proportion  of  public -houses.     The  ju^t• 
tices  unanimously  decided  in  1904  that 
there  were  too  many  licences  in  that  axes* 
There  were  no  less  than  forty -five  fur  a 
population  of  7,000  persons,  that  is,  out 
public-house  for  every  eighty-nine  per- 
sons  over  the  age    of   eighteen  yeai». 
I  have  here  some  statistics  with  regu<l 
to  the  general    death    and  birth  i«te« 
which  show  the  condition  of  that  area 
and  to  which  I  specially  wish  to  draw 
the  attention  of  your  Lordship's  Houie, 
not  because  this  is  a  particuWly  eiceD* 
tional  case,  but  because  I  think  it  is  fairly 
typical  of  the  condition  in  a  great  many. 
too  many,  of  the  slums  in  the  large  citie^. 
The  general  death  rate  in  that  area  was 
31*51  per  1,000,  as  against  nineteen  in 
the  city ;    infant  mortality  was  252  p« 
1,000,  as  against  151  in  the  city.    In  «^- 
healthiest  area  the  general  death  n*tc 
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WM  onhr  twenty-one  whereas  in  the  worst 

it  VIS  no  less  than  sixty-three,  and  in  the 

year  1902  one  out  of  every  three  deaths 

toot  place  in  some  public  institution. 

Bnt  that  is  not  all.     A  large  number 

of  hospital  cases  coming  entirely  trom 

the  Floodgate   Street   area   have   been 

dfalt  with  in  the  Birmingham  General 

H<«pital.    In  one  year  no  less  than  625 

ve.-e  dealt  with  in  that  wav  ;   and  there 

B  constant  complaint  from  those  who  are 

interested  in  the  school  children  in  that 

i*tt  of  the  condition  in  whi:h  they  come 

to  school     In  this  area,  as  I  have  said, 

fbere  b  a  very  large  number  of  public- 

koose*.    So    much   stirred    was    public 

opinion  in  Birmingham  on  this  question 

thit  they  insisted   on   a   reduction    of 

the  licensed  premises  and  of  the  facili- 

t)«  for  drinking   within   that   district, 

lid   I    have    before    me     the     repo  t 

<*f  the    medical    officer   of    health,   in 

»hieh  he  says  that  the  drink  question 

i^  one  of  the  greatest  importance  and 

fl^e  of  real  danger  to  the  public  health. 

Whit  has  been  the  result  of  such  reduc- 

twn  1    What  has  been  the  effect  of  this 

t)o  gmaQ  reduction   which   has   taken 

plac«  in  that  area  ?    It  is  the  unanimous 

^^tfanony  of  every  social  worker  con- 

^enied  in  that  area  that  the  evil  com- 

pWned  of  has  considerably  toned  down 

su^e  that   time,   that  the   number   of 

^Unt  cases  are  much  fewer,  and  that 

^^  has  been  a  very  considerable  im- 

ptoTement  all   round  in  that  district. 

Tkere  are   still   in   that   area   twenty- 

^t  licensed  houses  to  a  population 

0^  7,000,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  possible 

to  reduce   that    number    still    further, 

wd  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  effect  of 

'^er   reducing    those    facilities    will 

W  to  a  further  reduction  in  the  number 

of  cafles  of  brutality  and  drunkenness. 

Now  let  me  turn  to  some  other  points 
*feh  have  been  mentioned  by  the 
^t  Marquess.  He  said  that  this 
M  did  not  touch  the  consumer.  It 
»  qmte  true  that  our  measure  does  not 
t3nch  the  consumer  directly,  but  I 
^^  Uke  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
i'  kia  own  Act  of  1904  touched  the 
^^"Mnmcr.  A  large  number  of  those 
pwple  who  have  been  convicted  of 
^'^n^kenness  in  the  past  ought  to  be 
^^^Bndered  as  being  victims,  to  a  large 
*>^t,  of  the  ciioamatances  under  which 
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they  live,  and  it  is  the  express  wish  of 
the  Government  to  remove  those  tempta- 
tions from  the  people  and  give  them 
fewer  opportunities  for  drunkenness. 
The  noble  Marquess  stated  that  this  Bill 
did  not  tend  to  humanise  the  con<Jitions 
of  the  public-house  trade.  In  reply  to 
this  point  again  I  rely  on.  his  own  Act  of 
1904  in  which  that  matter  was  left  out 
altogether. 


Another  criticism  which  has  been 
made  is  in  regard  to  our  treatment 
of  clubs.  In  this  respect  I  think  there 
is  a  very  important  correction  to  be 
made  in  regard  to  the  statement  which 
has  been  made  by  more  than  one  noble 
Lord  in  the  course  of  this  debate.  Before 
I  touch  that  statement  let  me  put  this 
point  to  the  noble  Marquess.  He  said 
it  was  useless  to  deal  with  excessive 
drinking  in  public-houses  unless  we 
treat  clubs  in  a  similar  manner.  This 
indicates  that  there  are  two  alternatives. 
Either  the  whole  matter  should  be  left 
alone,  or  else  the  noble  Marquess  is 
anxious  that  we  should  deal  with  clubs 
far  more  stringently  than  we  propose 
to  do  in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
I  venture  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
what  is  the  policy  of  himself  and  his 
friends  upon  this  point.  Are  they  really 
anxious  that  we  should  put  further 
restrictions  upon  clubs,  and  if  so,  ^ill 
they  indicate  in  the  course  of  the  debato 
what  other  restrictions  they  think  should 
be  imposed  upon  clubs.  It  is  a  remark- 
able fact  that  more  than  one  of  the 
noble  Marquess's  friends  in  another  place 
were  very  anxious  that  some  of  the  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  present  Bill 
upon  clubs  should  be  removed  because 
they  thought  som«^  of  them  went  a  great 
deal  too  far.  We  shall  watch  with 
interest  the  line  which  will  be  taken  by 
the  noble  Marquess  when  the  Bill  dealing 
with  this  question  is  brought  in  from 
an  independent  quarter  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  We  shall  then  see  whether 
the  noble  Marquess  in  the  consideration 
of  that  Bill,  will  propose  Amendments 
strengthening  the  clauses  which  relate 
to  clubs.  The  statement  I  am  anxious 
to  correct  is  to  be  found  in  a  quotation 
made  by  Lord  Midleton  on  2r>th  .Tune, 
in  whi<*^  *  '^d  that 

publi  ^  a  ch 

estaV  "^  o 


619 


Licensing 


{LORDS} 


Bill 


620 


and  continue  the  abuses,  thus  keeping 
alive  for  the  temperance  party  a  valuable 
subject  matter  for  agitation.  The  noble 
Marquess  yesterday  used  language  almost 
as  strong.  He  told  us  that  if  there  was 
one  thing  which  had  been  clearly  estab- 
lished it  was  that  where  public  houses 
were  reduced  the  number  of  clubs  in- 
creased. 

Let  me  turn  for  a  moment  to  inquire 
how  far  that  proposition  is  borne  out  by 
the  available  statistics.  I  turn  to  the 
licensing  statistics  for  1907  and  compare 
them  with  those  published  for  1905.  I 
shall  trouble  your  Lordships  with  the 
actual  statistics,  first  with  regard  to 
county  boroughs,  and  then  I  will  give  the 
figures  relating  to  municipal  boroughjs. 
The  net  increase  in  the  county  boroughs  of 
England  in  the  two  years  from  1905  to 
1907  in  clubs  is  tlurty-three,  but  the 
de-^.rease  in  public-houses  is  no  lees  than 
9^6.  That  shows  a  striking  discrepancy 
in  view  of  the  statement  that  for  every 
public-house  which  is  shut  a  new  club 
opens.  In  the  municipal  boroughs  of  this 
country  during  the  same  period  there  was 
a  decrease  of  216  in  the  number  of  public- 
houses  and  a  net  increase  of  only  thirty-five 
in  the  total  number  of  clubs.  There- 
fore, I  think  it  is  rather  important  if  that 
statement  is  going  to  be  repeated  in 
your  Lordships'  House  that  it  should  be 
substantiated  by  figures  and  not  merely 
by  vague  assertions.  It  has  been  com- 
plained that  this  Bill  does  not  deal 
sufficiently  with  clubs.  I  venture  to  draw 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  especially 
to  one  clause  which  was  the  subject  of 
considerable  discussion,  which  relate.' 
to  tied  clubs.  That  really  is  a  veiy 
valuable  clause  and  one  which  deserves 
a  little  praise  at  any  fate  from  the  noble 
Marquess.  Another  complaint  made  is 
that  our  Bill  does  not  deal  sufficiently 
with  off-licences.  It  is  not  enough  in 
this  matter  to  rely  merely  upon  the  fact 
that  the  Act  of  1904  did  not  deal  with  this 
question.  I  wish  to  point  out  that  in 
regard  to  this  matter  of  the  off-licences 
there  was  a  Parliamentary  bargain  made 
in  1902,  and  therefore  there  is  very  good 
reason  for  not  disturbing  it  at  the  present 
time.  But  apart  from  this  bargain  there 
is  a  provision  dealing  with  off-licences, 
because  the  monopoly  value  for  a  new 
licence  is  taken  under  this  Bill,  and  at  the 
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end  of  the  period  the  monopoly  value  of 
all  those  off-licences  is  also  taken. 

Let  me  turn  to  another  point  upon  which, 
we  have  heard  a  great  deal  to-night  as  well 
as  last  night,  namely,  the  question  of  tKe 
compensation  which  is  to  be  given  for 
these  public-houses.  The  noble  Marquess 
gave  us  last  night  what  I  venture  to  think 
was  a  rather  curious  figure.  ,He  stated 
that  95  per  cent,  of  the  money  available 
for  compensation  had  actually  been 
spent.  I  think  we  can  go  further  and  tell 
your  Lordships  the  actual  number  of 
public-houses  which  have  been  closed  in 
order  to  show  how  very  little  has  been 
done  in  comparison  with  what  was 
promised  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1904.  This  is  the  quotation  from 
the  noble  Marquess  which  was  referred  to 
earlier  in  the  evening  also  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  is  not  now  in  the  House,  Lord 
Belper.  The  noble  Marquess,  speaking  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Licensing  Bill 
in  1904,  said  it  would  get  rid  annually  of 
something  between  1,500  and  2,000 
licences.  What  are  the  facts  ?  What 
has  resulted  in  regard  to  this  pessimistic 
prophecy  of  the  noble  Marquess  ?  The 
Act  of  1904  has  been  in  full  operation  for 
three  year?.  Under  its  compensation 
clauses  2,805  houses  have  been  actually 
closed;  the  licences  of  515  others  have 
been  refused  and  will  be  paid  for  out  of 
the  fund  provided  for  the  year  1907.  That 
makes  a  total  of  3,320  or  only  1,107  for 
each  year.  There  is  this  still  more 
remarkable  fact  about  it.  that  both  the 
references  and  the  refusals  were  fewer  in 
1907  than  in.  1906.  It  is  pretty  evident 
that,  bad  or  inadequate  as  was  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Act  during  the  first  years 
after  it  was  passed,  the  rate  of  the  c  -m- 
pensation  and  reduction  is  decreasing 
year  by  year,  and  I  think  we  may  fairly 
say  in  view  of  those  facts  that  the  Act  of 
1904  has  not  fulfilled  the  expectations  held 
out  to  us  by  the  then  Government,  and 
therefore  there  is  urgent  need  for  a  revision 
of  the  whole  matter.  The  noble  Marquess 
intimated  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
rate  of  reduction  as  it  was  going  on  at  the 
present  time. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  i 
said  just  the  contrary,  I  stated  that  I 
should  welcome  a  measure  for  accelerat- 
ing the  rate  of  reduction. 
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*Sabl  BBAUCHAMP:   I  understood 
&  noble  Marquess  was  satisfied  with  the 
late  of  reduction,  but  I  am  very  glad' 
ts  hear  that  that  portion  of  His  Majesty's 
Bill  does  not  meet  with  his  entire  dis- 
approbation.    I  only  wish  we  coxdd  carry 
hm  a  fittle  further  and  obtain  his  approval 
of  the  method  which  the  Government 
his  adopted  to  accomplish  this  object. 
How  badly  the  Act  of   1904  has  worked 
u  not  very  difficult  to  prove.    The  Bir- 
mingham justices  have  passed  a  resolu- 
tion in  which  they  call  attenti(m  to  the 
inadequacy  of  the  compensation  clauses 
of  the  Licensing  Act  of  1904,  and  they 
Mge  upon  the  Government  to  promote 
such  Amendments  to  the  licensing  laws 
u  will  render  an  increased  rate  of  reduc- 
tkm  possible.     I  should  like  to  give  your 
Lordships  one  example  of  the  way  in 
which  the  compensation  clauses  of  the 
Act  of  1904  have  worked.    I  will  give 
the  case  of  a  Leeds  public-house  which 
vu  closed    last    December.       It     was 
ftaaessed  for   rates   at   £65   per  annum. 
After  the  licence  had  been  taken  away  it 
▼as  assessed  only  at  £50  per  annimi. 
That  is  to  say,  after  subtracting  the  one 
iram  the  other  the  annual  value  of  the 
Imce  appears  to  be  only  £15.    If  you 
capitalise    that    sum    at    twenty    years 
purchase  you  get  a  capital  value  of  £300. 
What,  my  Lords,  was  the  compensation 
vhich  was  claimed  for  this  house  ?    It 
nsno  less  a  simi  than  £10,223,  although 
the  Annual  value  of  the  licence  appeared 
to  he  no  more  than  £15.    The  compensa- 
tion which  was  acitually  received  was  no 
lets  a  sum  than  £6,300.    That  shows,  I 
^hink,  very  clearly  indeed  that  there  is  a 
^  urgent  need  for  some  reform.    I  think 
thenohle  Marquess  himself  went  so  far  as 
to  agree  that  there  was  need  for  reform 
^th  rejrard  to  the  incidence  of  taxation 
^ipon  public-houses.  There  is  clearly  some- 
thing wrong  in  this  matter.    If  the  com- 
P^ontion  in  this  case  was  not  excessive, 
t^  I  think  it  is  clear  that  the  house 
iMi  have  been  assessed  for  rates  at  a 
▼err  much  larger  sum  than  £65  a  year 
Wm«  the  licence  was  taken  away.    I  am 
%faiid  this  point  is  closely  bound  up  with 
the  (piestion  of  the  innocent  investor  and 
4e  widows  and  orphans  of   whom  we 
UV6  heard  lo  much  to-night.  But  thereare 
^widows  and  orphans  to  be  considered 
thaa  dioee  who  have  placed  their  invest- 
"^ta  in  brewery  companies.    There  are 


the  women  and  children  whose  husbands 
and  fathers  have  been  ruined  by  drink, 
and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  for  every 
woman  and  child  who  may  have  been 
placed  In  the  imfortunate  position  alluded 
to  through  a  reduction  in  the  value  of 
brewery  shares  there  are  nearly  100  who 
suffer  because  their  relations  have  taken 
to  drink.  Whether  you  find  them  in  the 
public-house  or  in  the  workhouse  there 
is  a  very  large  number  of  those  unj 
fortunate  men  whose  imhappy  position 
is  the  direct  result  of  habits  of  intemper- 
ance, which  has  brought  ruin  and  misery 
upon  their  families.  There  are  other 
women  and  children  who  may  have  lost 
money  in  connection  with  brewery  in- 
vestments. There  are  those  women  and 
children  who  were  induced  to  put  their 
money  into  breweries  which  were  over- 
capitalised. Many  brewery  companies 
have  been  floated  for  a  sum  of  money  far 
exceeding  their  real  capital  value,  and 
now  those  companies  have  reached  a 
more  stable  level,  and  have  really  come 
down  to  whatwe  may  call  the  proper  invest- 
ment paying  level.  The  result,  however, 
of  all  this  has  been  that  the  women  and 
children  whose  money  was  invested  in 
those  companies  have  had  to  suffer  loss. 
But  that,  my  Lords,  is  no  fault  of  the 
Government  and  it  has  no  relation  what 
ever  to  the  Licensing  Bill.  All  those 
transactions  took  place  before  the  present 
Government  took  office,  and  it  is  impos- 
sible to  saddle  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  any  responsibili^  for  that. 

I  will  now  ask  your  Lordships  to  turn 
to  the  First  Schedule  of  the  Bill,  because 
on  more  than  one  occasion  it  has  bee  i  said 
that  the  scheduled  proportion  of  licences 
to  population  is  based  upon  a  cast-iron 
scale.  It  is  the  second  modification  to 
which  I  should  like  to  call  attention.  This 
matter  was  specially  mentioned,  amongst 
others,  by  the  noble  Marquess.  He  said 
that  in  country  areas,  it  would  be  a 
hardship  upon  the  agricultural  labourer 
There  is,  however,  a  provision  that  a 
modification  may  be  made  in  a  rural 
area  where  the  strict  application  of  the 
scale  appears  to  be  expedient,  and  that 
seems  to  meet  this  case.  I  venture  to 
hope  that  this  "  uninstructed  multitude*' 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Earl, 
Lord  Halsbury,  referred  will  not  learn 
what  this  Bill  proposes  from  the  speeches 
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made  by  noble  Lords  opposite.  Let  me 
go  a  little  further.  This  anxiety  on 
behalf  of  the  agricultural  labourer  is 
somewhat  new  on  the  part  of  noble 
Lords  opposite.  [Cries  of  "  No,  no."] 
When  the  Small  Holdings  and  Allot- 
ments Act  was  before  the  House  I  do  not 
remember  any  noble  Lords  who  were 
anxious  that  the  small  holdings  and 
allotments  should  be  provided  close  to 
the  cottages  of  the  agricultural  labourers. 
It  is  only  on  behalf  of  the  mug  of  beer 
that  there  is  this  anxiety  to  provide 
for  the  comfort  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  [Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh.'*]  There 
is  a  very  fair  analogy  which  may  be 
drawn  with  regard  to  the  compen- 
sation which  is  offered  by  His 
Majesty's  Grovemment.  There  is  also 
another  analogy  which  might  also  have 
been  taken  in  regard  to  agriculture. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  farm  leases 
which  are  merely  held  on  an  annual 
tenancy  with  an  expectation  of  renewal. 
When  these  leases  are  withdrawn  no 
compensation  whatever  is  offered.  It 
is,  however,  different  in  regard  to  this 
Licensing  Bill,  imder  which  considerable 
compensation  is  offered  to  the  tenant. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  Committee 
details  with  which,  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
night,  I  shall  not  venture  to  trouble  y6ur 
Lordships,  because  I  think  it  is  really 
of  very  little  use  considering  Com  nittee 
points  upon  the  Second  Reading,  and 
more  especially  upon  the  present  occasion. 

The  noble  Viscount,  Lord  St.  Aldwyn, 
seemed  to  me  to  base  most  of  his  opposi- 
tion to  this  Bill  upon  Com  t  ittee  details. 
Like  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  from 
the  cross  benches  this  evening  — I 
wondered  for  some  time  upon  which  side 
in  the  end  he  intended  to  give  his  vote. 
But  at  the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  the 
noble  Viscount  said  it  was  because  no 
compromise  had  been  offered  by  His 
Majesty's  Government  that  he  had 
finally  determined  to  vote  against  the 
Second  Reading.  If  the  noble  Viscount 
had  been  present,  I  would  have 
asked  him  at  what  moment  he  ex- 
pected an  offer  of  compromise  to  be  made. 
Hardly  had  the  Third  Reading  of  this 
Bill  been  passed  in  another  place,  when 
your  Lordships  met  in  a  famous  house 
in  a  famous  square.  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  that_  meeting  was  not  the 

Earl  Beauchamp. 


hostile  one  which  some  of  tis  imagined  it 
to  be  ?   Was  it  really  an  Ark  from  which 
a  new  olive  branch  was  sent  forth  from 
noble  Lords  opposite  ?     If  90,   I  have 
never  seen  a  more  bellicose  olive  branch 
than  the  Motion  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  placed  upon  the  table  of  yoar 
Lordships'  House.     There  was  one  pomt 
made  in  the  discussion  with  regard  to 
monopoly  value.     One  noble  Lord  stated 
that  the  State  had  no  right  to  the  mon- 
opoly value,  and  that  it  had  never  parted 
with  it.     Under  these  circumatanceft  I 
will  turn  to  the  Act  of  1904  under  which 
the  monopoly  value  of  all  new  licences  to 
retained,  and  I  am  only  sorry  the  noblr 
Earl  is  not  here,  because  I  should  have 
liked  to  have  extracted  from  him  some 
further   explanation   on   that    point.    I 
will   only   make   one   reference   to  th<* 
remarks  made  by  the  noble  and  leameil 
Lord  on  the  back    benches  who  spoke 
just  before  dinner.     He  was  full  of  con- 
sideration   for    the    moderate    drinken 
of  this  country,  and  he  thought  th*t 
insufficient  attention  was  given  to  tlu^w 
in  the  Bill  proposed  by  His  Majestve 
Government.    I  could  not  help  wondw- 
ing  if  the  noble  Lord  had     considered 
the    fact    that    after   all    these    reduc- 
tions   have     taken     place     under    thi* 
Bill  there  will  be  no  less  than  60.(M)(^ 
public-houses  left  in  this  coimtry,  and  if 
he  thinks  a  reduction  of  90,(X)0  to  60.0()(» 
licences  will  really  spoil  the  jollity  of  the 
people  of  this  country   I   cannot  help 
wondering  what  kind  of  jollity  it  is  t« 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  refer>. 
I  think  there  will  be  ample  opportunity 
for  every  kind  of  jollity  for  the  peopiir 
of  every  class  imder  this  Bill. 

Lord  ROBERTSON:  The  noh^ 
Lord  omits  to  notice  that  they  are  not 
all  collected  in  one  place. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP  :  It  ia  quite  tnic 
that  at  present  the  90,000  houses  are  not 
collected  in  one  place ;  neither  an  the 
60,000,  and  the  reduction  is  not  confinfd 
to  one  area  either.  The  noble  and  leamrd 
Lord  must  have  a  somewhat  ghatUv 
idea  of  jollity.  There  ia  another  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention,  and 
it  is  one  we  may  hear  more  of  when  loiiR' 
other  meanure  cornea  before  tout  Lord* 
ships'  House.  Complainti  iiave  been 
made  by  noble  Lords  oppoiitt  thai  ihe 


M 


Licensing 


{26  N6vembeb'1903} 


Bill 


626 


Govexnment  do  not  give  isuffioient  time 
to  jwi  Lordflhips'  House  to  consider  the 
meuBM  sent  horn  another  place.  Let 
m  pcttnt  out  that  while  the  Third  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill  took  place  on  Friday  last 
mafiother  place;  so  full  was  the  informa- 
QOA  in  possession  of  noble  Lords  opposite 
t^  on  Tueisday  last  they  were  sufficiently 
wdlififornied  that  forthwith  and  without 
Wsiixig  any  speeches  in  this  House  they 
lodieated  their  desire  and  intention  of 
Rjectingthis  Bill.  Under  those  circum- 
«usces  I  think  noble  Lords  opposite  will 
be  tomewhat  embarrassed  if  they  com- 
pkin  on  a  subsequent  occasion  that  they 
ue  given  insufficient  time  in  this  House 
t»  consider  the  measures  brought  before 
tkem  by  His  Majesty's  Government. 

It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  emphasise 
vliat  is  perhaps  after  all  the  xmderlying 
winfiple  of  this  Bill.     What  I  allude  to 
1!  the  human  aspect  which  has  hardly 
>*«n  touched  upon  except  by  the  Bishop 
of  London,  who  has  had  special  oppor- 
ranities  of   studying   that   side   of   the 
niifstion.     It    is  well-known   that   the 
nimc,  lunacy,  and   pauperism  existing 
♦o^y    are    largely    due     to     the    in- 
tence    of    drink.     The    hospitals    are 
lai^ely  filkd  from  this  cause,  and  there 
is  hirdly  any  form  of  crime,  including 
froehr  to  children,  which  does  not  arise 
from  the  same  cause.    There  is  scarcely 
inr  form  of  crime  which  your  Lordships 
^n  call  to  mind  in  which  drink  does  not 
pby  an  important  and  determining  part. 
AH  this  is  well  known  to  social  reformers, 
who  liave  been  referred  to  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  to-night.     I  do  not  think 
tkat  there  is  a  single  social  reformer  to  be 
found  outside    your  Lordships'   House 
who  will  rejoice  at  the  rejection  of  this 
BiU.   In  their  view  this  measure  was 
coDskleied  as  a  great  blow  struck  for 
bitional    righteousness.      Noble    Lords 
•pponte  have  preferred  by  their  rejection 
of  the  Biil  rather   to   encourage  that 
Wf  influence  which  is  at  the  bottom  of 
Boti  of  the  national  evils  which  are 
fonnpting  our  national  life  to-day.  The 
MpoQsilHHty   of  noble   Lords  opposite 
u4  of  the  noble  Marquess  is  very  great 
indeed,  and  after  the  speeches  we  have 
^^»xi  from  the  most  rev.  Primate  and 
tke  right  rev.   Prelate   I   should   have 
|^«ght  they  would  have  found  it  almost 
i>|>poittble  to  justify  their  attitude  to  this 


The    Earl    op    CAMi?ERDOWN :    I 
do  not  propose  to  discuss  at  any  length 
the  defects  of  the  Act  of  1904,  neither 
shall  I  enter  into  the  tu  quoque  argu- 
ments  which  the   noble   Lord   has   ad- 
dressed to  my  noble  friend  who  moved 
this   Resolution.     I    prefer   to   call   the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  important 
principles  which  are  contained  in  this 
Bill.    When    the    noble.  Earl    rose    to 
speak  from  the   Government   Bench,   I 
felt  sure  he  was  about  to  address  himself 
to  that  minute  and  detailed  review  of 
the    criticism    of    the    Bill    which    was 
oSered  last  night  by  the  noble  Viscoimt. 
The  House  wUl  recollect  that  the  noble 
Viscount  said  that  if  he  could  obtain 
assurances  from  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  certain  points,  he  was  prepared 
to  support  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.       So    far    as    we    have    gone,    no 
single  person  who  has  spoken  in  favour 
of    the     Bill,    with    the    exception    of 
the  Bishop   of   Hereford,   has    declared 
himself  in  favour  of  this  measure  as  it 
stands.       Lord    Ribblesdale    began    his 
speech  last  night   by   offering   a   great 
many  criticisms,  and  giving  a  great  deal 
of  valuable  information  to  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  details  in  the 
Bill,    which     I    hope    the    Government 
have     marked,    learned,    and    inwardly 
digested.       The  next   speaker  was  the 
Archbishop     of     Canterbury,    who     has 
to-night  announced  himself  as  an  active 
supporter   of   this   Bill.     But   even   the 
most  rev.  Primate  admitted  that  with 
regard  to  the  business  part  of  the  mea- 
sure he  did  not  feel  himself  very  capable 
of  offering  criticisms,  and  he  went  so  far 
as  to   suggest   that   he   might   support 
Amendments  of  one  sort  or  another.    I 
greatly  regret  that  the  most  rev.  Primate 
did  not  proceed  and  tell  us  what  those 
Amendments   were.      Then     the    noble 
Earl,    Lord    Rosebery,    does    not    seem 
altogether  to  have  pleased  His  Majesty's 
Government,  although  he   has   declared 
himself  to  be  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

♦Earl    BEAUCHAMP  :    I    mado    no 
such  reference  to  the  nob^'  the 
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noble  Earl  to*night  who  spoke  from  the 
cross  benches,  and  for  a  long  time  be 
could  not  make  up  his  mind  whether 
}ie  was  for  or  against  the  Bill. 

Earl  BEAUCHaMP  :  I  am  sorry 
there  has  been  a  mistake,  buu  I  referred 
to  the  noble  Viscount  Lord  St.  Aldwyn, 
and  the  speech  he  made  last  night.  [Cries 
of  "  Oh,  oh."] 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  Perhaps  the 
noble  Earl  will  allow  me  to  explain 
what  my  noble  friend  said. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  I 
Would  much  rather  take  the  noble  Lord's 
own  version. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  I  teg  pardon, 
but  my  noble  friend  stated  that,  like  the 
noble  Earl,  he  felt  imcertain  whether  the 
noble  Viscount  was  going  to  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading  or  not. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:     I 

know  that  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke 

lor  the  Government  referred  to  a  noble 

Earl,  but  I  will  let  it  pass.    The  noble 

Earl,     Lord     Rosebery,    said    he    was 

going  to  support  the  Second  Reading, 

but  what  did  he  proceed  to  say^   He 

said  that  he  found  fault  with  the  Central 

Oommission,  and  hoped  the  Government 

would  not  create   any  more   of  those 

Central   Conmiissions.    The  noble   Earl 

also   said   that   while   he   approved   of 

the  time-limit  he  entirely  disapproved 

of  the  mode  in  which  the  compensation 

was  to  be  calculated  under  this   Bill. 

I  hold  that  I  was  rather  puzzled  by 

that  part   of  his   speech,   because   the 

time-limit  and  the  mode  of  calculating 

compensation  are  so  closely  allied  as  to 

be  practically  indissoluble,  and  I  could 

not  understand   how  it   was  that  the 

noble  Earl  was  approving  of  the  one 

and  disapproving  entirely  of  the  other. 

Without  in  any  way  depreciating  other 

speeches  which  have  been  made,  I  may 

say  that  up  to  the  present  time,  in  my 

opinion,  the  speech  made  by  my  noble 

friend  Viscount  St.  Aldwyn  has  examined 

more  closely  than  any  other  the  details 

of  the  Bill ;     it  has  placed  before  His 

Majesty's  Government  more  clearly  than 

any  other  the  respects  in  which  many 

of  us  think  the  Bill  is  defective,  and 

Ectrl  Beauchamp, 


with  regard  to  which  we  are  anxioQs 
for  an  explanation.    We  have  been  asked 
why  w^  did  not  ask  for  a  oompronuBe, 
but  I  would  like  to  know  is  tfaia  the 
time    to    compromise  ?    I    would    Hke 
to  know  when  will  the  time  for  com- 
promise   come  ?    Is    it    expected   that 
my  noble  friend  the  Marquees  of  Lans- 
downe   will   ofier  compromises   to  the 
Government  ?    If  the  Govemmeiit  have 
any  compromises  to  oCer,  it  is  for  them 
to  bring  them  forward  in  a  clear  and 
definite  manner  which  we  can  all  under* 
stand.    A    good    deal    has    been    said 
about  this  unfortunate  meeting  at  Lans* 
downe  House,  where  this  bellicose  olive 
branch,  which  appears  so  much  to  hav? 
disturbed  the  noble  Earl,  was  grown.     I 
am  afraid  this  is  a  matter  into  which  it 
is  quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  go  at  this 
time  of  the  night,  but  I  can  assure  th« 
noble  Lord  that  there  was  nothing  mys* 
terious  about  that  meeting.   On  the  con* 
trary,  I  think  if  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
present  he  would  have  learned  a  good  deal, 
because  he  would  have  found  that  there 
are  a  great  many  peers  sitting  on  thii 
side  of  the  House  who  v  ere  most  anxioni 
to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time  ii  there  was 
any   possibility    of    amending    it.    Tbc 
difficiUty  is  that  the  Amendments  whir k 
are   necessary   to    make    this    meaaore 
acceptable  go  to  the  very  root  of  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  not  until  there  had  been 
a  long  discussion  that  finally  the  noble 
Marquess    proposed    the    course    whick 
nearly    all    present    at    that    meeting 
concluded  was  the  only  one  th*»v  couU 
follow. 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  noble  friend 
Lord  St.  Aldwyn  still  hopes  that  tb^ 
Government  are  going  to  offer  wT 
compromise  which  will  enable  him  to  rotf 
for  the  Second  Reading.  I  doubt  my- 
self verv  much  whether  thev  can  «'r 
whether  they  will  offer  any  compromi«e. 
There  is  very  little  hope  of  that.  Wb*t 
did  the  Government  offer  in  the  wtv  of 
compromise  while  this  Bill  was  before  thf 
House  of  Commons  ?  Was  there  snv 
tone  whatever  of  compromise!  W** 
there  any  proposal  at  all  in  the  directi*T. 
of  mitigating  the  great  defects  wbirh  •i^*' 
to  be  found  in  this  Bill,  some  of  whirb  1 
am  bound  to  say  the  promoters  of  the  Bili 
themselves  seem  to  admit  ?  There  i»  o^f 
grave  omisnion  to  which  the  noMe  &'• 
who  spoke  just  now  referred — I  mesa  thf 
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ftbMBce  of  any  provision  dealing  with  off- 
liteDcea.  At  one  time  there  was  a  pro- 
vaaa  in  the  Bill  which  included  ofi- 
iiMDces,  but  His  Majesty's  Government 
fovnd  that  they  did  not  know  what  the 
aflsaiBg  of  their  own  Amendment  was, 
lad  at  soon  as  they  discovered  that  it 
brought  existing  ofi-licences  under  the 
Bill  they  declared  that  they  meant 
Bathing  of  the  kind,  and  they  hastily 
pcoeeeded  to  withdraw  it.  Not  only  did 
tlicY  withdraw  that  clause,  but  they  put 
words  into  the  next  section  to  say  that 
voder  no  circumstances  was  local  option 
to  tpply  to  existing  ofi-licences.  It  will 
be  very  interesting  to  know  what  was  the 
reason  for  withdrawing  the  off-licences. 
Then  there  are  the  grocers'  licences.  The 
^^pposition  in  this 'House  have  been  ac- 
cused of  being  in  league  with  the  brewers. 
I  do  not  know  that  it  will  be  altogethei 
oafair  if  I  say  that  it  is  just  possible 
tku  the  exclusion  of  off-licences  from  this 
Bill  arises  from  some  natural  inclination 

00  the  part  of  the  Government  towardr. 
tke  grocer. 

The  principles  of  this  Bill  have  been 
ezaiained  by  the  noble  Viscount  and 
by  others  so  closely  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  do  more  than  call 
TWIT  Lordships'  attention  to  one  or  two 
points  which  I  think  have  hardly  been 
fuficientlv  noticed  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  This  Bill  is  a  measure  to  pro- 
mote temperance,  no  doubt,  but  it  i'. 
Usoa  Bill  which  relates  to  the  Exchequer 
ud  to  obtaining  money  for  the  Ex- 
thequer.  From  the  point  of  view  of  tem- 
perance, what  difference  does  it  make 
whether  there  is  a  time-limit  or  not  if 
tH  the  licences  have  to  be  resumed  by 
the  State  ?  What  difference  does  it 
Okike  if  the  licences  remain  in  the 
hads  of  those  who  at  present  hold  them  ? 

1  suppose  there  are  to  be  some  public- 
booaes  left.  What  difference  does  it 
Bttke  whether  any  of  the  remaining 
pablic-houses  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
poUican  or  in  the  hands  of  the  State 
from  the  point  of  view  of  temperance  ? 
Hkcn  there  is  another  point.  The  Bill 
provides  for  a  stereotyped  reduction  of 
32,000  lic^ices.  I  wonder  whether  any 
of  joor  Lordships  have  really  con- 
siitted  the  amount  of  inconvenience 
vUch  that  must  necessarily  cause. 
I«t  me  give  the  House  an  illustration. 
I  am  speik  from  my  own  experience  of 
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the  past.  In  the  jurisdiction  of  tin 
licensing  bench  to  which  I  belong  thde 
happens  to  be  a  little  town  with  a  popula- 
tion rather  under  2,005.  Four  yearj 
ago  in  that  town  there  were  twenty  or 
twenty -one  licences  in  all,  and  now  there 
are  sixteen.  That  town  accommodates, 
not  merely  the  1,800  people  who  live 
there,  but  it  is  a  market-town  to  which  a 
large  nimiber  of  people  come  on  market 
days.  Under  this  Bill  those  sixteen 
licences  will  be  reduced  to  four.  I  put 
it  to  your  Lordships  that  the  four  houses 
which  will  be  left  under  this  Bill  ar^* 
pretty  certain  to  be  all  of  one  sort,  and 
they  will  be  the  higher  class  houses  such 
as  hotels  and  houses  of  that  kind.  It 
is  a  fact  that  a  great  number  of  the 
people  who  come  into  that  town  want  . 
to  drink  their  glass  of  beer  amongst  th'^ir 
own  class  of  society,  ai^^d  the  people  whom 
they  want  to  meet.  They  do  not  want 
to  come  among  the  farmers  and  the  grain - 
dealers  and  that  sort  of  people.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  on  the  fair-day  which 
occurs  once  a  month,  I  can  imagine  lh3 
pandemonium  which  will  exist  if  there 
are  only  four  public-houses  in  that  town. 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  noble  friend 
Lord  Robertson  and  others  that  you  ca:i 
promote  temperance  far  better  by  strong 
regulations  applied  to  public-houses  than 
by  such  proposals  as  are  contained  in 
this  Bill.  You  can  promote  temperance 
better  by  regulating  those  houses  than  by 
abolishing  them.  As  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Central  Commission,  which  can 
know  nothing  whatsoever  of  the  locality^ 
I  cannot  conceive  of  any  body  which  will 
be  less  able  to  produce  a  real  improve- 
ment. 

It  has  been   said   that   this    Bill  re- 
stores the  discretion  to  the  justices  of 
the  peace.    What  did  the  Act  of  1904  do 
in  this  respect  ?    That  Act  said  that  the 
justices   were    to    suggest   to    Quarter 
Sessions  the  houses  which  were  to  be 
abolished    and    that   Quarter    Sessions 
should   pay   the   compensation.       The 
authority  of  Quarter  Sessions  is    do:  e 
away  with  by  this  Bill.     Under  these 
circumstances  how  can  it  be  said  that 
this  Bill  really  restores  and  gives  in- 
creased discretion  to  the  justic       ^  ^'^- 
peace.    What  authority  havp 
of  the  peace  in  rr 
reduction  ?    The 
certain  things  b;* 
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and  they  Me  compelled  by  this  Central 
Commission  to  make  the  reduction  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Act  in  any  way  that  the 
Commission  may  please. 

And  then,  after  all  is  sjiid  and  done, 
there  com^  ii   the   operation   of  that 
beneficent    local   option.    Local   option 
is  to  override  the  magistrates,  and  how 
in  the  world  anyone  can  say  that  this 
Bill,  with  clauses  of  that  sort,  restores 
liberty  to  the  justicas,  I  for  one,  cannot 
understand.     But  there  is  another  ob- 
jection to  this  Bill,  and  it  is  that   it 
entirely    breaks    up    all    continuity    of 
legislation.     I  am  sorry  that  the  Govern- 
ment, if  we  are  to  judge  by  their  usual 
practice,  considers  this  to  be  rather  an 
advantage    than    otherwise.    Unfortun- 
ately if  there  is  a  violent  way  of  doing 
B  thing  and  a  quiet  way,  the  Government 
almost    invariably    choose    the    violent 
method.    This    is    the    way    in    which 
they  have  dealt  with  all  that  in.  the  past 
has  been  customary  in  legislation,  and 
more  especially  that  dealing  with  land, 
and  the  only  misfortune  is  that  their 
knowledge  is  not  equal  to  their  audacity 
ii   these   matters.     This    Bill   professes 
in  some  degree  to  proceed  upon  the  Act 
of   1904,   but  how  does  it  do  it  ?     It 
takes  out  of   the  Act  of   1904  anything 
that  happens  to  be  convenient  for  the 
purpose  of  this  new  system.    The  Act  of 
1904  enacted  that  all  redundant  public- 
houses  were  to  be  reduced,   and    estab- 
lished   a    compensation    lev\'    for     the 
purpose  of  compens^.ting  them.    It  also 
ordained  that  that  levy  was  to  be  paid 
by  the  trade.     Now  what  do33  this  Bill 
do  ?     It    savs    that    after    fourteen    or 
twenty-one    years    all    licences    are    to 
belong  to  the  State,  and  that  during 
fourteen  years  there  is  to  be  a  compen- 
sation levy  upon  this  unfortunate  trade 
from  whom  the  whole  of  their  property 
is  to  be  taken  away.     Is  there  any  con- 
ceivable reasons  why  memb;rs  of  the 
trade  should  be  called  upon  to  c  3  ^tribute 
ii  this  way  any  more  th*^n  your  Lord- 
ships?    Then  there   is  this   question   of 
compromise.     The    noble     Eirl,     Lord 
Rosebery, told  us  tonight  that  here  was 
a  grand  opportunity  for  a  compromise 
in    regard    to    which    we    might    make 
ourselves    famous.      Ti' fortunately    the 
noble    EarPs    arguments    appeared    to 
me   to   be    Tiither    in    support    of    the 
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action  which  your  Lozdships  fa^ve 
decided  to  take,  because  .after  what 
has  happened  in  a  '.other  place  it  is  quite 
certain  that  the  Oovernmei.t  iRouldi«t 
accede  to  any  compromise  either  with 
regard  to  the  Central  Commission,  the 
statutory  reduction,  the  time-limit,  or 
Schedule  A  as  the  basis  of  compensation. 
Unless  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  make  a  compromise  on  those  points  it 
is  utterly  impossible  that  any  of  your 
Lordships  with  your  present  opinions  can 
vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

There  were  two  possible  courses  open 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  One  was  to  reject 
it  on  the  Second  Reading  and  the  oth«r 
was  to  read  it  a  second  time  and  then 
proceed  to  amend  it.  Whichever  of 
those  two  courses  was  adopted  the 
result  was  certain  to  be  the  same.  It 
was  merely  a  difference  of  procedure, 
and  that  is  why  I  tell  the  House  frankly 
I  made  up  my  mind  after  great  con- 
sideration to  support  the  Motion  which 
has  been  propos^  by  my  noble  friend 
the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne.  I  felt 
certain  that  there  was  no  chance  whatever 
of  compromise  on  any  of  those  principles 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  unless  it  couM 
be  radically  and  fundamentally  altereil 
the  only  course  for  me  to  pursue  was  to 
support  its  rejection.  Whichever  of 
those  two  courses  your  Lor^lships  had 
adopted  the  result  would  have  been 
the  same,  although  perhaps  the  criticLsm^ 
would  have  been  slightly  different,  ^t 
you  decide  to  reject  the  Bill  on  the 
Second  Reading  it  will  be  said,  as  ha* 
been  said  on  some  previous  occasions, 
that  your  Lordships  are  enemies  <»f 
temperance.  On  the  other  hand 
suppose  you  elect  to  read  the  Bll 
a  second  time,  and  after  amending  it 
vou  find  that  the  G»>verjira'»nt  will  not 
accept  your  Am'^ndments  ?  You  wiJ 
then  be  told  that,  having  a':*cepted  the 
main  principles  of  the  Bill  on  the  R^.-ofl 
Reading,  you  have  no  right  to  pn)p/»*e 
Am'^ndm'^nts  which  go  to  the  rwt  of 
those  principles,  and  that  realhr  tou 
a^e  acting  in  a  cowardly  minrer. 
You  will  be  told  that  you  hate  thi* 
Bill,  that  you  have  always  want<?d  to 
throw  it  out,  and  that  you  Kave  tak'^n  an 
indirect  and  cowanlly  way  of  d'>ing  Jt. 
That  is  the  only  diiilTerence,  so  far  a» 
I  can  see,  between  trying  to  am  ^nd  this 
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Bill  and.  taking  the  course  whichr  the 
noble  Marquess  propoiJes.  I  can  never 
aMmat  to  several  of  the  principles  in  this 
Bill.  I  think  you  are  not  merely  doing 
what  is  uacalled  for  by  this  measure, 
but  you  are  (V)ing  what  is  unjust ;  and 
w  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  shall  give  my 
TDte  unhesitatingly  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Marquess. 

TiscouNT  GALWAY  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  intend  that  on  this  occasion  my  vote 
shall  be  misunderstood.    I  wish  in  the  first 
place  to  point  out  that  I  do  not  belong  to 
aiy  syndicate  connected  with  the  trade, 
nor  do  I  own  any  brewery  shares.    I  do 
not  propose  at  this  late  hour  to  enfer 
into  a  discussion  of  the  time-limit  pro- 
posed by   this  Bill.     On  that  point  1 
am  quite    satisfied  with  the  d'^finition 
which  has  been  given  by  my  noble  friend 
Uls^ount  St.  Aldwyn,  and  my  noble  and 
learned    friend    Lord    Robertson,  and 
others.    Wnat  I  do  say  is  that  the  main 
reason  why  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  is 
that  the  compensation  clauses  are  most 
unfair  and   unjust.    I  do   not  wish  to 
pat  a  licence  on  the  same  footing  as  a 
ireehold,  but  if  you  take  away  a  man's 
property  he  has  a  right  to  demand  to 
be  paid  the  full  price  for  it.    \&m  afraid 
noble  Lords  opposite  cannot  feel  well 
utisfied   with   the   speeches  of   two  of 
their  spokesmen    to-night.     The    noble 
Earl,  Lord  Rosebery,  alluded  to  Gatton 
Park  and  what  took  place  there  before 
the    Reform    Bill,    and    he    said    that 
if  property  was   taken    by    the    State 
^e  person  who  owned  it  was  entitled 
to  compensation.     I    wonder    why    he 
did  not  allude  to  the  famous  "  Coach 
and    Horses "    public -house    connected 
^th  the   War   Office.     I  do  not  know 
whether  that  case  has  entered  into  the 
coasideration  of  His  Majesty's  Ministers. 
Then  we  had  the  speech  of  the  Bishop 
of  Hereford,  who   talked  a  great   deal 
about  the  crime  that  was  caused  by  the 
^ade  carried  on  under  ofi-licences.    The 
noble  Lord  should  not  forget  that  the 
originator  of  off-licences  was  the  late 
Mr.  Gladstone.    It  is   quite  true  that 
good  intentions  pervade  all  the  remarks 
ve  have  heard  in  favour  of  temperance 
from  the  right  reverend  Prelates,   but 
^ley  have  never  given  us  any  informa- 
ten  18  to  how  this  Bill  is  going  to  effect 


temperance  at  all  beyond  reducing 
licences.  I  wish  to  put  before  your 
Lordships  this  point.  If  all  these  public- 
houses  are  automatically  reduced  you 
will  absolutely  prevent  working  men 
in  the  country  districts  being  able  to 
get  a  glass  of  fresh  beer.  It  is  perfectly 
well-known  that  the  only  result  of  that 
will  be  that  every  working  man  who  iai 
not  a  teetotaller  will  deliberately  set  to 
work  and  get  a  bottle  of  spirits,  probably 
of  a  fiery  quality,  and  take  it  to  his 
own  house.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
that  will  be  very  bad  indeed,  not  only 
for  the  present,  but  for  future  generations 
also.  It  must  be  a  bad  thing  if,  instead 
of  allowing  facilities  for  working  men 
to  drink  good  wholesome  beer  in  our 
country  districts,  you  compel  those  who 
desire  to  take  intoxicating  liquors  to 
have  a  bottle  of  spirits  at  home.  I  have 
never  yet  heard  any  remarks  made  to 
show  why  those  who  live  in  agricultural 
districts  should  not  be  allowed  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  obtaining  whole- 
some beer.  I  would  ask  those  who  talk 
so  much  about  temperance  to  remember 
that  the  working  men  in  the  country 
villages  who  are  not  teetotallers  desire 
to  have  alcoholic  drink,  and  it  is  better 
for  them  to  take  good  pure  wholesome 
beer  than  fiery  spirits.  It  is  also  better 
that  they  should  consume  their  beer  in  a 
well-controlled  public -house  rather  than 
in  a  club.  If  there  is  one  thing  which 
to  me  will  justify  the  vote  I  am  going 
to  give  on  this  question  it  is  the  remark 
made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  who 
said  that  privilege  Amendments  have 
no  meaning  whatever.  We  know  per- 
fectly well  what  would  happen  if  we 
sanctioned  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  had  a  sad  experience  of 
that  kind  of  thing  before.  Your  Lord- 
ships are  aware  ot  previous  instances 
where  Amendments  have  been  made  in 
this  House,  and  the  Government  in,  the 
other  House  have  immediately  proposed 
their  rejection.  We  know  perfectly  well 
that  anything  which  might  be  done  here 
would  be  a  question  of  privilege,  and 
the  whole  thing  would  be  lost  in  amaze- 
ment, because  the  British  public  do  not 
understand  privilege  Amendments.  I 
prefer  to  go  to  the  country  with  a  per- 
lectly  clear  record,  and  my  vote  is  going 
to  be  given  against  the  Se<*^*-'i  ReaiiiM 
lot  this  Bill,   ■ 
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proved  by  any  speaker  in  this  House 
that,  with  the  solitary  exception  of  the 
provision  for  the  reduction  ot  licences, 
this  Bill  is  in  any  way  a  temperance 
measure.  No  other  temperance  argu* 
ment  has  been  brought  forward,  and 
this  Bill  is  founded  upon  the  principle 
of  giving  most  imjust  compensation  for 
legitimate  property,  and  that  is  simple, 
plain  robbery. 

Lord  GLANTAWE  :  My  Lords,  the 
attempts  which  have  been  made  before  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill  to  further  the 
cause  of  temperance  and  moderate  drink- 
ing  have  been  of  very  great  value  to  the 
working  el  asses.  Many  of  your  Lordships 
will  remember  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  before  the  Act  of  1872  was  passed. 
At  that  period  drunkenness  was  very 
rife  and  trade  was  prosperous.  Fre- 
quently, during  periods  when  trade  is 
prosperous,  drinking  takes  place  in  the 
ratio  of  the  amount  of  working  men's 
earnings.  The  Act  I  have  referred  to 
has  had  a  good  effect  amongst  the 
working  classes.  The  Sunday  Closing 
Act  of  1881  has  also  been  of  very  great 
benefit,  not  only  to  the  working  classes 
but  also  to  employers,  and  consequently 
to  the  St>ate  as  well.  Before  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  of  1881  was  passed  all  em- 
ployers of  labour  know  how  difficult  it 
was  to  get  working  men  to  attend  to 
their  duties  on  a  Monday  morning,  but 
the  passing  of  that  Act  had  almost  an 
immediate  beneficial  effect,  and  the  work 
done  in  our  different  manufactories  on 
Monday  is  now  equal  to  that  carried 
on  upon  any  other  day  in  the  week. 
That  has  had  a  wonderful  effect  upon 
the  cost  of  production  and  of  the  materials 
used,  because  it  is  a  well-known  fact, 
especially  where  furnaces  are  employed 
at  enormous  cost,  a  great  waste  used  to 
take  place  on  account  of  the  men  not 
turning  up  on  Monday  morning,  and  this 
u  ed  to  add  corsiderably  to  the 
cost  cf  production.  Although  I  shall 
g've  my  vote  for  the  Second  Reading 
ox  this  measure,  I  wish  to  state 
that  there  may  be  clauses  in  the  Bill 
that  need  amendment,  and  on  that 
score  I  am  very  sorry  that  your  Lordships 
have  deemed  it  right  and  proper  to 
reject  the  Secord  Reading  without 
a^^emptirg  to  make  it  into  a  workable 
Bill.     I    regret    your    Lordships    have 
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resolved  to  receive  this  measure  in   a. 
contrary  spirit  to  that  in  which  it  has 
been   introduced   by   the    Grovemment. 
There  are  several  important  clauses  ia 
this  Bill,  and  one  of  them  is  Clause  22^ 
which  gives  the  licensing   justices  the 
power  of  attaching   conditions    to    the 
reoewal  of  licences.    One  important  part 
of  that  clause  relates  to  Sunday  closing> 
and  it  gives  power  to  close  public-houses 
during  the  whole  of  Sunday,  or  of  still 
further  limiting  the  hours  during  which 
public-houses  may  be  open  on  Sundays. 
Another  very  important  part   of   that 
clause  is  that  no  drink  shaU  be  supplied 
before    eight   o^clock   in    the    mojaiing. 
Those  of  us  who  have  mixed  amongst  the 
working  classes  know  how  detrimental 
this  habit  of  drinking  in  the  early  hours  of 
the  morning  has  been  in  very  many  places. 
Frequently  people  who  work  all  through 
the  night  finish  their  work  between  five 
and   six  o'clock   in   the  morning,    and 
the   fact   that   public-houses   are    open 
during    those    hours    frequently    gives 
working  men  a  taste  for  drink  which 
keeps  them  in  the  public-house  pretty 
well  the  whole  of  the  day  instead  of  the'r 
going  home  to  rest.     The  consequence  is 
that  they  are  almost  unfit  for  the  work 
they  have  to  perform  during  the  following 
night.    Another  important  part  of  this 
clause  is  subsection  (g)  which  proposes  to 
close  partly  or  wholly  public-houses  on 
election  days  more  especially  in  regard  to 
local    elections.     We    know    how    very 
detrimental  drinking  is  upon  polling  days. 
We  know  also  what  a  large  amount  of 
drink    is    illegally    consumed    on    those 
occasions.     With  them  it  is  not  so  much 
a  question  whether  the  person  they  vote 
for  is  better  qualified  for  carrying  on  the 
duties    of     a    local     administrator     as 
whether    he    is    able    to    satisfy    their 
craving    for    drink.    Drink    frequently 
settles   the   election,    and   guides  those 
who  vote    for    the    d-ffereut  candidates 
placed    before    them.     Then    there    a'-e 
limitations  as  to  the  power  of  the  justices 
and  when  it  is  proposed  that  they  shoii'd 
grant   licences    conditionally   no    conci- 
tional  licence  can  be  granted  without  due 
notice    being    given.     There    are    other 
clauses  such  as  the  penalty  clauses  for 
the  non-performa:  ce  of  the  conditions  of 
licence. 

I     have     watched     this     Bill     very 
closely  in  its  progress  through  the  other 
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Hoose,  and  I  h^ve  re:ii  carefully  many 
•!  the  speeches  made  in  another  place, 
more     especially     those     by     the     re- 
presentatives of  Laboir.     With  regard  to 
the  latter  speeches  you  will  fiad,  with 
•carcely  a  single  exception,  that  every 
representative    of   Labour   in   the  other 
Ho*iBe  is  in  favour  of  t\vn  Bill,  and  they 
kave  all  voted  for   it  with   the    excep- 
tion of    a  few  who  were  unable  to  be 
present,    and    they     took     good     care 
to   pair    in    favour    of     the    meaiure. 
I  am  snie  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me  when   I  say  that  no  one  is  more 
qualified  to  decide  upon  what  is  for  the 
benefit    of     the    working   clashes    than 
those  who  directly  represe  \t  them  in  the 
House  of  Commons.     I  do  not  wish  to  find 
huh  with  the  trade  or  with  any  of  those 
who  supply  working   men  with  drin'c. 
I  know  well  from  my  long  experience 
amongst  them — having  sat  on  the  bench 
with  them  for  many  years — ^that  there  are 
some    very    excellent    men    among  the 
licensed  victuallers.    There  are  also  bad 
ones  amongst  them  the  same  as  there 
is  in   every    other    section    of   society. 
I  do  not  wish  to  put  any  impediment  in 
the  way  of  people  getting  a  moderate 
Bmount  of  drink.     I  know  that  in  many 
case^  it  b  absolutely  necessary  that  they 
AoM  be  able  to  get  it.     I  know  a  good 
many  cases  where  working  men   have 
been  teetotallers   fr)m   their   youth.     I 
have  heard  it  said  in  the  course  of  this 
^bate  in  your  Lordships'  House  that  it  is 
impossible  for  a  working  m^n  to  perform 
kis  work    properly    without    having    a 
certain    amount    of    drink.     Th'^re    are 
exceptions  to  that,  and  I  know  many 
worthy  exceptions.    Bit  in  the  case  of 
working  men  who  cannot  conduct  them- 
selves properly  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
tiat  we  should,  as  far  as  possible,  limit 
tie  temptations  oft  Ted  to  them  to  pro- 
eure  dnnk  because  it  not  only    injures 
them  physically,  but  it  also  forms  a  very 
expensive  luxury.     In  the  courae  of  the 
debate  one  noble  Lord  said  that  manv 
working  men  spend  6d.  per  day  on  beer. 
Another  noble   Lord  said  6d.   per  day 
would  not  affect  him  very  much,  but  he 
erldently  forgets  that  to  a  working  man 
who  earns  about  208.  or  253.  a  week,  and 
has  a  wife  and  family  of  three  or  four 
children  to  support,  6d.  per  day  is  a  very 
•erious  item,  and  that  money  would  be 
▼ery  much  better  applied  to  obtaining  | 


othe  .*  comforts  for  the  family  than  in  being 
ipent  oi  dvink.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is, 
necessary  that  we]  should,  as  far  ai  possible 
limit  temptations  to  drink  beca^ise 
in  the  experience  of  those  who  have 
mixed  with  working  men  the  less  temnta- 
fcions  they  have  the  better  and  more 
sober  they  remain.  Personally,  I  am 
exceedingly  sorry  that  your  Lordships 
have  deemed  it  proper  to  throw  this  Bdl 
out  on  the  Second  Reading  without 
giving  it  full  consideration.  I  feel  cer- 
tain that  the  feeling  which  will  be  left 
m  the  minds  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  will  be  that  your  Lordships'  House 
thinks  more  of  the  interests  of  th'i  trade 
than  of  leading  the  people  of  this 
country  into  more  temperate  habits. 

Earl  WALDEGRAVE  :  On  behalf  of 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  tho  debate. 

Debate  adjourned  till  to-morrow 

House  adioamed  at  twenty  min- 
utes before  Twelve  o  eloek, 
till  to-morrow,Twelve  o'clock. 


H  0  U  S  E  JO  F  J  C  0  M  M  0  N  S. 

Thursday,  2%ih  November i^^^%. 


The  House  met  at  a  quirter  before 
Th:ee  of  the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


LONDON      ELECTRIC      SUPPLY       BILL 

[LOBDS]. 

Reported,  with  Amendments  ;    Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


ARMY 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  by  the  Wat 
Office  on  the  steps  taken  during  1907  to 
provide  Techincal  Initi'uction  to  Soldiers 
:o  fit  them  f  >r  Civil  Life  [by  Command]  ; 
^o  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  ACT,  1906.1 

Copy  presented,  of  Rules  ■-'^  l^J^  ih0 
Board  of  Trade  ia|^|^*^  ^^i^*! 

;o  lie  upon  the  '^^^^^ 
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TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consnlar*  Reports,  Annual  Series,  No. 
4172  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address,  25th  November  ;  Mr,  Bdlairs]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SHOP  HOURS  ACT,  1904. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by  the 
Urban  District  Coimcil  of  Hindley,  and 
confirmed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  fixing  the  Hours 
of  Closing  for  certain  classes  of  Shops 
[by  Act]  ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Public  Records  (Colonial  Office)  (New 
Zealand  (Company).  Copy  of  Schedule 
containing  a  Ust  and  particulars  of 
Oasses  ef  Documents  which  have  been 
removed  from  the  Office  of  His  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretary  ef  State  having  the 
Department  of  the  Colonies,  and  deposi- 
ted in  the  Public  Record  Office,  but 
are  not  considered  of  sufficient  public 
value  to  justify  their  preservation  therein 
[by  Act]. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Sanitatioii  at  Bamiey. 
Mr-  BOULTON  (Huntingdonshire, 
Rams-^y) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  the  Board 
rtceived  a  report  some  two  years  ago 
on  the  sanitary  conditions  of  Ramsey 
and  the  bad  ckmldng  water  in  the  town  ; 
if  such  report  was  made  by  a  member 
of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Institute,  and  if  it 
was  practically  of  the  same  character  as 
the  report  recently  issued  by  the  medical 
officer  of  health  of  the  Hunts  County 
Council,  wherein  it  was  stated  that  there 
was  no  drinking  water  in  the  town  fit 
for  use,  and  that  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments were  insanitary  and  dangerous ; 
if  complaints  have  been  sent  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  by  residents  of 
Ramsey;  and,  if  so,  why  the  Local 
Government  Board  ha?  disregarded  these 


complaints  and  report,  and  not  taken 
action  to  compel  the  council  to  carry  out 
the  law. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  The 
Local  Government  Board  received  a  copy 
6f  a  report  which  was  obtained  by  the 
Rural  Housing  and  Sanitation  Asaocia* 
tion  in  1906  from  an  associate  of  the 
Royal  Sanitary  Institute  as  to  the  c(m- 
dition  of  certain  houses  in  Ramsey,  and 
which  contained  some  observations  as  to 
the  need  of  sewerage  and  water  supply  in 
the  district.  A  copy  of  this  report  was 
also  sent  to  the  district  council.  Some 
complaint  of  nuisance  was  made  by  a 
resident  in  the  town  and  the  Board  com- 
municated with  the  district  council  with 
regard  to  the  matter,  but  they  have  not 
received  ^any  such  complaint  of  default 
on  the  part  of  the  district  council  with 
respect  to  sewerage  and  water  supply 
as  would  enable  them  to  take  compulsory 
action  under  the  Public  Health  Act.  I 
am,  however,  giving  attention  to  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  place. 

Inquest  on  Blaekbnm  Weaver. 

Mr.  W.  THORNE  fWest  Ham,  8.) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern-, 
ment  Board  if  he  has  now  obtained  the 
depositions  taken  at  the  inquest  in  the 
case  of  William  Walsh,  a  weaver,  of 
Blackburn,  who  died  in  the  missicm  shelter 
on  2Qth  October ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  inquired  into  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  1- 
have  obtained  a  copy  of  the  depositions 
and  I  am  making  inquiries  with  regard 
to  the  case. 

Knllingar  Distriet  Lunatic  Asylum. 

Mr.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  To' 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
will  ascertain  from  the  audited  accounts 
of  the  Mullingar  District  Lunatic  Asylum, 
and  state  the  total  cost  of  that  institu- 
tion each  year  during  the  last  twenty- 
five  years,  divided  into  establishment 
expenditure,  euch  as  permanent  build- 
ings, cost  of  repairs  and  mairt^nan'^e, 
cost  of  upkeep,  and  law  costs,  if  any; 
the  amount  received  in  each  of  tho<;e 
vears  from  the  Treasury,  from  each  oL 
the  contributory  counties,  and  from  other 
sources ;    and  the  amount  of  debt  now 
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on  the  asylum  and  the  rate  at  which  it  is^ 
arranged  to  be  paid  off. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)  I  have 
fi^iven  directions  for  the  preparation  of 
the  Return  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 
It  19  not  desirable  to  encumber  the  records 
of  Parliament  with  such  a  lengthy 
Return,  but  the  information  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  hon.  Member  when 
received. 

King's  Boad,  Ohelsea,  Sub-Poit  Offloe. 

Mr.  HORNIMAN  (Chekea) :    To  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  bis  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  local  desiie 
that  the  sub-district  Post  Office  at  23, 
King's    Road,    Chelsea,    should   remain 
open  for  business  to  at  least  10  p.m.; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  town  hall, 
which  is  practically  in  the  centre  of  the 
borough  and  opposite  this  post  office, 
ift  some  1,400  yards  from  the  nearest  office 
open  after  8  p.m.,  and  that  some  portions 
of  Chelsea  are  more  than   2,000  ^ards 
from  any  office  open  after  this  hour  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  any  action  in  the 
matter. 

(Amwered  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxttm,) 
I  have  received  a  representation  on  this 
subject  from  the  Chelsea  Borough  Council, 
and  the  question  is  iiow  eng.iging  my 
attention. 

Aldridge  Colliery  Aooident. 
Mr.  T.  P.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  accident 
that  occurred  at  the  No.  1  pit  of  the 
Aldridge  Colliery  Company,  whereby 
Noah  Wood  lost  his  life  and  William 
Jaines  was  so  injured  that  he  was  re- 
moved in  a  critical  condition  to  the 
Walsall  hospital ;  to  what  was  the 
accident  due  ;  will  he  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  concerning  this  case ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of  acci- 
dents at  this  pit  during  the  past  five  years, 
and  also  the  number  of  deaths  resulting 
therefrom. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  have  made  inquiry  with  regard  to  this 
accident,  and  am  informed  by  the  in- 
spector that  it  was  caused  by  a  fall  of 
side    which    came    away    unexpectedly 


from  between  fcW  slips  during  the  repair 
of  a  road;    The  place  had  been  examined 
a  short  time  previously  by  the  fireman, 
who  thought  it  so  hard  that  it  would 
require  to  be  blasted  down.    From  Ist 
January,  1901,  to  the  present  date  nine- 
teen accidents  have  occurred  above  and 
below  ground  at  this  pit,  of  which  six 
(including   one   surface   accident)   were 
fatal,  resulting  in  six  deaths.    The  num- 
ber employed  l3elow  ground  is  about  550, 
and  the  death  rate  over  the  five  years  is 
1-8  per  1,000,  which  is  very  near  the 
general  death  rate  for  the  district. 

TaxiCabt  at  London  Railway  Termini. 
Mr.  RENTON  (Lincohishire,  Gains- 
borough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether 
mechanically  propelled  vehicles  possess 
the  same  privileges  at  London  railway 
stations  as  those  drawn  by  horses. 

(Anstcered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
Yes,  Sir.  Neither  Section  2  of  the  London 
Cab  and  Stage  Carriage  Act,  1907,  which 
abolished  the  privileged  cab  system,  nor 
any  Orders  made  by  me  under  that  section, 
make  any  distinction  between  horse- 
drawn  and  motor  cabs. 


Unemployment  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  the  statistics  on  page  7  of  Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Reports  [Cd.  4035], 
United  States,  Trade  of  New  York,  June, 
1908,  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
States  or  to  the  State  of  New  York  alone, 
and  are  there  any  official  figures  of  unem- . 
ployment  for  the  United  States  generally ; 
and  will  he  state  whether  the  Returns  of 
unemployment  in  the  Labour  Gazette 
include  only  those  members  of  trades 
unions  who  have  benefit  funds  from 
which  to  draw  and  who  are  idle  through 
lack  of  work,  and  do  those  Returns  ex- 
clude those  trade  unionists  who  have  no 
unemployed  benefit  funds  or  are  idle  from 
other  causes  than  lack  of  work,  and  also 
do  not  take  into  accoimt  unskilled  work- 
men or  men  in  casual  employment. 

(Answered  by  Sir  H.  Kearley.)  The 
statistics  on  page  7  of  the  Consular 
Report  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
relate  to  the  City  of  New  York  only. 
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There  are  no  official  statistics  of  imeni-| 
ployment  for  the  United  States  as  a 
whole.  The  Returns  of  unemployed  mem- 
bers of  trade  unions  in  the  Labour  Gazette 
are  necessarily  based  on  the  information 
famished  by  the  trade  unions  pa3ring 
imemployed  benefit  and  relate  <mly  to 
such  unions.  They  include  those  returned 
as  idle  from  lack  of  work  whether  in 
receipt  of  benefit  or  not,  and,  in  addition, 
those  whose  employment  is  temporarily 
suspended  owing  to  bad  weather,  fires, 
failures,  breakdowns,  and  similar  causes, 
but  not  those  who  are  directly  affected 
by  labour  disputes  or  who  are  idle  through 
sickness  or  accident.  The  Returns  relate 
mainly  to  skilled  workers. 

Kenmare  Estate  Svioted  Tenants. 

Mr.  J.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
Estates  Commissioners'  representatives 
paid  several  visits  to  Killamey  recently 
to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  evicted 
tenants  on  the  Kenmare  estate ;  will 
he  say  if  he  has  made  a  report  on  the 
several  cases  inquired  into ;  whether  the 
Commissioners  have  yet  taken  any  steps 
to  relieve,  by  way  of  grants,  the  tenants 
who  have  been  reinstated  on  derelict 
farms;  and  whether  they  have  taken, 
or  propose  to  take,  any  steps  to  secure 
the  reinstatement  of  evicted  tenants 
whose  farms  have  been  grabbed  on  this 
estate. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  their  in- 
spector's report  on  these  cases,  and  will 
consider  the  making  of  grants  to  such 
tenants  as  have  been  reinstated  and 
have  signed  purchase  agreements.  The 
applications  of  those  evicted  tenants 
whose  farms  a-'e  now  occupied  by  other 
tenants,  and  who  are  deemed  suitable, 
will  be  considered  in  the  allotment  of 
untenanted  land  to  be  acquired  by  the 
Commissioners. 

Irish  XTnivertity  Charters. 

Mr.  GWYNN  (Galway) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  reason  can  be  assigned 
for  the  delay  in  issuing  th*?  charters  under 
the  Irish  Univeriity  Act ;  and  whether 
he  realises  that  such  delay  may  probably 


retard  the  period  at  which  the  Uaivewty 
can  come  into  being. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The 
charters  have  now  been  signed,  and  they 
will  be  issued  as  soon  as  the  necessary 
Letters  Patent  are  prepared.  I  li*v« 
directed  that  all  possible  despatch  shall 
be   uied. 

Teachers*  Salaries. 
Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  CoDege 
Green) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  i« 
the  average  salary  of  trained  assistant 
teachers  in  Dublin,  and  the  average  salary 
of  trained  assistant  teachers  in  London 
and  Edinburgh  ;  do  the  assistant  teachers 
in  Irish  national  schools  perform  work 
inferior  to  that  of  English  and  Scottish 
assistant  teachers ;  whether,  though 
assistant  teachers  in  Irish  schools  pass 
the  same  examinations  and  possess  the 
same  qualifications  as  principal  teachers, 
they  never,  under  any  circumstances, 
receive  promotion,  no  matter  what  their 
qu  lifications,  ability,  or  len  th  of  service ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  Dublin 
married  assistant  teachers  must  f^J 
from  one-third  to  one-half  their  salaries 
for  house  rent  alone,  and  in  the  case  of 
unmarried  assistants  the  high  rent  for 
rooms,  etc.,  pressess  equally  hard ;  9Jii 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  actual 
work  performed  by  the  assistants  and 
their  responsibility  for  this  work,  and 
take  steps  to  see  that  they  are  rewarded 
in  proportion,  and  that  all  receive  at 
least  a  living  wage. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  the  average  salaries  from  State 
sources  of  trained  assistant  teachers  m 
national  schools  in  Dublin  (excluding  fe«« 
for  extra  branches  and  evening  school 
work)  is  £86  138.  3d.  for  men,  and 
£74  lOs.  4d.  for  women.  For  informat  )n 
with  regard  to  the  salaries  of  assistant 
teachers  in  London  and  Edinburgh  I 
must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Ministers  representing  the  1  epartments 
concerned.  I  have  no  reason  to  think 
hat  the  work  of  assistant  teachers  ^ 
Ireland  is  not  fully  equal  to  that  done 
in  England  and  Scotland.  Assistant 
teachers  in  Dublin  rank  as  a  rule  in  the 
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tUrd  grade.  I  have  no  means  of  obtain- 
ifig  information  as  to  the  house  rents 
vUch  they  pay ;  and  I  cannot  nnder- 
take  to  make  the  inquiry  suggested  in 
tha  oooclading  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

Xjumoj  Frison -Death  of  Bichard 

0*Brien. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Sefwtary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  &ct  that  a  prisoner,  named  Richard 
O'Srien,  who  was  committed  to  Mount  joy 
prison  on  23rd  ultimo,  died  within  a  few 
hoars  of  his  admission  without  any 
medical  attendance,  notwithstanding  that 
there  are  two  resident  medical  officers 
attached  to  the  said  prison ;  and  if  he 
cin  explain  why  both  the  medical  offi^cers 
rere  absent  from  duty  upon  the  occasion 
referred  to,  and  what  steps,  if  any,  have 
been  taken  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
sueh  neglect ;  and  whether  the  governor 
or  deputy-governor  took  any  steps  to 
provide  the  deceased  with  any  stimulants 
or  other  medical  aid  before  death. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  Richard 
O'Brien  was  admitted  to  Mountjoy  prison 
«t  1.30  p.m.  on  the  day  mentioned  and 
▼a  then  apparently  in  normal  health. 
He  was  found  in  a  moribund  state  at 
^p.DL,  and  died  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
^m  heart  disease.  One  resident  medical 
officer  was  on  leave,  his  substitute  went 
oC  duty  at  four  o'clock,  and  the  other 
medical  officer  did  not  return  till  5.28  p.m. 
The  coroner's  jury  expressed  the  opinion 
thit  no  doctor  could  have  saved  the 
prisoner's  life,  but  that  the  prison  should 
Jisver  be  without  a  doctor.  Orders  to 
that  efiect  were,  and  are,  in  force ;  the 
neglect  to  comply  with  them  has  been 
detft  with,  and  steps  have  been  taken  to 
♦^^^ttre  their  strict  observance  for  the 
fatire.  No  stimulants  were  administered. 
Tbe  hospital  warder  obtained  brandy 
'*^r  the  purpose  from  the  hospital,  but 
wond  the  prisoner  dead  on  his  return. 

food  tad  Drug  Adulteration  in  Ireland. 
Kiu  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
^']  To  ask  the  Chief-Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lien* enant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
**a*e  how  many  samples  were  taken 
^^^T  he  Food  and  Drug3  Act  in  Ireland 
^«'  the  years  1905-6-7,  distinguish- 
»^  between   solid    and     liquid;      how 


many  prosecutions  were  instituted, 
and  with  what  result ;  how  many  public 
analysts  are  employed,  what  salaries  are 
they  paid,  and  can  he  say  if  the  county 
councils  contribute  to  the  expense  of  this 
department ;  and  whether  the  work  of 
analysis  is  entirely  performed  by  the 
public  analyst  whose  signature  is  ap- 
pended to  the  certificates  given  in  evi- 
dence in  prosecutions  under  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell)  The  Local 
Grovemment  Board  have  no  information 
as  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  There 
is  a  public  analyst  for  each  county  and 
borough.  These  analysts  are  appointed 
and  paid  by  the  respective  coimcils. 
Some  of  them  are  paid  by  salaries  varying 
from  £5  to  £300  per  annum,  others  by 
fees,  and  in  a  few  cases  payment  is  made 
partly  by  fees  and  partly  by  salary.  The 
Board  are  not  aware  of  the  arrangements 
made  by  the  analysts  for  the  discharge 
of  their  duties. 

Xilmsh  Incendiary  Fires. 
Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.): 
To  ask  the  Chief- Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
received  particulars  of  two  incendiary 
fires  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Kilrush  on 
Saturday  morning  last ;  and  whether  any 
arrests  have  been  made  in  connection 
with  these  occurrences. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  police 
authorities  inform  me  that  on  the  night 
of  the  20th  November  twenty-three  tons 
of  hay  and  some  oats,  the  property  of 
Patrick  Fitzpatrick,  were  burnt.  In  the 
same  neighbourhood,  and  at  about  the 
same  time,  some  hay,  the  property  of 
Margaret  Molony,  was  also  burnt.  A 
claim  for  compensation  hai  been  lodged 
in  the  former  case,  and  it  cannot  t  this 
stage  be  said  whether  either  of  the  fires 
was  or  was  not  the  work  of  an  incendiary. 
The  pDlice  are  investigating  the  cases. 
No  arrests  have  been  made. 


Holycross  Disturbances. 
Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
Mid.):  To  ask  the  Chief  Seci^wcy  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Irelaud^^Bter 
he  is  aware  that,  as  a  result  of  -^^^^  ' 
demonstration  m 
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breaking-lip  of  a  grazing  ranch  at  Holy- 
cross,  County  Tipperary,  eight  men,  all 
respectable  farmers,  were  arrested  in 
their  beds  at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning 
by  a  force  of  200  armed  constabulary ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  action  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities  has  aroused 
indignation  and  exasperated  the  feelings 
of  the  people  in  the  locality ;  can  he 
explain  why  proceedings  of  an  exceptional 
kind  were  taken  against  these  men  and 
why  the  privacy  of  their  homes  was 
invaded  in  the  dead  of  night ;  was  there 
any  attempt  on  their  part  to  evade  the 
ordinary  processes  of  the  law ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  see  that  in  future  the  ordinary 
practices  of  civil  administration  are  not 
departed  from  in  cases  of  this  kind. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  eight 
men  referred  to  were  arrested  on  a  charge 
of  riot  and  unlawful  assembly.  Prompt 
measures  were  necessary  to  prevent 
farther  disorder,  and  the  arrests  were 
made  on  the  advice  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown.  The  proceedings  were 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  ordinary 
law  and  have  my  entire  approval.  I 
have  no  intention  of  giving  any  directions 
to  the  police  to  act  differently  in  future 
should  a  similar  riot  occur  in  the  locality 
or  elsewhere. 

Peniion  Begolatioiii. 

Mr.  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Devizes): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  all 
relief  given  to  a  husband  for  or  on  ac- 
count of  his  wife  shall  by  the  Poor  Law 
Act,  1834,  be  considered  to  be  relief  given 
to  the  husband ;  and  whether,  in  the 
event  of  a  pensions  committee  granting 
a  pension  to  a  married  woman  on  the 
ground  that  she  cannot  therefore  be 
disqualified  under  the  section  creating 
the  pauper  disqualification  by  any  receipt 
of  relief  on  the  part  of  her  husband,  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  state  whether  he  will 
be  prepared  to  confirm  the  action  of  such 
a  committee  on  appeal. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums,)  I 
am  advised  that  poor  relief  afforded  to 
or  for  an  applicant  for  a  pension  would 
disqualify  the  applicant.  If,  therefore, 
relief  is  given  to  a  husband  for  or  on 
account  of  his  wife,  the  wife  would  be 
disqualified.  - 


Supplies  fbr  Irish  Qovmim^  Ofloet. 

Mb.  hunt  (Shropshire,  Ludkiw) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  only  ink 
made  in  Lreland  is  used  in  Irish  QoVera- 
ment  Departments,  he  will  explain  why 
this  practice  obtains  in  Irish  Departments 
and  why  a  similar  rule  is  not  followed  in 
the  supply  of  articles  for  other  Govern- 
ment Departments. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Hobkouse.)  The 
practice  in  regfurd  to  the  supply  of  ink  to 
public  offices  in  Ireland,  which  is  cor- 
rectly stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  has 
been  in  force  for  many  years.  I  under- 
stand, however,  that  the  prices  paid  are 
substantially  those  ruling  in  the  open 
market.  It  would  not  be  desirable  to 
extend  this  rule  to  the  supply  of  articles 
generally  to  Government  Department*, 
whether  in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland* 

Soottish  InoomeTaz  CosunissiMcrs* 

Clerks. 

Mr.  watt  (Ghvsgow,  College) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  clerks  to  the  Commissioners  of  Tnoomc- 
Tax  in  Scotland  are  in  any  way  paid  upon 
results,  or  receive  a  percentage  on  the 
amount  of  income  sought  out  or  pasfinit 
through  their  hands ;  and,  if  so,  wiB  be 
say  what  are  the  arrangements  with  these 
clerks. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  H6bhou$e.)  The 
Answers  to  the  first  and  seocmd  parts  of 
the  Question  are  in  the  negative;  the 
third  does  not  arise. 

Chatham  Doekyard. 

Mr.    PELL    (Great    Yarmouth):    To 

ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  it 

is  proposed  to  dredge  the  channel  to  the 

I  dockyard  at  Chatham  to  such  a  depth  as 

I  will  allow  of  ships  of  the  "  Dreadnought  ** 

class  to  be  docked  and  repaired  there. 

I      (An9wered  by  Mr.   McKenna.)      The 
!  reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question  is  in 
the  negative. 


Proposed  Floating  Dock  in  tks  Hadwsy. 

Mr.  fell  :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  o 
the  Admiralty  if  it  is  proposed  to  buiW 
and  maintain  a  floating  dock  in  the 
Medway  capable  of  containing  the  larfjert 
men-of-war  ;    and,  if  so,  where  will  »«ifh 
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d  ck  be  placed,  and  when  is  it  estimated 
It  will  be  completed. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  ifcZenna.  )l.No 
(i«cuioa  has  been  arrived  at  in  regard 
to  a  floating  dock. 

Hayti  Biftiirbaneet. 

Me.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  any  British  cruiser 
ins  vet  been  ordered  to  proceed  to 
Hirti  with  a  view  to  affording  assistance 
u  British  subjects  there  during  the 
present  disturbances ;  and,  if  not, 
wbe&er  such  orders  will  be  given  at 
•mce. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  McKenna.)  1  have 
notluiig  to  add  to  the  reply  given  to 
the  hon.  Member  this  afternoon  on  the 
same  subject  by  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A&irs. 


¥ew  Deitroyen. 

Usu  MIDDLBMORE  (Birmingham, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
mshj  what  ia  the  reason  of  the  new 
(MioyeiB  being  so  much  inferior  in 
w,  speed,  and  armament  to  the  latest 
"Trib»r*  class  of  destroyer. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  MoKeniM.)  The 
Boiid  of  Admiralty  do  not  admit  that 
ihe  new  destroyers  are  inferior  in  size  or 
vniAment  to  those  of  the  '*  Tribe ''  class ; 
u  regards  speed  they  are  designed  to 
awt  fully  all  the  requirements  for  which 
^  are  intended. 

laval  Campaign  Plans. 

Mb.  KTODLEMORET:      To  ask  the 

^int  Lwd  of  l^e  Admiralty  who  is  the 
officer  responsible  for  the  preparation 
^  fte  plan  or  plans  of  a  naval  campaign  ; 
wui  what,  if  any,  official  position  does 

{Ansv^ered  hy  Mr.  McKenna.)  Under 
^  direction  of  the  Board,  and  in  par.- 
t'cttkr  of  the  First  Sea  Lord,  the  pre- 
pwttion  of  such  plans  is  part  of  the 
^'"ictiona  of  the  Director  of  Naval 
l^teDigencc. 


Professor  Karshall's  HemorandunL 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rye): 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  Professor  Marshall's  Memoran- 
dum on  the  Fiscal  Policy  of  International 
Trade  was  revised  and  partly  rewritten 
between  2nd  June  last,  when  it  waa 
agreed  that  the  document  should  be 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  its  publication* 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I 
must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
prefatory  note  prefixed  to  the  Memoran- 
dum. Mr.  Marshall  there  states  that 
he  has  revised  the  Memorandum  slightly, 
added  some  explanations,  and  rewritten 
the  discussion  of  the  relations  between 
England  and  her  Dependencies  contained 
in  Sections  80-82,  but  that  in  other 
respects  the  Paper  remains  substantially 
as  it  was  originally  written. 

Old- Age  Pensions  Act  Administration. 

Mr.  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Deviaes): 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  right  of  an 
applicant  for  an  old-age  pension  to  an 
opportimity  of  being  heard  by  the 
local  pension  committee  in  cases  of 
donbt  cannot  be  fully  exercised  owing 
to  the  age  and  infirmity  of  many  appli- 
cants and  their  inability  to  travel  t<x 
any  meeting  place,  and  that  thereby 
difficulty  is  being  experienced  in  rural 
districts  in  carrying  out  the  intentiona 
of  Parliament  in  this  respect;  and 
whether,  in  order  to  assist  local  pension 
committees  to  obtain  an  opportunity 
for  the  applicant  of  being  heard  by  a^ 
sub-conwnittee  or  some  person  or  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  the  committee,  ho 
will  withdraw  or  modify  the  regulation 
which  forbids  any  payment  of  travelling 
expenses  of  a  committee  or  sub-committe© 
out  of  the  Exchequer  grant. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I 
have  not  received  any  complaints  with 
reference  to  this  matter  and,  unless  real 
hardship  could  be  shown  to  arise,  I 
should  not  be  prepared  to  take  the 
course  suggested,  which  would  mean,  I 
fear,  a  serious  increase  in  the  proportion 
for  the  grant  for  old-age  pensions  which 
would  be  diverted  from  the  paynient  of 
pensions  to  meeting  administrative  ex- 
penses. 
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Irish  Land  Purchase  Sinking  Fond. 

Mr.  THOMAS  O'DONNELL  (Kerry, 
W.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  is  the  amount  of  the 
sinking  fund  paid  on  purchases  under 
the  Insh  Land  Purchase  Acts  of  1885, 
1891,  and  1896,  up  to  the  year  ended 
March,  1908 ;  at  what  rate  of  interest 
is  this  money  invested ;  whether,  at 
the  end  of  each  decadal  period  of  revision 
regard  is  had  to  the  interest  received 
during  the  previous  ten  years  before 
deciding  on  the  rate  of  reduction  to  be 
given  to  the  tenant  purchasers  under 
eich  of  those  Acts ;  and  what  is  the 
rate  of  reduction  given  in  the  last  decadal 
revision  under  each  of  those  Acts. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  The 
linking  fund  paid  to  31st  March,  1908^ 
on  purchases  under  the  Purchase  of 
Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,  amounted  to 
£1,791,075.  This  represents  the  balance 
of  annuity  instalments  at  4  per  cent, 
^n  the  amount  of  the  advance  out- 
standing after  deducting  interest  at  3| 
per  cent.  The  advances  under  this 
Act  were  made  from  the  Local  Loans 
Fund,  and  the  rate  of  interest  is  not 
subject  to  variation.  Advances  under 
the  Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Acts, 
1891  and  1896,  were  made  in  Two  and 
Three-quarter  per  Cent.  Guaranteed 
Land  Stock,  and  are  repayable  by  an 
annuity  of  4  per  cent.,  of  which  £2  15b. 
per  cent,  is  required  for  interest  on  the 
stock,  and  the  balance  of  £1  58.  per  cent, 
is  accumulated  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
placing the  stock.  The  rate  of  accumu- 
lation is  based  upon  the  actual  price 
at  which  the  stock  can  be  purchased  ; 
and  under  the  Treasury  rules  the  rate 
varies  from  time  to  time,  so  as  to  give 
the  tenant -purchasers  the  full  benefit 
of  the  market  price  of  the  stock  being 
below  par.  The  average  rate  of  accumu- 
lation at  the  present  time  is  approximately 
£2  198.  5d.  per  cent.,  and  is  applied  on 
the  occasion  of  each  decadal  revision. 
Up  to  31st  March,  1908,  the  accumulated 
sinking  fund  amounted  to  £1,112,003, 
in  addition  to  which  Land  Stock  to  the 

amoimt  of  £1,019,031  had  been  cancelled. 

As  regards  the  rate  of  reduction  given 

in  the  last  decadal  revision,  this  is  a  matter 

for  the  Land  Commission  ;    and  I  would 

suggest  that  the   hon.   Member  should 


address   himself   on   the   point   to  tk< 
Chief  Secretary. 

Wine  Duties. 
Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  ;^ 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  revision  of  the  wines  duties  in 
imder  consideration  in  view  of  the 
imequal  pressure  of  the  present  dutiea 
upon  light  wines. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I  am 
prepared  to  co  ^sider  any  representatiors 
my  hor..  friend  m<^y  be  good  enough  t« 
make  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the»* 
duties.  But  I  fear  I  can  give  him  ro 
information  as  to  future  Budget  proposaU. 

Irish  Vnion  Betonit. 
Mr.  FFRENCTi  (Wexford,  8.):  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that  clerka  of  uniors 
in  Ireland  are  from  time  to  time  called 
upon  to  furnish  lor.g  Returns  to  this 
"r^ouse,  involving  expense  on  the 
guardians,  to  whom  they  look  for  pay- 
ment ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
New  Ross  board  of  guardians  has  recently 
objected  to  further  payments  to  their 
officials  for  this  purpose ;  and  whether, 
as  the  Royal  Commissiora  and  Par* 
liamentary  Committees  for  whom  thes<* 
Returns  are  ordered  are  appointed  fnr 
Imperial  purposes,  the  Treasury  will  in 
future  recoup  the  officials  conoemed  ard 
not  put  it  a  charge  on  local  rates. 

(Ansipered  by  Mr.  Lhyd-George.)  My 
attention  has  not  been  previouaiy 
directed  to  the  subject.  But  I  cannot 
admit  that  Parliament  is  precluded  from 
calling  for  iiiformation  to  be  fumisbe^i 
by  local  authorities  when  such  inf«>r- 
mation  is  required  in  the  public  interest, 
and  especially  when  it  relates  to  ih- 
quiries  in  which  the  boards  of  guardiai  s 
are  specially  concerne<l,  without  under- 
taking to  make  additional  payments  to 
cover  any  cost  that  may  be  incurred. 

Irish  Pension  Of&ceri*  InttmeCioas. 

Mr.  p.  MEEHAN  (Queen's  Countv. 
Leix) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  th*» 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  ii 
instructions  have  been  issued  tti 
pension  officers  in  Ireland  to  disalk** 
claims  for  old-age  persions  in  cas***  wherf 
the  applicant  has  been  in  a  urion  hospitil 
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iat  any  period  since  Ist  January,  1908  ; 
vhether  he  is  aware  that,  under  existing 
conditions  in  Ireland,  the  poor,  in  cases 
of  ilfaiMs,  must  of  necessity  obtain 
m&iital  reUef  in  the  union  dispem^ry 
ot  ko^ital ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
if  tliis  instruction  is  enforced  it  will 
peaalke  a  large  number  of  industrious 
penons  who  are  entitled  to  an  old-age 
pension  who  may  be  compelled  to  enter 
&  union  hpspital,  he  proposes  to  take  any 
2ctk>n  in  the  matter. 

[Aniwered  by  Mr,  Hoyd-George.)  Pen- 
aon  officers  have  no  power  to  disallow 
clftims,  but  they  are  of  eourse  bound  to 
seport  against  any  claim  in  the  case  of 
wUch  disqualification  appears  to  aris?. 
fliether  relief  of  the  kind  referred  to  in 
tiic  Question  would  disqualify  depends 
opon  the  facts  of  the  particular  case, 
wiuch  the  pension  officer  must  report 
to  the  committee  and  upon  which  the 
committee  will  decide,  subject  to  appeal 
to  the  Local  Government  Board. 


Chureh  Kegitters. 
Ma.  C.  E.  PRICB  (Edinburgh,  Central) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  instructions  have  been  issued 
to  pension  officers  to  search  free  of  cost 
the  registers  of  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland,  whether  preserved  locally 
or  in  the  Register  House  in  Edinburgh  ; 
ud  whether  he  will  issue  similar  in- 
struct iocs  to  such  officers  to  search  the 
records  belonging  to  dissenting  churches, 
BO  that  preferential  treatment  will  not  be 
give  to  any  person  on  account  of  their 
creed. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Hoyd-George.)  Ar- 
rangements have  been  made  under 
vhkh  speciaUy  appointed  Inland  Revenue 
officers  are  allowed  to  search,  free  of 
fhirge,  the  registers  kept  at  the  Register 
Office,  Edinburgh,  for  evidence  of  age 
of  applicants  for  old-age  pensions  on  the 
r^^tte«t  of  pension  officers.  I  have  no 
power  to  require  access  to  registers  kept 
locally, 

Cork  Barracks. 
Mh.  WILUAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork) :  To 
*«k  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
w  is  aware  that,  although  artisans  and 
Jabouxers  employed  at  the  Cork  barracks 
we  not  technically  been  dismissed  by 


the  military  authorities,  they  have  hten 
discharged  by  the  triennial  contractors,, 
owing  to  the  military  authorities  having 
allotted  to  the  field  company  of  the 
Royal  Engineers  a  large  proportion  of  the 
incidental  work  hitherto  executed  by 
civilian  workmen ;  whether  the  field 
company  would  be  sufficiently  employed! 
on  field  works  at  Moore  Park  and  Kilworth 
camp,  without  taking  the  places  of  Cork 
working  men  at  reduced  wages ;  and 
whether  the  War  Office,  having  pledged 
themselves  to  aid  in  coping  withunemploy^ 
ment,  they  will  withdraw  these  soldiers 
from  competition  with  ci\'ilian  workers 
at  rates  of  pay  inconsistent  with  the 
Fair  Wages  Resolution  of  this  House. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  HaldaneJ) 
The  triennial  contractor  hcs  given  the 
military  authorities  no  information  on  the 
subject  of  discharging  men,  nor  has  he 
made  any  complaint  about  the  employ- 
ment of  men  of  the  Royal  Engineers. 
It  appears  on  inquiry  that  an  extra  num- 
ber of  hands  have  been  recently  employed 
by  the  contractor  to  complete  arrears  of 
work,  and  that  the  probable  difference 
of  employment  caused  by  employing  the 
Royal  Engineers  on  their  recognised  work 
will  in  the  long  run  be  small.  The  com- 
pany in  question  could  not  be  employed 
at  Moor  Park  or  Kilworth,  as  there  is  no 
accommodation  for  them  at  those  places. 

Territorial  Artillery  Units. 
Earl  WTNTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  how  many  Territorial  artillery  imits 
are  still  short  of  their  complement  of  gons, 
and  what  is  the  total  number  of  guns  re- 
quired and  the  total  number  issued. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
154  imits  are  still  short  of  their  full  com- 
plement of  gims,  twenty-eight  having 
received  their  full  supply.  728  guns  are 
required  and  330  have  been  issued.  In  ad- 
dition, seventy-eight  12-pounder  breech- 
loading  field  guns  have  been  issued  for 
training  pending  the  completion  of  the 
15-poTmder  equipment.  The  batteries 
will  be  fully  equipped  with  guns  by  the  end 
of  this  financial  year. 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Bonuses. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bonuses 
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at  tlie  rate  of  12  per  cent,  will  be  paid 
aiuder  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  to  vendors 
whose  agreements  have  been  lodged 
with  the  Commissioners  between  1st  and 
24th  of  November  in  this  year. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  await  the  circu- 
lation of  the  Irish  Land  Bill. 

Elstree  Parish  Council  idlotments. 
Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member 
-for  South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agrictdture, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  on  14th 
November,  1907,  the  Local  Government 
Board  wrote  the  parish  council  of  Elstree 
that  they  had  been  advised  by.  the 
Law  Ofi&cers  of  the  Crown  that  the 
expenses  referred  to  in  Section  2  (2) 
of  the  Allotments  .  Act,  1887,  while 
including  the  interest  payable  upon  the 
purchase  money,  do  not  include  the 
annual  instalments  of  principal  or  pay- 
ments to  a  sinking  fund  in  cases  where 
the  land  has  been  acquired  by  means 
of  a  loan ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  statement  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  as  stated 
by  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  reply  to  a  Question  on 
21st  Jime,  1908,  and  of  the  fact  that 
on  page  2  of  Leaflet  No.  215,  issued 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and  Fisheries, 
it  is  stated  under  the  head  of  rent  that 
the  rents  to  be  charged  allotment  holders 
will  be  fixed  at  sums  sufficient  to  cover 
the  expenses  incurred  in  providing  the 
allotment,  such  as  the  purchase  money 
or  rent  paid  by  the  local  authority  for 
the  land,  etc.,  he  will  state  on  what 
authority  the  Board  make  the  last 
statement. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
The  Board  are  aware  of  the  communica- 
tion from  the  Local  Grovemment  Board 
to  which  my  right  hon.  friend  refers. 
It  was  based  on  an  opinion  given  by 
the  Law  Officers  in  1888,  from  which 
the  present  Law  Officers  dissented  in 
1907  on  a  further  case  submitted  to 
them. 

■AnsBsthetiot  at  the  Ketropolitan 

Hospital. 

Mb.  COOPER  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey) :   To/ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 


the  Home  Department  whether  His 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  an  iaquest 
held  on  a  boy  named  Alfred  Lefoathe, 
aged  twelve  years,  who  died  at  the 
Metropolitan  Hospital  during  the  ad- 
ministration of  an  anaesthetic  and  before 
an  operation  was  commenced ;  and 
whether  he  has  had  any  answer  to  his 
communication  with  the  British  Medical 
Council  as  to  the  advisability  of  in  future 
requiring  that  the  administration  of 
anaesthetics  should  form  a  part  of  the 
curriculum  of  a  medical  student. 


Mb.  cooper  :   To  ask  the  Secretary 
of    State    for    the    Home    Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been   called 
to  the  repeated  statements  of  the  coroner 
for  the  City  of  London  that  only  a  small 
proportion    of   deaths    occurring    under 
anaesthesia  in  private  practice  come  to 
the  notice  of  the  registrar  or  coroner ; 
whether    the    annual    Return    of     the 
Registrar-General  shows  that  an  average 
of  three  deaths  while  under  the  influence 
of  an  anaesthetic  occur  in  the  hospitals 
of  England  and  Wales  each  week ;    and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  appointing  either  a  Commission  or 
making  a  grant  to  the  Royal  Society 
and  asking  that  Society  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  all  the  facts 
of    deaths    under    anaesthesia,    and    to 
advise   generally   as   to  the   conditions 
to  be  observed  and  regulations  to  be 
carried    out    when    an    anaesthetic     is 
administered. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  will  answer  these  two  Questions  to- 
gether. My  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  several  statements  on  this  subject, 
including  that  of  the  coroner  for  the 
City  of  London,  to  the  figures  in  the 
Registrar -General's  Report,  and  to  many 
cases  of  inquests  on  persons  who  have 
died  under  anesthetics.  The  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  through  whom  I 
communicated  with  the  General  Medicr.l 
Council,  informs  me  that  he  understands 
a  reply  may  be  expected  in  a  very  few 
days  from  that  body,  which  is  now  in 
session.  As  I  have  stated  before,  the 
question  of  holding  a  formal  inquiry 
must  be  postponed,  at  any  rate,  till  I 
know  what  action  the  medical  authorities 
are  prepared  to  take. 
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Telegraphiitt  at  Baoe  Keetingt. 

Mb.    COOPER:     To    ask   the    Post- 
master-General whether  the  Post  Office 
send  a  special  staff  of  telegraphists  to 
race  meetings;    and,  if  so,  how  many 
i¥ere  sent  to  the  Epsom  racecourse  on 
Derby  Day,  1908,  and  to  the  Doncaster 
racecourse  on  the  St.  Leger  Day,  1908 ; 
whether  he  can  say  in .  what  building 
the   telegraph   office   is   situated   on   a 
racecourse,    whether    the    Post    Office 
hires  the  room  or  whether  the  racecourse 
authorities    make    a    payment    for    the 
facilities  offered ;   and  whether  the  tele- 
grams to  the  Press  giving  the  betting 
and    state    of    odds   receive    the    usual 
Press  rebate. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
The  Post  Office  sends  a  special  staff 
to  all  important  race  meetings ;  sixty- 
four  men  were  sent  to  Epsom  on  Derby 
Day  and  sixty-two  to  Doncaster  for 
the  St.  Leger.  The  racecourse  authorities 
provide  the  office  free ;  it  is  usually 
either  in  or  adjoining  the  grand  stand. 
Messages  sent  to  the  Press  under  the 
usual  regulations  go  at  the  Press  rates 
prescribed  by  Parliament ;  the  Post- 
master-General has  no  authority  to 
discriminate  against  certain  items  of 
news  such  as  those  giving  the  state  of 
the  odds. 

Bacing  Telegrams. 
Mr.  COOPER:  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-Greneral  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  telegrams  were  received  at 
and  despatched  from  the  temporary 
telegraph  office  on  the  racecourse  at 
Newmarket,  on  l4th  and  28th  October, 
1908 ;  whether  •  he  can  say  whether 
these  telegrams  were  sent  to  and  de- 
spatched by  bookmakers  a^id  related 
to  bets ;  and  whether  the  Post  Office 
incurred  any  financial  loss  by  establishing 
offices  on  this  racecourse  on  these  days. 

(Anstoered  bj  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,) 
On  l4th  October,  Czarevitch  Day,  the 
numbers  were :  872  ordinary  telegrams 
received  at  the  grand  stand ;  3,772 
ordinary  telegrams  despatched  from  the 
grand  stand ;  636  Press  telegrams  de- 
spatched from  the  grand  stand.  On 
the  28th,  Cambridgeshire  Day :  773 
ordinary  telegrams  received  at  the  grand 
stand;     3,372 J^ordinary    telegrams    de- 


spatched from  the  grand  stand;  561 
Press  telegrams  despatched  from  the 
grand  stand.  I  can  give  no  information 
as  to  the  contents  of  these  telegrams. 
No  financial  loss  was  incurred. 

BeriBeri  Eeport. 
Mr.  COOPER  :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  has 
received  the  Report  of  the  Special 
Committee  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Physicians  on  the  subject  of  beri-beri 
on  merchant  ships ;  and,  if  so,  when 
will  it  be  published. 

{Answered  by  Sir  H.  Kearley.)  A 
Roport  by  the  Committee  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Physicians  on  beri-beri  has 
been  received,  but  it  contains  no  very 
definite  conclusions  on  the  subject  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  do  not  propose  to 
publish  it.  The  Committee  suggested 
that  a  Commission  which  is  at  present 
at  work  at  Quala  Lumpur  on  the  subject 
of  beri-beri  might  throw  some  light  on 
the  matter,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
are  awaiting  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission. 

Licenoet  for  Kotor  Vehicles. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College):  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  wiU  state  the  number  of  licences 
for  motors  and  vehicles  drawn  by  motors 
and  licences  for  hackney  motors  and 
vehicles  drawn  by  motors,  excluding 
under  each  head  motor  bicycles  and 
tricycles,  respectively,  issued  by  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  during  the 
year  1907  and  during  the  period  1st 
January  to  30th  September,  1908. 

(Ar^tcered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  The 
total  number  of  licences  for  motors  or 
vehicles  drawn  by  motors  for  th*?  year 
ended  31st  December,  1907,  was  40,902, 
and  for  hackney  motors  was  14,666. 
These  figures  exclude  motor  bicycles  and 
tricycles.  The  corresponding  figures  for 
the  nine  months  ended  30  :h  September, 
1903,  are  not  yet  available. 


Antrim  Boyal  Garrison  Artilleiy.  '^ 
Colonel  MCALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  Si^ate  for  W^r 
why  Carrickfergus,  the  head- quarters 
of  the  Antrim  Royal  Garrison  Artillery, 
ha3  not  been  placed  on  the  bails  of  a 
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depot,  the  same  as  the  twenty  infantry 
battalions  specially  selected  to  drill 
their  recruits  for  six  months ;  whether 
there  are  at  present  seventy-two  recruits 
there,  besides  twenty-eight  of  a  per- 
manent stall,  with  only  two  officers,  one, 
the  adjutant,  frequently  away  on  other 
duties,  the  second  officer  having  a  little 
over  two  years  service ;  and  whether 
it  is  the  intention  to  call  up  an  instructor 
of  artillery  to  instruct  these  recruits  in 
their  duties. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 
Carrickfergus  is  the  head- quarters  of 
the  Antrim  Royal  Garrison  Reserve 
Artillery,  and  the  recruits  drill  at  the 
head- quarters.  It  is  not  a  depot,  as 
it  merelv  takes  the  recruits  for  this 
artillery  imit.  There  are  at  present 
seventy-four  recruits  drilling  there,  be- 
sides the  permanent  staff.  In  com- 
pliance with  the  request  of  the  com- 
manding officer  for  assistance  one  subal- 
tern has  befen  allowed,  the  recruits  being 
under  seventy-five  in  number  ;  and  this 
is  in  accordance  with  the  proportion 
formerly  allowed  under  the  Militia  Regula- 
tions. 

Boyal  Engineer  Staff  Bemoval  Expenses. 
Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  (Anglesey)  : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  can  now  recommend  the 
payment  of  removal  expenses  to  members 
of  the  staff  for  Royal  Engineer  services 
or  to  make  an  allowance  in  respect  of 
such  expenses,  as  is  done  in  the  case  of 
members  of  the  Army  Accounts  branch 
in  the  War  Department  and  to  public 
servants  in  the  Admiralty,  Office  of 
Works,  and  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ments. 

{Ansivered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The  question  of  removal  expenses  has 
not  yet  been  finally  decided. 

Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFFITH  :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
officers  of  the  staff  for  Royal  Engineer 
services  form  a  branch  of  the  Royal 
Engineers,  or  whether  they  are  a  separate 
and  independent  organisation. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
The  staff  for  Royal  Engineer  services  is 
not  part  of  the  corps  of  Royal  Engineers, 


but  is  a  separate  branch  for  the  execotion 
of  works  and,  therefore,  part  of  the 
Department  of  the  Director  of  Works 
and  Fortifications,  under  the  Master 
General  of  the  Ordnance. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOVSa. 


Indian  Beforms. 
Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex. 
Brentford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  will  arrange  thai 
this  House  shall  receive  a  statement 
regarding  the  int^tions  of  His  Majesty  s 
Gk)vemment  towards  Indian  reform 
simultaneous] v  with  the  House  of  Lords ; 
and  whether  he  will  afford  this  House  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  same  this 
session. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
ASQUITH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  The  Secretarr 
of  State  lor  India  hopes  to  be  able  to  make 
a  statement  on  Indian  policy  on  or  about 
December  14.  He  will  at  the  same  time 
lay  Papers  before  Parliament,  compriffiiig 
proposals  of  the  Gk>vernment  of  India, 
ana  his  own  reply.  A  very  abort  Bill 
will  be  necessary,  and  we  shall  present  it 
next  session.  That  secrms  to  be  the 
best  occasion  for  discussion  here,  when 
Members  will  have  had  time  to  consider 
the  Papers,  and  their  reception  in  Indi«. 

Dr  RUTHERFORD :  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  it  woukl 
be  fairer  to  this  House  to  give  it  an 
opportunity  for  discussing  the  statement 
of  December  14th  on  the  same  day  is  it 
is  madel 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  No,  Sir ;  I  think  not 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  make  his 
statement  separately. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACXEILL  (Donegal 
S.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  see 
so  far  as  possible  that  matters  of  great 
public  interest  shall  be  commimicated 
first  to  this  House  rather  than  to  the 
House  of  Lords  I 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  Yes,  Sir.  I  feel  tk  t 
<mite  as  strongly  as  any  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  when  the 
responsible  Minister  is  in  the  Hbote  of 
Lords  it  is  only  natural  that  the  Int 
statement  should  be  made  in  thalflM* 
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Otfim  bidiui  Keeniitiiif  Ageuoy. 

•Mr.  bees  (Montgomery  Boroughs) ; 
I  beg  to  ftsk  the  Under-Secretary  of 
Sbt«  for  India  whether  be  is  aware  that 
the  Ceylon  Grovemment  aubeidises  the 
C«rlon  Indian  recruiting  agency,  whicb, 
therefore,  is  placed  in  a  better  position  to 
nimpete  with  South '  Indian  labour 
*^neie«  and  South  Indian  planters  ;  and, 
a  to,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
outer  :n  view  to  assist  the  South  Indian 
pbnters,  or  take  such  steps  as  circum- 
fUocM  may  require. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Mr.  Buchanan, 
Pmhshire,  K) :  The  Secretary  of  State 
bu  not  received  any  representations 
JTom  India  on  this  subject,  but  as  at 
prewnt  advised  he  is  not  prepared  to 
urge  that  aid  should  be  given  out  of 
Indian  revenues  to  South  Indian  labour 
igenciea  on  the  ground  that  the  Ceylon 
GoTerament  gives  a  subsidy  to  the 
Ctylon  labour  agency. 

*.Mii-  BEES:  la  it  convenient  that  free 
(lade  and  protection  should  be  such  near 
oeigbboura  with  such  common  interests  1 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said  he  hoped  India 
*wild  not  follow  a  bad  example. 

Edaoation  in  India, 
*Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether, 
in  view  of  the  manifestations  oF  the 
Malta  of  the  education  at  present  given, 
ihe  Government  of  India  contemplates 
loy  drastic  change  in  the  existing  system. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  The  general 
educational  policy  of  the  Government  of 
Mia  is  declared  in  their  Kewlution  of 
llih  March,  1904,  and  the  Secretary  of 
!>ute  ii  not  aware  that  they  intend  to 


cost  of  such  force,  he  will  aay  whether 
the  European  merchants  in  the  town  lie 
under  any  suspicion  of  being  parly  to  the 
riots ;  and  if  not,  why  the  local  govern- 
ment  has  not  exercised  the  power  of 
exemption  conferred  on  it  by  the  above- 
mentioned  provision  of  the  law. 

Mk.  BUCHANAN:  The  Government 
of  Madras  have  power  to  exempt  any 
class  of  the  community  from  liability  to 
share  the  cost  of  the  additional  police 
quartereH  at  Coconada.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  information  aa  to  how 
they  have  exercised  that  power ;  he 
considers  that  the  matter  should  be  left 
to  tbeir  discretion. 

*Mr.  REES :  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
think  it  equitable  that  when  a  riot  is- 
made  by  natives  of  India  from  whom  no 
money  levy  can  be  made,  the  Europeans 
who  are  the  victims  should  have  to  pay 
the  espense  of  the  punitive  force  1 

Me.  BUCHANAN:  I  presume  the 
Madras  Government  are  satisfied  with 
the  method  of  dbtributing  expense. 

♦Mr.  REES :  I  do  not  think  the 
Europeans  are. 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH(Down,  S.):  We 
will  send  you  out  again. 

Ehodesian  Big  Oame  Freserres. 
CoixJNEr.     LOCKWOOD    (Essex, 
Epping) :   I    beg    to    ask     the    Under- 
secretary of   State    for    the    Colonies, 
whether,    in    the    Lomagundi    district 
of     Southern     Rhodesia,     it    has    been 
decided  by  the  officials  of  the   British 
Chartered    South    Africa    Company   to 
exterminate  all    the  big  game ;  whether 
Inters  are 
to  an  un- 
of  selling 
lether  one 
elephants 
;  whether 
:i  Imperial 
Is   of    the 
he  power, 
lial  Office, 
lestniction 
of  British 
■oposea  to 
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The  UNDER-SECKETAKYof  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Sbely, 
Liverpool,  Abercromby) :  The  Adminis- 
trator of  Southern  Rhodesia  in  April  last 
authorised  the  de^^truction  of  elephants 
in  the  district  of  Lomagundi  except 
within  the  Urungwe  game  sanctuary. 
He  has  power  to  do  this  under  an 
Ordinance  of  1906,  when  he  is  satisfied 
that  such  destruction  is  in  the  interest 
of  public  safety.  Complaints  of  the 
damage  and  danger  caused  by  these 
elephants  have  been  made  for  some  time 
past.  The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  in  a 
position  to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of 
the  discretion  which  the  law  has  vested 
in  the  local  administration. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD;  I  presume 
the  Colonial  Office  put  some  limit  on  the 
'destruction  of  these  animals  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  :  We  have  to  protect 
that  species  as  we  have  also  to  protect 
human  lives. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  Is  the 
Under-Secretary  aware  that  these  ele- 
phants are  more  respectable  animals 
than    the    persons    by  whom   they  are 

destroyed  1 

» 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Dittorbancet  in  Hayti. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  secure  protection  for 
the  lives  and  property  of  British  subjects 
-during  the  present  disturbances  in 
Hayti. 

The  SECRETAKY  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward 
*Orsy,  Northumberland,  Berwick) :  His 
Majesty's  Consui-Oeneral  in  Hayti  has 
reported  that  a  revolution  had  broken 
out  at  Aux  Cayes  on  the  southern  coast 
of  the  Republic,  but  he  has  not  intimated 
that  there  is  any  danser  to  British 
subjects  or  interests,  nor  has  he  asked  for 
the  presence  of  a  man-of-war.  No  steps 
have,  therefore,  been  taken  for  the 
moment  to  send  one.  His  Majesty's 
ship  "Scylla"  is  due  to  visit  Port-au- 
Pnnce  in  the  ordinary  course  on  December 
9th,  and  unless  something  unforeseen 
occurs,  it  does  not  seem  necessary  to 
anticipate  that  date. 


Mr.  MITCHELL-THOBfSON  :  Mav  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  has  any  information  as  to  whether  any 
of  the  Powers  are  sending  or  have  sent 
ships  for  the  protection  of  their  subjects  ! 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  have  rot 
?io.rd  of  shi^s  being  sent  by  oihtr 
Powers. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  (St 
Andrews  Burghs) :  Will  not  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  reconsider  his  decision 
as  a  precautionary  measure  t 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  PerVaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  give  me  informatioD 
which  will  at  least  show  that  it  is 
desirable  to  take  any  exceptional  steps 
in  the  present  circumstances. 

Continental  Education  Laws. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  t« 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the  provisioni 
of  Clause  2  of  the  Education  Bill,  he  can 

Srocure  a  Report  from  His  Majesty's 
linister  at  Berne  and  the  British  consul 
at  Lausanne  as  to  the  general  result  in 
practice  of  the  education  law  of  the 
Canton  de  Yaud  passed  in  May  1906; 
whether,  with  reference  to  Clause  3  of 
the  Bill,  he  can  obtain  a  Report  from 
His  Majesty's  Minister  at  Munich  as  to 
the  operation  of  the  law  in  force  in 
Bavaria  in  respect  of  associations ;  and 
can  he  obtain  a  Report  from  His  Majesty  i 
Minister  at  the  Hague  with  reference  to 
the  operation  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Education  Acts  of  Holuind,  which  corre- 
spond to  the  provisions  of  Clause  2  of 
the  Bill. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  Instnietiaiii 
will  be  sent  to  His  Majesty's  representa 
tives  at  the  places  named  to  famish,  U 
possible,  the  information  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  BOLAND :  WUl  it  be  posdble  to 
have  this  information  before  the  Cooh 
mittee  Stage  of  the  Education  Bill  is 
concluded  1 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  AU  I  can  say 
is  that  I  will  get  the  information  as  soon 
as  I  can,  but  I  cannot  promise  it  will  be 
in  time  for  that. 
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Persia. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
Ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affiirs  whether  there  was  any  serious 
danger  to  lives  or  property  of  foreign 
sibjects  in  Persia  before  the  Parliament 
was  dispersed  and  the  Constitution  de- 
stroyed by  Ck>lonel  Liakhoff  and  his 
Cossacks. 

Sib  EDWARD  GREY  :  There  was  the 
dsoger  of  general  disorder  and  bloodshed, 
bat  it  was  not  thought  that  foreigners 
were  io  special  danger. 

*Mr.  BEES:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accept  the  statement  that  the 
Constitution  was  destroyed  by  Colonel 
Liakhoff,  and  are  these  Cossacks  Persian 
lubjects  t 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  Cossacks 
were  Persian  subjects,  and  acted  under 
the  orders  of  the  Shah  ;  but  I  do  not 
make  myself  responsible  for  any  state- 
meots  other  than  those  which  I  make. 

Svstun  Officers  in  the  Shah's  Service. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  ^reign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  state  how  many  Russian 
officers  on  the  active  list  are  now  in  the 
lernee  of  the  Shah  of  Persia;  and 
vhether  any  and,  if  any,  how  many 
Britash  officers  on  the  active  list  are  in 
the  lervice  of  the  Shah. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  I  have  to 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  replv  made 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Hackney 
OD  November  2nd.  According  to  recent 
iaioniiation,  the  officers  now  number  five. 
The  reply  to  the  last  Question  is  in  the 
Mgfttive. 


k— The  Hew  Constitiition. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiirs 
whether,  in  view  of  the  refusal  of  the 
%iih  of  Persia  to  act  on  the  advice  of 
teBhtah  and  Russian  agents  in  reference 
io  the  granting  of  a  Constitution,  the 
BoKJAn  officers  now  in  the  service  of  the 
^  will  be  withdrawn. 

.  to  EDWARD  GREY :  The  last  phase 
IS  that  the  Shah  is  going  to  give  a  Con- 
^^^^ttioD,  and  the  contingency  mentioned 
^  not^  therefore,  arise  in  answer  to 


this  Question  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ripon.  The  Russian  Government 
must  deal  with  Russian  officers  as  they 
think  proper.  I  should  certainly  not 
admit  that  our  dealings  with  British 
officers  were  to  be  influenced  by  pressure 
applied  through  a  foreign  Parliament; 
I  imagine  that  other  Governments  have 
the  same  feeling ;  and  the  questions  put 
on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  seem  to  me  calculated  to  defeat 
their  own  object,  if  that  is  their  object, 
in  so  far  as  they  have  any  effect  at  all. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  any  information  as  to  the 
character  of  the  Constitution  1 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  No,  Sir ;  nor 
do  I  think  it  is  for  us  to  decide  its 
character. 

Major  ANSTRUTHER-GRAY  :  May 
I  ask  the  date  of  the  last  phase  1 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  think  two 
or  three  days  ago;  at  any  rate,  very 
recently. 

Mr.  lynch  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Ripon): 
Is  it  to  be  a  new  Constitution  or  a  revival 
of  the  old  Constitution  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  That  is  covered 
by  the  Answer  which  I  have  given.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  be  responsible  for  the 
internal  affairs  of  Persia. 

The  Shah's  Promise. 
Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Shah  of  Persia  pro* 
mised  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain 
and  Russia  that  a  Constitution  would  be 
granted  the  Persian  people  ;  and  whether 
such  promise  was  given  since  the  coup 
cPetai  of  June  1908. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  have  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  to 
the  Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Hackney  on  2nd  November. 

Papers  on  Persia. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
in  view  of  recent  events,  he  can  now 
consent  to  lay  Papers  on  the  affairs  of 
Persia  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
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Mr.  O'ORADT  :  Hay  I  also  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  representations  nave  been 
made  to  the  Shan  respecting  the  grant  of 
a  Constitution,  such  as  is  desirea  by  the 
NationaliBts,  and  an  amnesty  to  those 
who  resisted  the  coup  d'etat  of  June, 
1908,  prior  to  the  recent  decision  of  the 
Bhah  not  to  grant  a  Constitution ;  and,  if 
so,  will  Papers  concerning  such  representa- 
tions be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Sir  EDWARD  GliEY:  As  I  have 
already  stated,  representations  have  been 
made  from  time  to  time.  I  could,  of 
course,  publish  Papers  about  Persia,  but 
they  would  contain  very  unfavourable 
comments  upon  the  action  of  the  Shah 
and  his  ministers,  and  also  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Mejliss.  I  am  sure  they 
would  not  give  pleasure  to  any  party 
of  the  Persians,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
publication  would  be  helpful  to  Persia,  or 
that  any  public  interest  would  be  served 
by  it. 

Bepresentationi  to  the  Shah  of  Persia. 
Mr.  lynch  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
before  bringing  pressure  to  bear,  in  con- 
cert with  His  Majesty's  Government, 
upon  the  Shah  of  Persia  in  favour  of  the 
revival  of  the  Persian  Constitution,  the 
Government  of  Russia  is  taking  steps 
to  recall  Colonel  Liakhoff,  who  was  in- 
strumental in  the  suppression  of  that 
Constitution ;  and  how  it  is  proposed  to 
persuade  the  Shah  of  the  identity  of  aims 
pursued  by  the  two  Powers  while  this 
Ilussian  officer  continues  in  the  exercise 
of  the  important  functions  which  he  fills 
in  Persia  at  the  present  time. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  have  aire  -dy 
answered  this  Question  in  a  reply  given 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mavo. 

Mr.  LYNCH:  Will  t^e  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  part  of  my 
Question  ] 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  Question  which  I  am  called  upon 
to  answer.  His  Majesty'.  Government 
are  responsible  for  the  policy  they  pursue. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  As  far  as 
Persia  is  concerned,  are  the  English  and 
Russian  Grovemments  one  and  the  same  ? 


Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  The  tm 
Governments  have  joined  in  represents 
tions  to  the  Shah  to  carry  out  bis  owi 
pledges  given  to  his  ohti  people  will 
regard  to  the  Constitution.  I  have  he^n 
somewhat  doubtful  with  regard  to  thai 
step,  because  it  is  a  departure  from  tht 
strict  letter  of  policy  of  non-intervention 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  present 
disorder  in  Persia  is  continued,  there  ii 
still  greater  risk  of  intervention ;  and 
the  course  which  we  have  adopted  ha£ 
therefore,  been  chosen  as  the  lesser  oJ 
two  evib. 

Condnot  of  Polioe  Inqoiriet. 

Mr.    G.   greenwood    (Peter 
borough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy  <>i 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whethei 
inquiries  with  reference   to  the    case  oi 
Mrs.  Penn  Gaskell  and  Miss  Smith,  made 
subsequently  to  4th  November  last,  hav« 
shown  that  the  information  supplied  hy 
the    police    was    erroneous    in     several 
material  particulars ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  desirability  in  the  public  interett 
that  cases  of  this  nature  snould  be  sub- 
mitted to  independent  investigation,  be 
will  take  steps  as  soon  as  may  be  to  gi\e 
effect  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Soyi) 
Commission    upon    the    duties    of    the 
Metropolitan  Police  that  an  officer  daly 
qualified  by  a  knowledge  of  the  law  anii 
experience  in   legal   proceedings,  acting 
under  the  direct  superintendence  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner,  should  be  appoint^ 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  oomplaiDU 
against  the  polioe  by  private  persons  and 
conducting  inquiries  into  them. 


♦The  secretary  op  STATE  fos 

THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (M^.  Qui*- 

STONE,    Leeds,   W.):     The    info  mat  oa 

supplied  by  the  police,  and  given  in  reply 

to  my  hon.  friena^s  Question  on  the  4th. 

of  November,  was  erroneous  in  one  psr- 

ticular.      The   Woman   who  was  in  the 

waiting  room   when   these    Itdtea  wert 

brought  to  the  Police  Court  was  cbinrr^ 

with  being  a  prostitute.     The  gaoler  osd 

made  a  mistake  as  to  the  particiSar  womtn 

who  had  been  in   the  room  during  the 

fifteen   or  twenty    minutes    that  tbc«s 

ladies  were  there.     The  mistake  wai  no^ 

unnatural,  seeing  tlutt  when  inqoiiy  ^^ 

made  of  him,  ten  days  had  elapsed  linctf 

the  day  in  question,  and  no  les  tba 

seventy  four  charges  had  been  dealt  w.tii 

on   that  day.    On  the  other  hand,  s*  I 

have  already  pointed  out  privately  to  n/ 
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boo.  friend,  some  undoubted  misstate- 
oMQta  have  been  made,  both  to  me,  and 
in  letters  to  the  Press,  by  those  interested 
00  behalf  of  these  ladies.  The  reoom- 
nendations  of  the  Police  Commission  are 
BOW  under  my  consideration,  and  in 
ptrticular  the  question  how  effect  can 
best  be  given  to  the  important  suggestion 
mentioned  in  my  hon.  friend's  Question. 

Mr.  G.  GREENWOOD:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  if  the 
<i<x>r  of  the  cell  was  not  locked  some  part 
<i  the  time  the  ladies  were  detained  1 

^Mr,  GLADSTONE :  I  am  informed  it 
VIS  closed,  but  not  locked. 

iDeeaiiarj  Fnne  Fires  in  Ouemsey. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
Iftm,  Barnard  Castle) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  hia  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  sentence  of  fourteen  days'  hard  labour 
pts»ed  upon  nine  lads  at  the  Guernsey 
Court  for  setting  fire  to  the  furze  on 
rAneresee  Common  on  Guy  Fawke.i  Day  ; 
vhether  he  can  state  the  age  of  these 
lids;  and  whether,  having  regard  to  all 
the  dreumstances,  he  will  make  repre- 
wDtations  to  secure  some  reduction  in 
the  sentence. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  The  ages  of  the 
oisoders  varied  between  seventeen  to 
tweoty-three  ;  they  were  ordered  to  pay 
A  fine  of  X2  each,  or  in  default  to  go  to 
prison  for  fourteen  days ;  eight  of  them 
have  paid  their  fines.  The  total  amount 
of  damage  done  on  I'Ancresse  Common 
en  the  night  in  question  was  very  oon- 
iiderable,  amounting,  according  to  one 
esdmate,  to  £100.  Incendiary  fires  of 
tliia  kind  have  increased  in  number 
ncontly  in  the  island,  and  a  lar^e  extent 
of  grass  on  which  the  poorer  iimabitants 
feed  their  sheep  has  been  destroyed.  I 
see  no  reason  for  advising  any  reduction 
in  the  penalties  imposed. 

Lead  in  Hollow  Ware. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.):  I  beg  t)  psk  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
"whether  it  is  bis  intention,  before  entirely 
ptotubiting  the  practice  of  lining  hollow 
w&re  with  any  percentage  of  lead  in- 
doded  in  the  tmning  process,  at  the 
ttne  time  to  prohibit  the  importation 
of  boHow  ware  the  lining  of  which  con- 
ttina  any  percentage  of  lead. 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  understand  t'le 
hon.  Member  to  refer  to  the  proposal  in 
the  draft  regulations  recentlv  issued  by 
me  to  prohibit  the  use  of  lead  in  the 
tinning  of  metal  hollow  ware.  Careful 
inquiries  were  made  before  the  draft  was 
issued  as  to  competition  from  foreign 
manufacturers,  and  though  exact  infor- 
mation was  not  obtainable,  the  result  was 
to  show  that  Uttle  or  no  ware  of  this 
kind  tinned  with  lead  is  imported  into 
this  country.  I  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  page  14  of  the  Report  on  this 
subject  which  has  been  presented  to 
Parliament,  1907-Cd.  3793. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  Cannot  this 
trade  claim  the  same  assistance  from  the 
Home  Secretary  as  the  phosphorous 
match  trade  is  netting  in  the  Bill  now 
under  consideration  1 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  informed 
that  there  is  practically  no  deleterious 
lead  in  this  imported  hollow  ware.  In 
the  case  of  phosphorous  matches  there  is 
grave  danger  to  those  employed  in  the 
manufacture. 

Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Qovan) :  What  foreign  countries  gave 
information  freely  on  the  question  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  consult  the  Report  to  which 
I  have  referreJ. 

Linlithgow  Miners'  Diiturbanoe. 
Sir  BERKELEY  SHEFFIELD  (Lin- 
colnshire, Brigg) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
on  what  date  the  naturalisation  papers  of 
two  Polish  miners  known  as  Georee 
M'Intosh  and  Charles  Robertson,  who 
were  fined  at  the  Linlithgow  Sheriff  Court 
for  behaving  in  a  disorderly  manner  at 
the  house  of  a  third  Polish  miner  known 
as  James  Wilson  were  taken  out. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  names  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  do  not  appear  in 
the  Register  of  Naturalised  Aliens. 

Deportation  of  Aliens. 
Mr.  FELL  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recent  order  for  the 
deportation  of  an  alien  who  was  leaving 
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his  children  behind  in  this  country  to  be 
supported  out  of  the  rates  ;  and  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any  steps,  by  legisla- 
tion or  otherwise,  to  render  possible  the 
deportation  of  the  alien  with  his  wife  and 
children  to  the  country  from  which  he 
came. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  presume  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to  the  case  of  an 
alien  named  Schafer,  as  to  which  reports 
have  recently  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 
If  so,  I  think  he  is  not  in  full  possession 
of  the  facts.  The  alien's  wife  is  dead, 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  take  any  steps 
with  a  view  to  expelling  from  the  United 
Kingdom  with  this  alien  his  two  children 
who  are  British  subjects,  and  who  were 
the  victims  of  the  neglect  and  ill-treat- 
ment which  led  to  his  sentence  of  nine 
months  imprisonment.  Before,  however, 
making  an  expulsion  order  against  this 
man,  I  arranged  with  the  director  of  the 
National  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Children,  who  had  prosecuted 
the  man,  that  he  would  imdertake  the 
responsibility  of  makine  provision  for  the 
ehildren;  and  I  caused  the  Marylebone 
Board  of  Guardians,  who  had  charge  of 
the  children  during  their  father's  im- 
prisonment, to  be  informed  of  this.  It 
18  incorrect,  therefore,  to  say  that  they  are 
left  to  be  supported  out  of  the  rates. 

Ohttlmafiird  Eleotion  DifturbanoM 
♦Mr.  CORRIE  grant  (Warwick- 
shire, Ruffby)  asked  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  his  attention  had  been  called 
po  the  proceedings  at  Ingatestone 
last  night,  when  the  doors  of  the 
hall  in  which  a  meeting  was  about 
to  be  held  were  broken  open,  the 
two  agents  in  charge  of  the  meeting 
assaulted,  thrown  down,  trampled  upon, 
dragged  out  with  ropes,  and  one  of  them, 
Mr.  James  Martin,  seriously  injured; 
that  three  policemen  of  the  Essex  con- 
stabulary were  present  the  whole  time, 
but  did  not  interfere,  and  did  not  arrest 
any  of  the  rioters;  whether  the  Home 
Secretary  would  at  once  inquire  of  the 
ehief  constable  of  Essex  what  police 
assistance  he  requires  from  London  or 
elsewhere  in  maintaining  order  in  his 
district. 

Earl  WISTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
'sham)  asked  the  Home  Secretary  whether 
be  did  not  say  in  reply  to  a  Question  in 
l^erenca  to  riotous  conduct  in  the  Mid- 


Devon  election  that  it  was  nnpossible 
for  the  Home  Secretary  to  interfere  with 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  local  oonstabnlary. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  tho 
Question  of  the  noble  Liord,  will  be  state 
whether  the  police  decided  that  these 
noters  at  Ingatestone  were  VTung  mea 
of  the  loafing  class  or  '*  gentlemen  of 
high  spirit  and  culture  "  t 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  I  am  not  at  present  aware 
that  there  is  any  parallel  between  the 
case  of  Newton  Abbot  and  the  case  of 
Ingatestone.  As  regards  the  Questioo 
of  my  hon.  friend,  1  am  only  ongnisant 
of  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  newspapers, 
but  of  course  I  will  at  once  make 
inquiries. 

Mr.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoafa) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  aware  that  all  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  benches  in  that  House  deeply 
deplored  the  occurrences  referred  to,  am) 
the  fact  that  a  few  persons  had  been 
guilty  of  so  flagrant  a  breach  of  decenej 
and  good  order  ?  Thev  all  regretted  the 
examples  which  had  been  set  in  other 
elections  in  other  parts  of  England. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  he  auite 
accepted  what  had  fallen  from  his  boo. 
friend  opposite.  So  far  as  he  was  con- 
cemed,  he  deplored  and  condemned  lO 
these  violent  exhibitions  of  party  feeHn|C- 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD 
(Leicester)  inquired  if  the  Home  Secre- 
tary's attention  had  been  cidled  to  the 
fact  that  these  gentlemen  had  been 
carted  about  from  one  part  of  tbe  coo* 
stituency  to  another,  and  could  he  uf 
at  whose  expense  the  carting  was  being 
done  t 

Mr.  J.  M ACYEAGH  :  Can  tbe  richt 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  what  the  Enga^  \ 

Eapers    would    have    said    if   this  hsd 
appened  in  Ireland  f 


Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT  said  be  had 
just  received  a  telephone  message  from 
the  son  of  the  injured  man,  MrTMtf^ 
announcing  that  the  very  grave  *pP^ 
hensions  formed  last  night  as  to  Mr- 
Martin's  state  had  been  removed,  t^a 
that  he  had  improved. 


i 
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Copintliay  (Orkaey)— Lighthome 

TOqaired. 

Mk.   CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 

•od  ShetUnd) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Preii- 

'    ieot  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if,  in  viev  of 

.    llw  fact  that  a  light>iouse  and  fog-signal 

I   It  Copinshay,  Orkney,   has  Iodj;    l«en 

irgod  by  the  Xorthern  Lights  <>)niiniB- 

oonon,  and  that  the '  light  is  urgently 

dcouodod,  not  only  by  roMon   of    the 

I    eitent  of  shipping  but  by  the  heavy  tides 

'    pnndling,  he  will  now  give  the  consent 

;    of  the  Board  of  lYade  to  its  construction. 

thi   parliamentary   SKCRE- 

TaET  to    thb   board  of  TRADE 

.   I'Sr  H-  Kbarlby,  Devonport) :  PrMKwals 

t  ioT  a  lighthouse  and  fog-«igna1  at  Copin- 

I  Aiy  were  made  by  the  Commisstoners  of 

;  Northern  Lighthouses  in  their  estimates 

'  f«  1907-8  and  1908-9,  but  the  Board  of 

Tilde,  aft«r  consultation  with  the  Ad- 

nnn  Cooinuttee  on    New   Lighthouse 

WoAs,  considered  that  these  works  were 

Itn  argent  than  others  proposed  by  the 

GoBmusiimen.      The   propoaal  appears 

iCsin  in    the    estimates    for    the    next 

year,    and    will    be    carefully 


Ssilwa;  Working  Agreements. 
Mft  WARDLE  (Stockport) :  I  beg  to 
ak  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tradu 
ifhg  has  had  a  copy  of  the  agreement 
lnt>Mn  the  Great  Northern  and  Great 
Cnlnl  Railway  Companies ;  if  eo,  will 
Im  1^  the  same  upon  the  Table  of  the 
HouBs ;  and,  if  be  has  not  had  a  oopy  of 
neh  sgreement,  will  he  endeavour  to 
a'abia  the  same  and  lay  it  upon  the  Table 
oftheHooae. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Boinl  of  Trade  if  he  has  had  a  copy  of 
ibc  tgreemeDt  between  the  North 
Britiih  aw)  Uie  Caledonian  Railway  Com- 
psuea  1  and,  if  so,  will  he  lay  the  same 
upoQ  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  and,  if  he 
Ml  DM  had  a  copy  of  such  agreement, 
*ill  he  eiideavour  to  obtain  the  same  and 
^J  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  President  of 
ths  board  of  Trade  if  he  has  had  a  copy 
of  die  amement  between  the  London 
■dXorth  Weatem  and  Midland  Railway 
CMpuiies^;  if  so,  will  he  lay  the  same 


SiE  H.  KKARLEY;  I  understand 
that  no  formal  agreement  has  been 
entered  into  by  the  Great  Northern  and 
Great  Central  Companies  alone,  but  as  I 
informed  the  hon.  Member  on  the  17th 
inst.,  an  agreement  between  these  two 
companies  and  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company  is  to  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  form  of  a  Bill.  As  regards 
the  afjreements  between  the  other  rail-'* 
way  comfianieB  referred  to  I  should 
explain  that  the  companies  concerned  ai» 
not  under  any  obligation  to  deposit  copes 
of  such  agreements  at  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  may  take  this  opportunity  of 
adding  that  the  whole  subject  of  railway 
agreements  of  the  class  to  which  these 
Questions  relate  and  of  their  relation  to 
the  general  interests  of  the  public  ia 
receiving  the  most  careful  examination  at 
the  Baud'  of  Trade  and  that  my  right 
hon.  friend  proposes  to  tnake  a  statement 
with  regard  thereto  early  in  next  session.  ■ 

Mr.  WARDLE;  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that,  although  a,  Bill  is  to  be 
brought  in  next  session,  the  Great 
Northern  and  Great  Central  are  working 
in  agreement  at  the  present  moment  t 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY  :  The  whole  thing 
is  receiving  the  most  careful  attention  at 
the  bands  of  my  right  hon.  friend,  and  I 
cannot  say  more  at  the  moment  than  that 
he  will  make  a  statement  as  to  the  whole 
of  these  agreementa  at  the  beginning  o£ 
next  session. 

Mr.  KEIR  HAEDIE  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
ril) :  Meanwhile  will  the  Board  of  Trade 
refuse  to  sanction  any  agreement  1 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  power  to  forbid  agreements 
which  do  not  come  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Railway  Clauses  Act,  1663, 

*Mb.  REE3  inquired  whether,  when 
this  matter  was  under  consideration,  the 
interests  of  stockholders  also  would  be 
taken  into  account. 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY  said  that  was  not 
a  question  which  arose  out  of  his  reply, 
bat  no  doubt  all  the  interests  concerned 


<  hon.  Gentlo- 
^Hninittea  sat 
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on  this  subject  in   1872  and  distinctly 
stated  that  these  agreements  were  illegal  ] 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY  :   I  have  no  doubt 
that  is  so. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Commission. 
Mr.  WARDLE:  I  bee  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  1  rade  if  he  can 
state  what  has  been  the  cost  of  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Commission  during 
the  last  ten  years ;  how  many  cases  have 
been  brought  before  the  Uommiasion ; 
how  many  of  those  cases  have  been 
decided  in  favour  of  the  applicants,  how 
many  in  favour  of  the  defendants,  and 
how  many  are  still  unsettled ;  on  how 
many  days  in  each  of  the  ten  years  the 
Commission  sat ;  and  the  average  cost  of 
each  case  decided  by  the  Commission. 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY :  The  expenditure 
of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Commission 
during  the  ten  years  ended  March  3l8t 
last  amounted  to  nearly  £63,000,  and  I 
am  sending  the  hon.  Member  the  figures 
for  each  of  the  years  in  question.  The 
Court  sat  on  forty-three  days  in  1907. 
The  number  of  its  sittings  in  each  of  the 
ten  previous  years  together  with  particu- 
lars of  the  applications  dealt  with,  etc., 
will  be  found  on  page  36  of  the  Judicial 
Statistics  for  England  and  Wales  for  1906 
which  is  in  the  Library. 

TTnemployment  Statiftios. 
Earl  WINTERTON:  I  bee 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  can  state  the  precise 
difficulties  which  his  Department  has 
met  with  in  attempting  to  obtain 
accurate  comparable  statistics  of  trade 
union  unemployment  in  this  country  and 
in  Germany. 

Sir.  H.  KEARLEY  :  I  would  refer  the 
noble  Lord  to  Appendix  IX.  (pp.  521-4) 
of  the  Report  on  "Cost  of  Living  in 
German  Towns"  [Cd.  4032]  issued  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  last  April  in  which 
the  difficulties  are  set  out  in  detail. 

Earl  WINTERTON  :  Is  the  hon 
Gentleman  aware  that  his  risht  hon. 
colleague  some  time  ago  said  he  was 
endeavouring  to  obtain  a  more  accurate 
comparison  of  the  amount  of  unemploy- 
ment and  would  make  a  further  statement? 
I  want  to  know  what  special  difficulties 
he  has  met  with. 


Sir  H.  KEARLEY  :  They  are  set  out 
in  detail  in  the  paper  I  have  referred  to. 

Earl  WINTERTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  can,  from  information  in  the 
possession  of  his  Department,  state  if  the 
difiference  in  the  method  of  obtaining 
statistics  relating  to  trade  union  unem- 
ployment in  this  country  and  in  Germany 
IS  so  ^reat  as  to  render  the  statisdoi 

given  m  the  Board  of  Trade  Labour 
azette  of  unemployment  in  September 
1908  in  the  two  countries  valueless  for 
the  purposes  of  comparison. 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY  :  The  diflEcultie* 
referred  to  in  my  Answer  to  the  previous 
Question  (which  are  not  solely  or  mainly 
due  to  differences  in  the  method  of 
obtaining  the  statistics)  are  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Board  of  Trade  so  great  ss 
to  render  any  useful  comparison  between 
the  two  sets  of  figures  impossible. 

Earl  WINTERTON :  Then  are  we  to 
understand  that  in  1908  the  percentage 
of  unemployment  in  Germany  was  24, 
while  in  England  it  was  6  or  7*.  Are  we 
to  accept  that  as  the  effect  of  his  Answer  t 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY^S  reply  wm 
inaudible. 

Import!  of  Eoofing  Slatas. 
Mr.  ELLIS  DAV1E8  (Camarvimshire. 
Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  what  quantity  of 
roofins  slates  were  imported  into  the 
United  Kingdom  during  the  year  endinc 
31st  December,  1907,  from  the  United 
States  and  Newfoundland  respectively. 

Sir  H.  KEARLEY :  The  imports  of 
roofing  slates  into  the  United  Kingdom 
in  1907  which  were  consigned  from  the 
United  States  amoimted  to  4,085  tons. 
No  roofing  slates  were  consigned  to  the 
United  Kingdom  in  that  year  from 
Newfoundland. 

Women  Teaehen. 
Mr.  CROOKS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Educatkm 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  bov 
many  women  teachers  are  teachers  who 
hold  certificates,  and  how  many  tracheit 
who  do  not  hold  certificates,  and  the 
present  number  of  women  teachers  bold* 
mg  certificates  in  England  who  are  oat  of 
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MBploym«nt ;  and  whether  schooU 
coiud  be  fouod  for  them  if  the  classes 
vera  brought  dovn  to  reasonable  propor- 
tioas  of  uy  forty. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
lib.  TRKVBa,YAS,  Yorkahire,  W.R.,  El- 
kod) :  On  the  last  day  of  the  school  year 
1906-07,  there  were  58,845  women  certi- 
ieued  teachers  employed  in  public  ele- 
menUry  schools,  aad  57,276  women 
Mchera  who  were  not  certificated.  I 
bve  no  atatiatics  as  to  the  number  who 
ue  out  of  employment. 

I  Iriih  Teaohera. 

'  Mb.  NANNETTI  {Dublin,  CollBee 
GrNn) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
BwnJ  of  Education  why  it  is  that  Irish 
tctdiers,  having  beeii  trained  for  the  pre- 
ioibed  two  years  course  in  a  Dublin 
raining  college,  and  passed  the  revised 
tuminatioD,  and  received  their  Irish 
(iiploiiui,  are  recognised  by  the  Board  of 
Education  in  England  simply  aa  uncerti- 
ficated teachers,  and  only  receive  the 
fiUiy  of  untrained  teachers,  with  no  hope 
of  future  promotion,  although  no  adverse 
nj»rt  would  have  been  received  from  the 
Irvh  Commissioners,  while  the  training 
tnd  sxamination  for  Irish  teachers  is  the 
mora  difficult  of  the  two,  having  a  similar 
«uminanoD,  but  with  additional  subjects  ; 
ud  if  ihe  Code  makes  no  distinction 
bitween  trained  and  untrained  teachers, 
W  is  it  that  a  trained  teacher  receives 
/SO  a  year  oo  leaving  college,  while  the 
Dntrtlned  teacher  starts  with  £75  a  year ; 
uid,  if  they  are  classed  alike,  why  does 
tlii*  difference  of  £15  per  year  exist. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  hon.  Mero- 
^  appears  to  be  under  a  misapprehen- 
Wt.  Teachers  who  have  passed  the 
f«ri»ed  examination  after  a  course  of 
tnining  in  an  Irish  training  college,  and 
^n  received  a  diploma  mtm  the  Irish 
CoBminioners  of  National  Education  are 
qsalified  for  recognition  an  certificated 
tMcfaen.  The  present  Code  makes  no 
'huiiKtion  between  trained  and  untrained 
Uschers,  and  no  occasion  has,  therefore, 

I  viisa  for  the  Board  of  Education  to 
<"C>de  ia  which  category  these  teachers 
>^kl  be  [daced,  but  I  must  not  be  taken 
M  idmitting  the  accuracy   of  the   hon. 

>     Uenber'i  statement  that   the  course  of 

I     tniniog  and  examii 

I    '"llsges  is  more  ess 


colleges.  A  teacher's  salary  is  determined 
by  the  local  education  authority  by 
whom  he  is  employed,  and  is  not  subject 
to  control  by  the  Boaid  of  Education. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  asked  if  certificated 
Irish  teachers  were  not  paid  lower  salaries 
than  their  English  colleagues  1 

Mb.  TREVELYAN ;  I  am  not  aware 
of  that,  but  will  inquire  into  any  facta 
laid  before  me. 

STrtenutio  Koral  Initnotion. 
Mr.  G.  GOOCH  (Bath) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
whether,  if  the  Education  Bill  becomes 
law,  the  local  education  authorities 
which  now  give  systemitie  moral  instruc- 
tion during  the  time  ordinarily  tet  apart 
for  religious  instruction  will  be  able  to 
continue  to  give  such  teaching  at  the 
same  hour  as  at  present. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  There  is  nothing 
in  Clause  1  (2)  (b)  to  prevent  the  giving 
of  systematic  moral  instruction  during  the 
time  referred  to. 

Denominational  Seflnitioni. 
•Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston 
Manor)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  what  is  meant  by 
any  specified  religious  denomination  in 
clause  1  (2)  (a)  of  the  new  Education 
Bill ;  and  whether  he  will  give  a  list  ot 
such  denominations. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  words  in 
the  clause  are  intended  to  mean  precisely 
what  they  say.  A  list  of  the  various 
denominations  in  this  country  is  to  be 
found  in  many  books  of  reference. 

*Mb.  EVELYN  CECIL:  In  conse- 
quence of  the  hon.  Member's  answer,  I 
shall  call  attention  to  this  matter  at  the 
Committee  stage,  if  closure  permits. 

Plant  of  Contraoting-out  Schools. 
Sir  BERKELEY  SHEFFIELD ;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Eiluoation  if  the  furniture,  plant,  and 
equipment  placed  in  existing  non-provided 
schools  since  1902  will  be  surrendered  to 
the  local  education  authority  in  the 
intracting  out  of 
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Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  law  as 
the  ownership  of  school  furniture  in 
contracted-out  schools  is  not ,  in  any  way 
altered  by  the  Bill. 

Boy  Clerkships. 

Sir  G.  KEKEWICH  (Exeter) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  seeing  that  numerous  intending 
candidates  for  boy  clerkships  who  have 
been  studying  for  examination  under  the 
present  regulations  and  who  are  over 
sixteen  years  of  age  would  be  precluded 
by  the  new  regulations  from  going  in  for 
examination,  he  can  arrange  that  one 
more  examination  shall  be  held  to  which 
candidates  up  to  seventeen  years  of  age 
iifill  be  admitted. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hobhousb, 
Bristol,  E.) :  It  was  announced  in  tJuly 
that  the  competition  for  boy  clerkships 
held  last  September  would  be  the  last 
held  under  the  old  regulations.  Boys 
who  have  passed  the  new  age  limit  of 
sixteen  are  eligible  to  compete  for  the 
second  division  and  all  the  subjects 
prescribed  for  the  examination  for  boy 
clerkships  find  a  place  in  the  scheme  of 
examination  for  the  second  division.  I 
am  informed  that  it  is  undesirable  to 
delay  the  introduction  of  the  new  scheme 
and  impracticable  to  combine  the  pro- 
posed higher  limit  of  entry  with  the 
rieduoe  period  of  service. 

Ooyenunent  Blotting  Paper  Contraoti. 

Mr.  hunt  (Shropshire.  Ludbw):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treamuy 
whether  Messrs.  Huber  Brothart,  writing 
on  18th  March,  1906,  offered  to  supply 
the  Gbfemment  with  any  sort  of  blottmg 
paper  at  a  price  just  below  the  cost  of 
production,  and  much  under  the  price 
the  Government  were  then  paying ; 
whether  die  Government  refused  and 
gave  as  an  answer  a  reference  to  a 
former  answer  on  20th  March,  1905,  to 
the  effect  that  blotting  papers  were 
obtained  from  mills  m  tne  United 
Kingdom,  and  that,  therefore,  Hober 
Brothers  were  not  eligible  to  tender; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  apply 
the  same  principle  of  British  work  for 
British  workers  to  all  €k)vernment  re- 
quirements, so  as  to  provide  work  and 
wages  for  the  unemployed. 


Mr.  HOBHOUSE  :  I  und^rs'and  the 
facts  of  this  case  to  be  as  follows:— 
On  13th  March,  1906,  Messrs.  Huber 
Brothers  wrote  repeating  former  offers  to 
supply  the  Stationery  Office  with  their 
make  of  blotting  paper.  They  dedsxed 
their  readiness  to  do  so  at  a  price  which, 
they  stated,  represented  a  shsht  loss  on 
the  cost  of  production,  and  which  wooM 
be  less  than  the  Department  was  paying 
for  blotting  paper  stated  by  Messrs. 
Huber  to  be  not  so  absorbent,  not  so 
strong,  and  not  so  lasting  as  theirs. 
The  paper  of  Messrs.  Huber  had  been 
previously  thoroughly  tested,  and  it  was 
found  that,  as  compared  with  the  blotting 
papers  which  the  Department  was  par- 
chasing,  it  was  no  more  absorbent,  that 
it  was  inferior  as  regards  the  qoalitv  of 
material,  and  that  it  cost  two  and  a  half 
times  as  much.  It  was,  moreover,  of 
foreign  manufacture,  and  as  all  ordinary 
papers  for  the  use  of  Government 
Departments  are  purchased  direct  from 
mills  in  the  United  Kingdom,  (see  Cd. 
20S3  of  1904  n.  23),  they  were  so  in- 
formed  and  tola  that  their  firm  was  thus 
not  eligible  to  tender  for  such  suppiias. 
I  am  unable  to  give  the  pledge  askea  for 
in  the  last  psragraph. 

Mr.  hunt  a  ked  i:  M  srs.  HubT 
Brothers  did  not  offer  to  supply  blotting 
paper  of  any  specification  bat  were  re- 
fused permission  to  quote  simply  because 
the  blotting  paper  was  not  made  in 
England. 

M>.  HODGJ:  (Lancashire,  Goron): 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  a  new- 
blotting  paper  made  in  Shropshire  and 
named^oadicea  1 

M\  HOBHOUSB  replied  th.t  h» 
could  not  go  into  details  without  notice. 

Meat  Suppiias  and  Prices. 

Mr.  B.  S.  STRAUS  (lower  HaoleH» 
Mile  End) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Somerset,  as  repmenting  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agricultiire, 
whether,  owing  to  the  outbreak  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  in  the  United  States 
of  America,  which  will  doubtless  decrease 
the  meat  supply  of  this  country,  so 
largely  depenaent  upon  America,  be  will 
withdraw  the  Order  {ffeventing  Norway 
and  Swe«len  from  exporting  live  caUle  f<or 
slaughter  into  this  country. 


Qu;ttio!t». 
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1^  TREASl'RSR  op  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  E.  8TRACHET,  SjmBKetshie 
S,):  The  BCtioQ  taken  by  the  Board  under 
the  Diseasea  of  Animak  Acts  must  be 
lOTomed  by  considerations  of  the  risk 
•k  the  introduction  of  disease  into  this 
coantry,  and  the  Board  are  not  prepared 
ta  tite  present  circumstances  to  adopt  my 
ka.  friend's  anggestion.  I  may  add  that 
ihe  Ure  importa  from  the  United  States 
re^noent  altogether  lees  than  5  per  cent. 
«'  our  total  meat  supply  (home  and 
fcntgn). 

Mb.  B.  S.  STRAUS  :  Is  the  hon. 
ritnUeman  aware  that  if  something  is  not 
dooe,  owing  to  the  control  that  the 
Arawicaos  have  ovor  the  meat  supply  of 
iMi  country,  it  will  mean  a  very  serious 
increaae  in  the  price  of  meat  to  the  poor 
people  of  London  at  Christmas  time  I 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  I  am 
iwtn  that  the  JJatly  ifail  on  Monday 
■id  titere  would  be  an  increase,  but  I  am 
ibo  aware  that  the  frfstminsUr  Gaxetle 
UTS  meat   is  likely  to  be  even  cheaper 


Small  Holdings  In  Hampihire. 
Mb.  R.  HARCOURT  (Montrose 
Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Somerset,  as  represinting  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  he  has  information  showing  that 
the  Hampshire  County  Council  intend 
shortly  to  acquire  234  acres  for  small 
holdings,  whereas  the  area  applied  for  ia 
7,634  acres  ;  and  whether  the  Board,  as 
the  constituted  judges  in  the  matter,  pro- 
pose to  make  any  representations  to  the 
council  as  to  the  advisability  of  their 
making  greater  use  of  their  statutory 
powers. 

StB  EDWARD  STRACHEY;  Tho 
Board  are  informed  thst  the  county 
council  are  negotiating  for  other  lands  in 
addition  to  the  234  acres  mentioned- 
We  are  in  constant  communication  witb 
the  county  council  and  representations 
were  made  by  the  Commissioner  last 
August,  urging  the  county  council  to  use 
their  compulsory  powers  wherever  there 
was  no  immediate  prospect  of  obtaining 
land  by  agreement. 
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County  Ck)uiicil,  when  the  Earl  of  North- 
brook  said  that  the  council  had  "  built 
slowly,  carefully,  deliberately  and  with 
circumspection  and  whether  the  Board 
do  not  think  that  the  carefulness  and 
circumspection  are  being  a  little  over- 
done ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  It  all 
depends  on  the  degree  of  slowness. 

Small  Holdings  Commissioners. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  Land  Commissioners  employed 
under  the  Small  Holdings  Act;  what  is 
their  salary ;  how  often  do  they  report ; 
what  are  the  hours  they  are  expected  to 
mve  to  theii  department ;  and  how  many 
days  per  week  are  they  so  engaged. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  Two 
Commissioners  are  employed  at  a  salary 
of  £1,200  per  annum.  They  report  daily 
snd  are  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regula- 
tions of  the  Civil  Service. 

Board  of  Aprionltore. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  a« 
representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  A^culture,  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  persons  who  comprise  this  Board 
and  their  names,  how  often  do  they  meet, 
the  dates  upon  which  they  have  met  during 
this  year,  and  the  place  of  meeting; 
whether  he  can  state  tne  average  numl^r 
of  hours  per  meeting  the  Board  is  occu- 
pied with  the  deliberation'4  of  its  Depart- 
ment ;  and  how  many  of  the  members  of 
the  Board  are  Members  of  this  House. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  consists  of  eleven  members, 
namely :  a  President,  the  President  of 
the  Council,  the  principal  Secretaries  of 
t^tate,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Dochy  of  Lancaster,  and 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  Six  are 
Members  of  this  Hou^.  There  is  no 
record  of  the  Board,  as  such,  having 
«ver  met. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS:  What  salaries 
do  these  gentlemen  get  7 


Sir   EDWARD    STRACHEY:    The 

salaries    attaching    to    their     respective 
offices. 

Administratioa  of  the  Small  Holdings 

Act. 

Mr.  ELLIS  DAVIES :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  President  of  the  B  a^i 
of  Agriculture,  whether  his  attention  hu 
been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  certain  county 
councils  are  providing  the  names  of 
applicants  for  small  holdings  to  land- 
owners; and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
unsatisfactory  p  ^ition  of  small  holders  ia 
Ireland  and  Wales  holding  under  privaU 
landowners  without  security  of  tenure, 
he  will  point  out  to  the  councils  that  the 
requirements  of  the  applicanta  should  be 
supplied  by  the  councils  direct,  so  as  to 
secure  them  the  benefits  provided  by  the 
Act. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  have  already  informed  certaio 
county  councils  that  the  names  of 
applicants  should  not  be  furnished 
to  private  landowners  without  their 
consent,  and  we  have  reason  to  suppose 
that  in  those  cases  the  practie-*  hAS 
been  discontinued.  If  an  applicant 
desii'ea  to  hold  direct  from  the  county 
council  it  is  the  duty  of  the  county 
council  to  meet  his  wishes  in  this  respect 
provided  he  would  be  a  suitable  tenant  of 
a  small  holding. 

Mayo  CattlediiTea. 
Caftain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be  » 
aware  that  on  Saturday  night,  the  7th 
November  last,  an  extensive  cattle-drive 
took  place  at  Towerhill  and  at  a  Db« 
called  Waterford,  in  County  Maro; 
whether  he  can  state  if  all  the  stock  bs* 
been  recovered  by  the  police  statiow 
at  Hollymount  and  Ballvglaas;  ^^ 
many  arrests  have  been  made ;  and  wbtt 
sentences  have  been  passed  on  the  p^' 
petrators  of  the  outrages. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRKLL,  Bristol,  N.):.  Tta 
appears  to  be  the  case  referred  to  in  u* 
Question  asked  by  the  hon.  and  gBg^ 
Member  on  the  17th  inst.  I  have 
to  add  to  my  reply  to  that 
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litmlown  Sirtnrbaiioei— Death  of  John 

Btennn. 
Mr.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.) ;  I  bee  to  aak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  IraUad  whether  be  ia  aware  that 
u  the  inqaeit  held  on  John  Stenson  no 
tndence  bi  t  that  tendered  by  the  police 
■'onld  be  received  hy  the  coroner,  and 
thu  the  coroner  assigned  as  his  reason 
for  rafosing  to  receive  evidence  tendered 
iiy  dvilianB  that  a  magisterial  inrestiga- 
lioD  into   the  death  of   John  Stenson 
■odd     aufasequently     be     held ;    what 
utbority   had  the  coroner  for  making 
thit  statement,  and  for  refusing  to  hear 
the  evidence   of  civilians ;   is  he  aware 
ibtt  persons  who  were  in  company  with 
I   Stenson  when  he  was  shot  are  prepared 
I   10  give  evideuce  ;  that  the  refusal  of  the 
I    Iruh  Government  to  hold  a  public  sworn 
inqairy  gives  colour  to  the  belief  pre- 
,    vJent  in  the  locality  to  the  effect  that 
I    the  police  had  received  instructions  to  fire 
hat  the 
irithout 
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referred  to  in  the  Questions,  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  my  Answers  given  both  to  the 
bon.  Member  himaelf  and  to  tbe  hon. 
Member   for     Mid-Armagh   (Hi   the  5tb 

inst. 

State  Pnrohase  of  Irish  Bailways- 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny! : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour,  when 
he  was  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
obtained  by  request  from  Mr.  Thomas 
Robertson,  the  then  chairman  of  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works,  two  estimates  re- 
lating to  State  purchase  of  the  railways 
of  Ireland ;  whether  one  was  for  total 
purchase  and  the  other  for  the  cost  of 
guaranteeing  dividends  to  the  share- 
holders, under  an  arrangement  securing 
to  the  Government  complete  control  and 
working  of  tbe  eystema ;  whether  ho  haa 
any  objection  to  produce  those  documentSi 
for  the  information  of  the  House ;  and 
will  he  submit  them  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Irish  Railways  now  sitting  for 
their  consideration  and  report. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  my  reply  to  a  similar 
Question  asked  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
South  Roscommon  on  tbe  10th  June, 
1907. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  Will  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  communicate  with 
Air.  Gerald  Balfour  and  aak  him  if  he 
had  such  a  report  at  the  Irish  Office, 
and  what  has  come  of  it  t 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  will  make  further 
inquiry. 

United  Irish  League. 
♦Mb.  CHARLES  CR.^IG  (Antrim,  S.1 : 
I  bee  to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
ascertain  from  tbe  constabulary  authori- 
ties the  number  of  branches  of  the  United 
Irish  League  in  the  counties  of  Leitcim, 
Longford,  Gatway,  Roscommon,  Clare^ 
and  Westmeatb,  respectively,  and  the 
proportion  of  those  that  have  been  active, 
during  the  past  twelve  months,  in  passing 
intimidatory  and  boycotting  resolutious 
which  were  subsequently  published  in. 
the  local  newspapers. 

Mr.  BIRRELL ;  I  do  not  propose  to 
make  the  inquiries  suggested  hy  tbe  hon. 
Member. 
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*Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  Why  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refuse  tjie  in- 
formation in  this  case  1  He  has  already 
supplied  it  with  reference  to  another 
county. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  do  not  think  it  is 
any  part  of  the  business  of  the  police  to 
make  exhaustive  inquiries  all  over  Ireland 
as  to  the  nature  of  associations  of  this 
kind. 

♦Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the8e  United  Irish  League 
branches  are  the  centres  from  which 
nearly  all  the  disturbances  arise,  and  is 
not  that  therefore  a  reason  for  procuring 
the  information  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Threatenixig  Notioe  to  a  Oalway 
Bag^istrate. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  has  any 
official  information  showing  that  one 
magistrate  at  least  of  County  Galway  has 
received  a  notice  threatening  him  with 
the  same  death  that  befell  his  father  if 
he  attended  Loughrea  Petty  Sessions ; 
and,  if  so,  will  he  explain  the  statement 
that  there  was  no  such  case  during  the 
past  two  years. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  It  is  the  fact  that  a 
letter  was  received  in  July  1907  by  a 
Ckdway  magistrate  warning  him  not  to 
attend  Loughrea  Petty  Sessions.  The 
letter  did  not  contain  an  actual  threat  of 
the  kind  mentioned  in  the  Question,  but 
it  was  no  doubt  intended  to  intimidate. 
The  letter  was  unfortunately  overlooked 
when  the  police  records  were  being 
searched  for  the  purpose  of  replying  to 
the  Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
on  the  12th  instant. 

Biverstown  United  Irish  League. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
l)een  directed  to  the  proceedings  on  the 
adjourned  hearing  at  Ballymote  Petty 
Sessions,  on  the  12th  instant,  of  sum- 
monses charging  twenty-one  members 
and  officers  of  the  United  Irish  League 
with  intimidation  designed  to  compel 
Protestant  farmers  of  the  Riverstown 
district  to  become  members  of  the  League, 


and  to  subscribe  to  its  funds;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  decision  arriTed 
at  by  a  majority  of  the  justices  again  to 
adjourn  the  cases  until  February  next 
without  hearing  any  evidence  tor  the 

Erosecution,  it  is  the  intention  (^  the 
irown  to  make  immediate  applicatioD  to 
the  King's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  for  a  writ  of  mandamus  compelling 
the  justices  to  hear  and  determine  the 
cases. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  This  matter  is  at 
present  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  it  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  public 
interest  to  make  any  statement  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  How  long 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expect  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  take  to  make 
up  their  minds  on  a  point  on  which  sot 
ordinary  person  could  make  up  his  min^ 
in  ten  minutes  ] 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Government 
have  to  put  up  with  the  Law  Officers  they 
have  at  present. 

Cost  of  Teaching  Irish  in  Irish  Sehooli. 
Mr.  CHARLE8  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  sak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  what  was  the  total  expen- 
diture, actual  and  pending,  from  ImpeHsl 
funds  incurred  bv  the  payment  of  tct$ 
for  the  teaching  of  Irish  as  an  extra  sub- 
ject in  national  schools  during  the  pMt 
school  year;  what  was  the  additiocul 
administrative  expenditure  incurred  dar- 
ing the  same  period  by  reason  of  the 
liability  for  payment  of  such  fees; 
whether  the  Government,  in  prescribing 
existing  scale  of  fees,  took  the  precaution 
of  imposing  any  limitation  on  the  maxi- 
mum amount  of  expenditure  that  may  be 
incurred  from  Imperial  funds  for  this 
service;  and,  if  not,  will  he  ask  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  to 
furnish  an  estimate  of  the  expenditure 
that  may  ultimately  be  reached  on  the 
basis  of  the  fees  now  paid. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Commissiooen 
of  National  Education  estimate  that  the 
total  expenditure  on  the  teaching  of  Irish 
as  an  extra  subject  during  the  past  school 
year,  along  with  the  fees  for  bUiitfasl 
schools,  will  amount  to  slightly  less  Uiio 
jSI  0,000.    The  additional  administiativs 
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oxpeoditure  waa  trifling,  but  the  ataff  of 
orpniten  and  inspectors  employed  in 
CDDiequence  of  the  increase  of  instruction 
in  Iriib  c<Mt  about  £2,500.  The  fees  are 
paid  ucording  to  n  fixed  scale,  and  the 
roguUtions  governing  the  allocation  of 
the  gnnts  are  very  striogent. 

Price  of  Lana  in  Coaaty  Clue. 
JiB.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  {Clare, 
£.):  I  bes  Co  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
Hm  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is 
the  iverage  number  of  juars  purchase 
pud  for  laud  in  County  Clare  under  the 
Act  of  1903. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Eatatea  Com- 
ntisiiMiera  inform  me  thai  the  purchase 
money  of  holdings  in  County  Claie  io 
Tvpect  of  which  purchase  agreemeute 
hare  been  lodged  under  the  Irish  Land 
An,  1903,  represents  an  average  of  207 
yean  purchase  of  the  rental. 

Boxwell  Evicted  Tenanta. 
I  Mr  FFREXCH  (Wexford,  S.);  I  beg 
10  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lonf 
!  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be  is 
I  kware  that  the  Boxwell  evicted  tenants 
hare  been  out  of  their  homes  for  over 
tnoty  years,  and  that  on  the  23rd  of 
July  last,  the  Estates  Commissioners 
furnished  the  owner  with  the  estimate 
<i  the  price  which  they  are  prepared  to 
vSn  for  the  estate  ;  will  he  say  whether 
tka  owner  has  accepted  the  offer  of  the 
Eitales  Commissioners ;  and,  if  not,  will 
thsy  consider  the  advisability  of  taking 
i^the  estate  compulsorily  and  selling  it 
10  the  tenants. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
vinoners  inform  me  that  in  this  case 
tke  owner  has  refused  to  sell  at  the  price 
««imated  by  them,  and  that  on  the  20th 
licx'nBber  they  published  in  the  Dublin 
Guttle  a  notice  of  their  intention  to 
M^dre  the  lands  compulsorily  under  the 
Ewted  Tenants  Act. 

Xl  FFRENCH  :  I  hope  the  tenants 
*31  get  back  ia  time  to  sow  the  spring 


Mb.  BIRRELL :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
t^iMi  an  oianion.  We  will  do  our 
W. 

Niaa  Aetion  Againat  Oattle-Orivert. 

Ml.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,    Mid):  I 

%  10  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 


Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
special  instructions  have  been  issued 
authorising  the  police  in  certain  cases  of 
cattle-driving  to  arrest  the  offenders  and 
bring  them  before  a  single  resident  magis- 
trate out  of  petty  sessions,  with  a  view 
to  their  being  bound  over  to  future  good 
behaviour  under  the  statute  of  Edward 
III. ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of 
these  instructions. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Attomey-Cieneral 
to  a  similiar  Question  asked  by  him  on. 
the  1 1th  instant.  Any  instructions 
issued  to  the  police  are  of  a  confidential 
nature,  and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
public  policy  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 

Boycotted  Froteataata  at  Biverttgwn. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  when  the  authorities  first 
became  aware  that  persons  were  being 
boycotted  in  the  Eiverstown  district  for 
refusing  to  subscribe  to  the  funds  of  the 
United  Irish  League,  what  action  was 
taken :  and  at  what  date  did  the 
authorities  move  in  the  matter. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  cases  of  the  Protestants  in  the 
Riverstown  district  who  have  been  boy- 
cotted for  some  months  past  were 
included  in  the  statistics  of  boycotting 
recently  given  :  and,  if  so,  whether  these 
coses  were  classified  as  serious  or  minor 
boycotting ;  and  what  was  the  total 
number  of  persons  comprised  in  the 
coses  so  recorded. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  As  a  prosecution  is 
pending  in  this  case,- it  is  not  desirable 
to  make  any  statement  on  the  subject. 

Failure  to  " '■  '-'-'■  "-' 

Mr.  LONS 
Chief  Secretai 
of  Ireland  w] 
are  the  reasoni 
General  and 
failure  of  indi 
object  of  serio 
their  person  c 
such  outrages 


691 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


69 


Mr.  BIRRELL  :  It  would  be  utterly 
impossible  to  give  the  reason  for  with- 
homing^  information  in  each  individual 
case.  Reports  made  to  the  Grovernment 
by  the  police  authorities  must  be  regarded 
as  strictly  confidential. 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  we  might 
put  a  great  many  Questions  about  police 
court  cases  in  Ulster  constituencies,  but 
we  do  not  believe  in  defiling  our  own 
nest  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  There  are  quite 
enough  Questions  pat  to  me  as  it  is. 

Oappamore  (Limerick)  Untenanted 

Lands. 

Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  K) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
arrangements  for  sale  and  purchase  have 
been  concluded  between  Mrs.  Lloyd,  of 
Portnard,  Cappamore,  County  Limerick, 
and  her  tenants ;  and  will  he  recommend 
the  Estates  Commissioners  to  take 
measures  for  obtaining  a  few  hundred 
acres  of  untenanted  land  outlying  the 
demesne,  from  which  about  sixty  years 
ago  oeveral  families  were  evicted,  in  the 
interests  of  poor  tenants  and  the  paople 
of  the  town  of  Cappamore  and  surround- 
ing districts,  to  be  apportioned  among 
them,  with  the  turbary  attached  to  same. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  purchase  agree- 
ments in  respect  of  this  estate  were 
only  lodged  on  10th  October.  When 
the  Estates  Commissioners  are  dealing 
with  the  estate  in  its  order  of  priority 
they  will  make  inquiry  as  regards  the 
untenanted  land  referred  to. 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  County  Clare. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  how 
many  labourers'  cottages  have  been 
erected  in  County  Clare  under  all  the 
Acts,  and  stating  the  number  in  each 
union. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  For  the  number  of 
cottages  erected  in  each  rural  district  up 
to  31st  March  last,  amounting  in  all  to 
518,  I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
my  reply  to  a  Question  asked  by  him  on 
14th  July  last.  The  Local  Government 
Board  cannot  say  how  many  cottages 


have  since  been  erected,  but  the  addi 
tional  number  authorised  was  714 
distributed  as  folliws: — BallyTaughao 
eighty-one;  Corrofin,  forty  ;  Ennis,  125 
Ennistjrmon,  sixty-eight ;  Killadysert 
forty-six;  Kilrush,  125;  Limerick  (So 
2),  fifty-six;  Scariff,  sixty-four;  am 
TuUa,  109,  making  a  grand  total  of  1,23: 
cottages  built  or  authorised  in  Clan 
alone. 

Crime  in  County  Clmre. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  uk 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu 
tenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  sute  the 
number  of  specially-reported  cases  in  the 
county  of  Clare  for  the  ten  months  ending 
31st  October,  190S  and  also  for  the  year 
1907. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  police  authorttiw 
inform  me  that  the  number  of  offences 
specially  reported  in  County  Clare  during 
the  year  1907  was  149,  and  during  tbo 
ten  months  ending  31st  October  last, 
229. 

Holyoross  (Tipperary)  Distnrbaneat. 

Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  has  received  par- 
ticulars of  the  attack  made  upon  the 
police  at  Holycross,  County  Tipperary,  on 
Monday ;  how  many  policemen  were 
injured ;  and  how  many  persons  were 
arrested. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  A  district  inspacw 
and  two  constables  were  seriously  injur»l 
on  this  occasion.  The  county  inspacuc 
and  Bome  other  constables  were  ti«> 
struck  with  stones.  Nineteen  perMM 
have  been  arrested  and  remand^i.  At 
proceedings  are  pending  it  is  not  desinbl* 
to  make  any  further  statement. 

Mr.  CULLIN an  (Tipperary,  S.) :  I» 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
sole  cause  of  this  trouble  is  the  fact  that 
while  the  Undlord  agreed  to  sell  Und 
from  which  some  se  venty- two  tenants  luJ 
been  evicted,  the  Estate  Commifsioofi* 
refused  to  take  action  t 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  cannot  goiototbU 
but  I  cannot  help  thinking  thk  laadloni 
is  a  very  much  injured  man. 

Oortdromerillagli  Ontrag** 
Mr.   LONSDALE  :    I  beg  to  nk  'i*" 
I  Chief  Secretary  lo  the  Lord-Lieut««n^ 


Quettiont. 


(26  November  1906} 


d  IraUnd  whether  he  has  received  par- 
nenkn  of  a  moonlightiDg  outra^  at 
Gortdromerillagh,  near  Fines,  in  the  early 
saming  of  Thursday,  19th  November, 
and  an  attack  by  masked  men  upon  men 
proceeding  to  a  certain  quarry  for  lime 
m  Friday ;  and  whether  any  arreata 
hsn  been  made. 

Mr.  B[RRELL  :  The  Inspector-General 
tii  th«  Royal  Irish  ConBtabulary  informs 
mt  that  at  1.30  a.m.  on  the  date  in 
^wition  one  or  two  men  visited  the  house 
AfPurick  Sullivan  at  Gortdromerillagh, 
Ru*hed  the  window  and  fired  some 
RT<Jver  sbota  outside  the  house,  and 
nraed  Sullivan  not  to  work  any  more  at 
Firie*  Quarry,  The  following  morning 
ibcQt  6  a.m.  two  men,  who  were  driving 
Mthesame  quarry  for  lime,  wereatopped 
I  ^  (ome  men  who  ordered  them  to  turn 
'  Wk,  snd  fired  two  shots.  It  was  dark 
cm  both  occasions,  and  the  men  who  fired 
J  lite  AoK  were  not  identified.  The  police 
I  We  not  therefore  been  able  to  make  any 


The  Mooiit  Bt  Vincent  Orphanage. 

Ml  MACCAW  (Down.W.):  I  beg  to 

tk Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 

^flreland  whether  his  attention  has  been 

,  a!l«d  to  the  circumstances  attending  the 

I   iMh  of  nine  inmatea  of  The  Mount  S^. 

I  ^inccDt  Orphanage,   at   Limerick,   and 

I    tlw  illness  of  forty-four  others,  as   the 

nnil  of  eating    meat   which  had  been 

bpt  five  days  in  the  institution  before 

^ing  cooked ;    whether  this  orphanage 

■Mi'et  any  grant  from  public  funds ; 

^tohet  it  is  inspected  on  behalf  of  any 

pUic  authority ;  and  whether  it  is  ii 

teadd  to  take  any  action  with  a  view  to 

^'^urd  the   health  and  lives  of  the 

""Ute*  of  this  and  similar  institutions. 

Mb.  E I R  R  E  L  L :  My  attention  has 
"*Q  oiled  to  this  case.  The  institution 
aumdiutrialschootandaasuch  receives 
■°Hiiution  grant  from  the  State  and  is 
*J|j*«  to  Government  inspection.  It 
™  receives  contributions  from  county 
"Mboioaj!!!  funds.  It  has  always  been 
^rded  u  one  of  the  best  female  in- 
™*fial  schools  in  Ireland.  This 
Biionnnuo  ocGurrenoe  was  a  misadven- 
^  *bi<:h  might  have  happened  any 
"w»  utd  is  deeply  regretted  by  the 
■«»pm  Hi  the  Mhool. 
^OLCXCVn.    [FooRTH  Series.] 


Qaettiong.  $91 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  Did  not  the 
medical  gentleman  who  gave  evidence 
'  "     inquest  pay  a  high  tribute  to  the 
in  which  this  school  is  conducted  1 


MrBIRRELL:  No  doubt. 

Mr.  JOYCE :  Why  do  hon.  Members 
bring  up  such  questions  unless  they  wish 
to  disparage  the  school  I 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Is  it  in 
consonance  with  the  practice  of  this 
House  to  make  a  great  public  calamity 
the  Tebicle  for  personal  political  attack  1 

•Mr.  8P3AKER  :  I  dep-ecate  it,  but 
it  has  often  ojcucred  before. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  Not  on  out 
side.     It  is  a  question  of  taste. 

Work  of  th^  Estates  CommissionerB. 

Mr.  MOOia:  (Armagh,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
dissatisfaction  exists  in  Ireland  among 
vendors  of  land  and  their  tenants  at  the 
methods  by  which  certain  estates  in  the 
books  of  the  Estates  Commissioners 
appear  to  have  gained  an  undue  priority 
over  others  originally  earlier  in  point  of 
time ;  and  it  he  wilt  grant  the  Return  to 
be  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Armagh. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:    I  am  not  aware  of 
any    ground    for    the    suggestion   that 
certain    estates    on    the    books   of    the 
^tatei 
undue 
to  grai 
hon.  M 

Mr. 
Memb{ 
thirty  i 


Sir' 
S.):  I 
the  Lo 
the  fre 
county 
at  190 
basis  0 
and  wb 
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not  be  reatored  when  more  men  were 
required;    where    the   extra   police    at 

Sesent  in  the  county  Westmeath  were 
af ted  from ;  if  from  the  number  allotted 
free  to  other  counties,  will  he  explain 
why  they  are  not  to  be  credited  with 
cost  of  same;  and  if  they  have  been 
dravm  from  the  reserve  at  Dublin,  why 
are  they  not  paid  from  Imperial  funds,  as 
they  would  be  if  retained  in  Dublin. 

Mr.  BiRREIiL :  The  free  quota  of 
police  for  the  county  of  Westmeath  was 
235  men  for  the  three  years  prior  to 
May,  1906,  when  it  was  fixed  at  190, 
under  the  authority  of  Section  1  of  the 
Act,  48  Vic.  cap.  12.  No  change  in  the 
free  quota  can  be  made  until  the  end  of 
the  period  of  three  years  fixed  by  the 
Act.  "When  the  county  was  proclaimed 
under  the  Constabulary  (Ireland)  Act, 
1836,  detachments  were  serving  in  it 
drawn  from  the  following  counties : 
Cork  fifteen,  Kilkenny  two,  Mayo  twelve, 
Waterford  five,  Wexford  eight,  Wicklow 
diree.  These  detachments  became  by 
virtue  of  the  proclamation  and  warrant 
an  additional  establishment  under  the 
Act,  and  ceased  to*  belong  to  the  counties 
from  which  they  had  been  drawn.  Steps 
were  then  taken  to  fill  up  the  vacancies 
thus  created  in  the  counties  named.  As 
counties  are  not  required  to  pay  any  part 
of  the  cost  of  their  normal  police  force 
they  are  not  entitled  to  any  credit  or  pay- 
ment in  respect  of  men  temporarily 
abaenk 

Kilbeggan  Cattle  Drive. 

Sir  WALTER  NUGENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  prosecution  for  alleged 
cattle  -  driving  in  Kilbeggan,  County 
Westmeath;  if  he  has  any  official  in* 
formation  showing  that  the  defendants 
thought  th€f7  were  carrying  out  a  contract 
with  the  owner  of  the  land,  and  not 
violating  the  law,  is  he  aware  that  the 
evidence  of  the  parish  priest  and  the  late 
occupier  bears  out  this  contention,  and 

that  it  was  sdmitted,  during  the  hearing 
of  the  case,  that  the  herds  employed  to 
look  after  the  land  assisted  in  removing 
the  cattle ;  and  whether  in  view  of  these 
facts,  he  will  endeavour  to  get  the  alter- 
native sentence  of  three  months  imprison, 
ment  passed  on  the  defendants  mitigated. 


Mr.  BIBRELL  :  I  have  no  power  to 
interfere  with  the  decision  of  tw  nsgis* 
trates  in  this  case,  nor  would  it  bepcoper 
for  me  to  discuss  the  evidence  on  whach 
they  acted. 

Kildorrery  Labonrar'a  Cotttfa 
Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Co* 
County,  N.E) :  I  bej?  to  aak  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuteaint  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  ascertain  froa  tli» 
Labour  Department  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  the  grounds  upou  wbick  the 
claim  of  John  AlcGrath  for  a  labourer^ 
cottage  and  acre  plot  on  the  hrm  of 
eighty  acres  occupied  by  Mr.  John  Thcrry, 
J.P.,  Springvale,  Kldorrery,  County 
Cork,  has  been  rejected,  seeing  that  th« 
house  occupied  by  John  McGrath  ind 
his  family  of  ten  was  condemned  as  im£t 
for  human  habitation  by  Dr.  BrowM; 
Local  Oovemment  Board  inspector,  tnd 
by  Dr.  Buckley,  district  medical  officer, 
and  that  the  application  of  John  McGnth 
was  sanctioned  by  an  inspector  of  iht 
Local  Government  Board  at  an  inqoiir 
held  at  Mitchelstown  last  March  ;  sod 
whether  he  will  take  any  action  in  tb^ 
the  matter. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:    The  Local  Goven 
ment  Board  have  no  information  s$  C4> 
the  grounds  of  the  Coundhr  Court  Judged 
decision  in  this  ease.      Inat  decision  i& 
final. 

Iridi  LandBilL 
Mr.  MACCAW  :  I  beg  to  ask  tke 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuteiuoc 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  when  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
is  likely  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  am  in  commonici- 
tion  with  the  Prime  Minister  on  tlu* 
subject. 

XTnempIoyment  in  Limerick. 
Mr.  JOYCE :  I  bea;  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-LieuteoaDt  of 
Ireland  whether  a  Distress  CommittM 
for  the  relief  of  the  unemployed  hu 
been  set  up  in  Limerick ;  if  to.  wbti 
steps  have  been  taken  with  a  view  to 
secure  a  grant ;  and  whether  anj  iocb 
grant  has  been  made,  and,  if  so,  what  i* 
the  amount. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  An  order  bsa  beio 
issued  by  the  Local  (Government  Bosni 
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the  corporation  of  Limerick  to 
sntiliite  a  Distress  Committee  under 
ck  Uoemplojed  Workmen  Act.  When 
tkft  Committee  is  formed  it  will  be  open 
totttouyply  for  a  grant  from  the  un- 
npbjred  fund,  and  the  application 
vhffi  made  will  receive  due  consideration. 

BaUjfiumon  Cattle-Drive. 
Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
ittoitioD  has  been  drawn  to  an  outrage 
vliidi  occurred  last  week    near    Bally- 

^  knoQ,  County  Roscommon,  the  residence 
i  Miss  Frazer,  when  three  valuable 
attle  were  driven  off  the  farm  and, 
ikit  baring  had  their  tails  cut  off,  were 
irireo  into  a  swamp  and  drowned ;  and 
vitt  steps  have    been  taken    to  bring 

|Ae  offenders  to  justice. 

J  Mb.  BIRRELL  :  The  Inspector  General 
flf  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  informs 
ftsUuLt  on  the  night  of  the  11th  instant 
iMzr  bollocks,  the  property  of  the  Misses 
ftuar,  were  driven  off  their  land  and 
^  ivced  into  a  bog  hole.  The  cattle  were 
w  drowned,  nor  were  their  tails  cut. 
Tbe  police,  with  the  assistance  of  some 
Bnliios,  got  them  out  of  the  bofic.    A 


I .  Mb.  J.  M AC VEAGH :  Mr.  Speaker, 
^  it  Dot  a  rule  of  this  House  that  any 
^  Member  putting  down  a  Question 
Aoold  make  himself  lesponsible  for  the 
ftstb  of  the  statements  contained  in  it, 
nd  does  not  censure  attach  to  the  hon. 
Heinber  for  the  City  of  London  for 
P^  a  Question  containing  two 
■lately  false  statements  ? 

•Mi.  SPEAKER :  The  rule  is  that  any 

H^ber  who    asks    a  Question  makes 

«uc^  responsible  for  the    statements 

*>^6d  therein,     but    it    sometimes 

■ppeosthat  these  statements  turn  out 

>W  inaccurate. 

Mb.  J.    MACVEAGH:    Is   not   an 
^pw»on  of  apology  due  from  the  hon. 

•Ml.  SPEAKER :  I  am  afraid  a  great 
•ilof  time  would  be  occupied  in  this 

i         Irish  Extra  Police  Charges. 
"  .*:HAZLETON(Galway,N.):  I  beg 
« »tt  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  how  the  charge  of  £43  6s.  Od.  per 
annum  for  each  extra  head  constable  and 
£34  9s.  3d.  per  annum  for  each  extra 
sergeant  or  constable  made  against  Irish 
county  councils  is  arrived  at ;  and  what 
are  the  items  that  make  up  the  charge. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  charges  in  ques- 
tion represent  a  moiety  of  the  cost  of  the 
extra  force  arrived  at  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Constabulary  (Ireland) 
Act,  1874.  The  rate  of  charge  for  a 
head  constable  is  fixed  by  the  Act,  while 
that  for  sergeants  and  constables  is  based 
upon  an  average  of  the  cost  of  the  entire 
constabulary  force  in  Ireland,  regard 
being  had  to  the  rate  of  pay  sanctioned 
by  the  Act,  and  to  the  cost  of  clothing, 
medical  attendance,  barrack  accommoda- 
tion, local  travelling  expenses,  and  sub-^ 
sistence  allowance. 

Oalway  Extra  Police. 
Mr.  HAZLETON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  how  many  of  the  346  extra 
police  drafted  into  county  Gal  way 
nave  been  withdrawn,  and  whether  he 
can  state  the  intention  of  the  Irish 
Government  with  regard  to  those  that 
still  remain. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  None  of  the  extra 
police  sent  to  county  Galway  have 
been  withdrawn,  and  the  reasons  for 
sending  them  there  still  continue. 

Hr.  Frank  North's  Kerry  Estate. 
Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  bee  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  estate 
of  M.  H.  Franks  in  North  Kerry  has 
been  offered  for  sale  to  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  and,  if  so,  has  it  been 
bought  by  the  Estates  Commissioners, 
and  when;  and,  if  bought,  whether  the- 
agent  to  the  landlord  has  any  power  or 
authority  at  present  to  take  proceedings 
for  arrears  of  rent  due  on  the  estate. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  estate  in  ques- 
tion has  been  offered  to  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  but  they  are  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  make  an  offer  for  its  purchase. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Was  not  this  estate 
offered  to  the  Commissioners  eighteen 
months  ago,  and  are  negotiations  still 
proceeding  ? 
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Mr.  BIRRELL:   I  do  not  know.     I 
will  inquire. 

Killamey  Fair  Bent  Appeals. 
Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  state  when  the 
decisions  on  the  fair  rent  appeals  heard 
before  the  Chief  Land  Commission  at 
their  last  sitting  in  Killamey  will  be 
delivered. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  It  is  expected  that 
judgments  will  be  given  shortly  in  these 
cases. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Were  not  these  de- 
cisions to  have  been  given  a  month  ago  1 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  No  doubt  there  has 
been  delay.  I  will  press  the  matter 
forward  if  I  can. 

King-Harman  Estate  Tenantry. 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  month  of  July,  1 905, 
agreements  were  entered  into  by  the 
tenants  of  the  King-Harman  estate  living 
in  the  parish  of  Ballinamuck  to  purchase 
their  holdings  at  terms  fixed  by  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  which  included  a 
handing  over  of  the  bogs  for  the  benefit 
of  the  tenants;  whether  for  the  past 
three  years  no  interest  in  lieu  of  rent  was 
called  for  in  respect  of  this  property  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  by  notice  dated 
10th  November,  1908,  the  tenants  have 
been  called  upon  to  pay  up  their  old 
rents  at  Longford  on  2nd  December; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  break  up 
of  the  sale  will  mean  ruin  to  the  100 
families  on  this  property ;  and  whether, 
in  the  interest  of  peace  in  the  district,  he 
will  ask  the  Estates  Commissioners  to 
arrange  to  take  over  this  property  at 
once  rn  the  terms  sanctioned  by  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  EsUtes  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  the  agreements 
referred  to  appear  to  have  been  pro- 
visional agreemei  ts  indicating  the  price 
at  which  the  tenants  would  be  prepared 
to  purchase,  in  the  event  of  proceedings 
being  instituted  for  the  sale  of  the 
property  to  the  Commissioners.  An 
originating  request  for  such  a  sale  has 


now  been  lodged  and  will  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Commissioners  as  soon  as  potable, 
with  the  view  of  making  an  offer  under 
Section  6  of  the  Act  of  1903.  Until  the 
offer  has  been  made  and  accepted,  tod 
until  undertakings  to  purchase  nave  been 
obtained  from  the  tenants,  the  lttt«r 
continue  to  be  liable  for  rent.  The  Com- 
missioners have  no  knowledge  of  tor 
proceedings  which  the  receiver  may  hive 
been  directed  to  take  for  the  collection  of 
rents  now  due. 

Public  Accounts  Committee. 
EARLWINTEilTON:  Ibe^tottkthe 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  is  yet  in  « 
position  to  state  if  it  will  be  possible  tu 
grant  a  dav  for  discussing  the  Report  uf 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  No,  Sir;  I  am  nu 
in  a  position  to  make  a  statement  on  this 
matter. 

Earl  WINTERTON  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  consider  if  it  ii 
possible  before  the  end  of  the  session  u> 
give  even  a  part  of  a  sitting  for  thu 
purpose  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  ahwiy 
expressed  my  desire  to  do  it,  but  I  hive 
found  it  impossible. 

Coal  Mines  (Ei;ht  Honrt)  Bill 
Mr.  glover  (St.  Helens) :  I  beg  lo 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  cm 
state  the  day  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BOl  will  W 
taken. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  hope  that  the  Re- 
port stage  will  be  taken  the  week  aft«r 
next. 

Parliament  and  the  Batifloation  of 
Treaties. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  I  beg  t.. 

ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  in  t^ 

light  of    recent    circumstances,  be  v^i 

consider  the  advisability  of  making  pr*>; 

vision  in  some  form  that  the  assent  ot 

Parliament  should    be    required  to  be 

given  to  the  making  of  treaties  by  Ct rest 

Britain  with  foreign  Powers  before  the 

actual  ratification  of  such  treaties,  with  a 

view  to  the  conferring  on  Parliament  of 

a  more  direct  control  than  it  at  pretw« 

possesses  over  questions  of  foreign  policTt 

having  regard  to  the  fact  that  Parbtmm 

is  not  consulted  even  as  to  the  esseof* 

of  a  treaty. 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  give  any  positive  assurance  that  no 
tmtv  concluded  by  His  Majesty's 
Government  will  be  mtified  until  Parlia- 
meat  has  been  consulted  and  its  approval 
obuioed.  Such  a  course  would  involve 
I  mitsrial  change  in  the  constitutional 
usage  hitherto  followed  in  this  country, 
md  could  obviously  only  be  adopted  in 
pomiiooe  of  a  formal  debate  and  after 
miture  consideration.  Nor  does  it  appear 
to  me  that  any  such  alteration  of  pro- 
eedare  is  really  required,  as  it  will 
asQilly  happen  that  an  opportunity  for 
debite  will  be  found  in  the  considerable 
interval  that  generally  takes  place 
between  the  signature  of  a  treaty  and 
id  ratification,  and  no  diplomatic  docu- 
neot  would  be  ratified  against  the 
dodared  wishes  of  this  House. 

Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) : 
Is  there  any  rule  governing  the  class  of 
treaties  which  do  or  do  not  demand  the 
i»«it  of  Parliament  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  ought  to  have  notice 
of  that,  but  I  can  say  at  once  that  if  a 
treaty  involves  any  alteration  of  statute 
kv,  of  course  the  assent  of  Parliament 
iiDeede.L 


Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  Is  the 
Pnme  Minister  aware  that  a  Motion  in 
tUi  House  was  all  but  carried  in  1886, 
vproving  that  treaties  in  some  form 
Boukl  be  submitted  to  this  House  before 
being  ratified ;  and  is  he  aware  that  only 
one  week  after  Parliament  was  adjourned 
ve  heard  for  the  first  time  of  the 
pfonralgataon     and    ratification     of     an 

I    important     treaty — the     Anglo-Russian 

I    Twatyt 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  There  is  a  great 
JiArence  between  a  thing  being  carried 
!  omI  all  but  carried,  and  I  do  not  quite 
know  what  importance  my  hon,  friend 
^tudies  to  the  difference.  I  will  look 
iBto  the  historical  side  of  the  matter. 

Peniion  Eegnlations. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
^  PrimeMinistei  whether  it  was  his  in- 
t«tioD  when  moving  the  Old- Age  Pensions 
KU  to  exdude  from  its  provisions  those 
pcnona  who  were  costing  the  guardians 
*>othing,  only  the  co^t  of  collection  or 


distribution  of  moneys  paid  them  for  the 
dependants  of  certain  persons,  and 
whether  he  will  take  any  action  whereby 
the  pension  committees  shall  be  em- 
powered to  include  these  as  genuine  ap- 
plicants for  pensions. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  persons  referred 
to  are  applicants  for  and  recipients  of  poor 
law  relief,  and  the  disqualification  was  in- 
ticnded  to  be  attached  to  the  receipt  of  poor 
relief  as  such.  It  is  not  affected  by  the 
question  whether  the  amount  so  received 
is  a  final  charge  against  the  rates  or  is 
recovered  from  a  person  or  persons 
legally  responsible  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  pauper.  The  disqualification  in  these 
cases  could  be  removed  only  by 
legislation. 

Mr.  crooks  :  May  I  call  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  relief  is  frequently  not  given  to 
the  applicants  until  it  is  received  from 
the  relatives,  and  there  is  therefore  no 
actual  charge  on  the  rates  1 

Me.  ASQUITH  ;  I  will  look  into  the 
matter. 

Disturbances  at  OasheL 
Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary,  K)  in  ac- 
cordance with  private  notice  asked  the 
Irish  Secretary  if  he  was  aware  that  on 
Tuesday  last  on  the  occasion  of  the  trial 
of  eight  respectable  young  men  at  Cashel 
the  police  charged  through  the  streets 
knocking  down  men,  women,  and 
children,  striking  them  with  batons  while 
on  the  ground,  and  batoning  old  women 
as  well ;  and  that  at  night  they  paraded 
the  streets,  burst  into  private  houses  and 
batoned  the  inmates,  and  arrested  a 
number  of  people  returning  home  from 
an  entertainment ;  also 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
should  give  notice  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  CONDON  :  It  is  a  matter  of  public 
inquiry. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
should  have  first  submitted  it  to  me.  I 
cannot  tell  hearing  it  in  that  way  whether 
it  is  urgent. 

Mr.  CONDON :  I  gave  notice  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  last  night. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of 
London)  said  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  a  question.  It  was 
oertainly  contrary  to  pilblic  practice,  and 
almost  indecent,  ttiat  they  should  be 
asked  on  Monday  to  begin  the  discussion 
of  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Education 
Bill,  which  raised  every  sort  of  diffioulty, 
and  affected  the  interests  of  every  part  of 
the  country,  and  could  not  be  regarded  as 
an  agreed  Bill ;  and  whether  mKler  these 
circumstances,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
could  not  see  his  way  to  put  off  to  a 
later  date  than  Monday  the  discussion  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  CROOKS:  May  I  ask  whether, 
before  the  Prime  Minister  replies  to  that, 
he  will  send  a  message  up  to  Lansdowne- 
house  and  hear  what  is  said  there  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  he  must  take 
strong  exception  to  the  use  of  the  word 
''  indecent.''  His  sole  desire  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  and  on  a  Bill  which  was 
not  controversial,  was  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  the  House.  The  only 
chance  of  this  Bill  securing  the  Royal 
Assent  was  that  it  should  be  regarded  as, 
in  substance,  a  non-contentious  Bill. 
There  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  press  it  with  undue  haste, 
but  they  must  all  consider  the  time  of 
year.  They  must  also  bear  in  mind  the 
tact  that,  if  the  Bill  was  to  receive  the 
Royal  Assent,  it  must  not  only  pass 
through  this  House,  but  through  another 
place.  With  the  view  of  carrying  out 
the  le^slation  the  Government  had  in 
view,  it  would  be  better  to  commence 
the  Committee  stase  on  Monday.  The 
choice  was  between  doing  that  or  postpon- 
ing it  until  Tuesday,  and  curtailing  the 
interval  between  the  Committee  stage 
and  the  Report  stage.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  opposite 
thought  they  would  prefer  the  later 
alternative,  he  should  be  willing  to  meet 
their  wishes,  Jbut  he  believed  the  general 
eonvenience  of  the  House  would  be  better 
served  by  commencing  the  Committee 
stage  on  Monday. 


Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Tbrntdoesool 
reply  to  my  point  My  point  was  thai 
it  is  absolutely  unpreosdentad  haste  ia 
carryingjthrough  a  measure  of  this  ii* 
portance.  I  do  not  know  that  anytf ' 
will  be  gained  if  we  are  not  allowed 
ordinary  space  of  time  habituaOy  giva 
when  very  big  measuies  are  discussed  ~ 
this  House,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Geni 
man  persists  in  putting  down  theCooi- 
mittee  stage  for  Monuy,  I  will  say  n^ 
more  at  the  present  time. 


Lord  R.  CECIL  (MaryleboiM,  E.) :  Is 
it  the  purpose  of  the  Government  to  hav^ 
a  Saturday  sitting  next  week  for  the  puN 
pose  of  considering  this  Bill  1 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  am  afraid  that  may 
be  necessary. 


SELECTION  STANDING  COMMITTEEa 

Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdox 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Sele^ 
tion ;  That  they  had  added  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Scottish  BilJi  thf 
following  Twelve  Members  (in  respect  oi 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Scodaml)  Bill 
and  the  Local  Government  (Sootland) 
Bill:  Mr.  M'Killop,  Mr.  Barrie,  Sir 
Berkeley  Sheffield,  Mr.  Henry  Gooch, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Cecil,  Lord  John  Joioey  CeciL 
Earl  of  Ronaldshay,  Mr.  Waldroo,  Sir 
Clement  Hill,  Mr.  Jeremiah  MacVaagh. 
Mr.  M'Kean,  and  Major  Rentoo. 

Report  to  lie  uoon  the  Table. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (ELElfEK* 
TARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AM> 
WALES)  No.  2)  BILU 

Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "Tkst 
the  Proceedings  on  Uie  Eiemcntsry 
Education  (England  and  Wales  (Na  t) 
Bill,  if  under  discussion  at  Eleven  o'clock 
this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  ths 
Standing  Order  (Sittings  of  this  Uoomy^ 
-^(Mr.  Asquitk). 

The  House  divided :  — Ayes,  339; 
Noes,  86.    (Division  List  Na  416). 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkint,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Afar-Robart«s,  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 
Ainaworth,  John  Stirling 


AYES. 

Alden,  Percy 
Annitage,  R. 
Ashton,  Thomas  Oair 
A8qiuth,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finabary,£.) 


Baring.GodfrvT  (Isle  of  WIfk<) 
Barker,  Sir  Jolm 
BafBard,S.  B. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hint 
BafTy,Redaioiid  J.<T|voae»  XI 
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BeMchamp,  E. 

Beck,  £l  CecU  ■ 

fieBiwW:(T'w*r  Ham]0t&.S.Gea 

Bamett,  E.  X. 

BBrnD,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Bl^k,  Arthur  W. 

frigL  John 

Brt^e,  Stopford 

Bmnnef;  J.F.L.(Lanc8.,  Leigh) 

BnebMun,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bona,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Bvt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

B^f ,  William  Pollard 

Ohir-Gomm,  R  W. 

<Wton,RtHn.Richard  Knight 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

^'^»»"»^'^g.  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Owry,  Rt.  Hon.  K,  R. 

Cloogh,  William 

Cobbo^  Felix  Thomley 

Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Compton-Bickett,  Sir  J. 

CooppT,  G.  J. 

€orbett,CH  (Sus8ex,£.Grinst'd 

CamwaU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cox,  Harold 

Qnk,  Herbert  J.(Tynemouth) 

Oo(Uu,  William 

IkTiM,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

D»rie9,  M.  Vaughan-  (Cardigan 

DtTies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

I)KkiBMn,W.H.(St.  Pancras,N 

Bicbrorth,  Sir  James 

Dsacan,  C.(6arrow-in-Fume8s 

DmneiUjor  £.Martin(Wal8all 

Bdwuds,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Iihrudi,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor 

Blii^  Bt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

&«i,R.W. 

Memont,  George  Bimie 

Brwett,  R.  Lacey 

Aiker,Q.H.  (Boston) 

iwvick,  Charles 

ftnns,  T.  R. 

Rrguson,  R.  C.  Munro 

Twij,  Alexander 

<M,AH. 

i&dstone^tHn.  Herbert  John 

<»tt-Coat8,SirT.(Renffew,W.) 

CSeDdinning,  H.  G. 

<lk'T«r,  Thomas 

Mdard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 

<>Meh,Qeoige  Peabody  (Bath) 

Oniit,Corrie 

^nwood,G.  (Peterborough) 

Oroennood,  Hamar  (York) 

<3(tY,  Rt  Hon  8u  Edward 
Oofluid,  Jotm  W. 

<Moo,RtHn.Sir  W.Brampton 
lbic(mrt,RtHn.LJRossexmale 
■■wwrt,  Robert  V.(MontroBe) 
&n^QM^  A.  (Suffolk) 
iinuvacth,  CecU  B.  (Woro*r) 
Hwrey,  AG.C.  (Rochdale) 
«rf  ty,  W.E.(Derby8hire,  N.E 
^wd,  George 
■Mlu^  James  (Derbyshire) 
«*Mi.  Lewis  (Sfonmouth) 
worth,  Arthur  A. 
^IDr.AE. 
W«w.  A  Paget 
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Henry,  Charles  S. 
Herbert,  CoL  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.^*) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hodge,  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Holt,  Richard  Duming 
Hooper,  A.  G. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 
Hyde,  (Clarendon 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Hlingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jaooby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Jardine,  Sir  J. 
Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jone8,SirD.  Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kincaid-Smithy  Captain 
LaidTaw,  Robert 
Xiamb,Edmund  G.  (Leominster 
Lament,  Korman 
Leese^Sir  Joseph  F.(  Aocrington 
Levy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
JAojd'Georwd,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Ihomas 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  Ciharles  Henry 
Ljmch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macdonald,  J.M. (Falkirk  B'ghs 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacNeill,  John  CU>rdon  Swift 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
M*CaUum,  JohnM. 
WOne,  Sir  Ckiorge 
M*Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 
McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
M*Micking,  Major  G. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Mallet,  Charles  E. 
Mamham,  F.  J. 
Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 
Menzies,  Walter 
Middlebrook,  WiUiam     , 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Montagu,  Hon.  E.  S. 
Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morrell,  Philip 

Murray,  Capt.HnA.C.  (Kinoard 
Napier,  T.  B. 
NichoUs,  Cied^ 
Nicholson,Charles  N(Donoa8t*r 
Norton^  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearoe,  William  (Limehouse) 
Perks,  Sir  Robert  William 
Philipp8,CoLIvor  (S'thampton) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
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Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W*  H. 

Price,  aE.(£dinb'gh,  Central) 

Prioe,S^  Robert  J.(NoUolk,£.) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.(Bradford,  B. 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  Rolland 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro') 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh*mpt'n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robertson,Sir  G.Scdtt(Bradf  *nl 

Robinson,  S. 

Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,RtHn.H.L.  (Cleveland) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

ScottA.H.  (Ashton-under-Lyne 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,Sir  Charle8Edw.(Stafford 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B. 

Sherwell,  Arthur  James 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staff8,N.W.) 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph(Chesh.) 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Strachey,  Sir  Edward 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abindgon) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Taylor,  Theodore  C.(Radoliffe) 

Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E*) 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 

Thomp6on,J.W.H.(SomerBet,B; 

Thome,  G.R. (Wolverhampton) 

Tomldnsoin,  James 

Toulmin,  George 

Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 

Ure,  Alexander 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Walton,  Joseph 

Wardle,  Cieorge  J. 

Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay|T. 

Wason,  Rt.Hn,E(Clackmaimaa 

Wason,John  dSathcart  (Orkney) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 

WhiS>read,  Howard 

White,  Sir  (George  (Norfolk) 

White,  J.Dundas(Dumbart'nth 

White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  B.R.) ' 

Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 

Wiles,  Thomas 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth)) 

Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,W.R.) 


707        Elementary  Education         {COMMONS}      {England  and  Wales)  Bitt.     70S 


Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.W.(Woroe8ter8h.N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancra8,S.) 


Winfrey,  R. 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 


Tellbbs  fob  thb  Atss — ^Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  d 
Elibank. 


Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Ashle>,  W.  W. 
Baloarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balf  our,Rt.Hn.  A.  J.(CityLond. ) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Barrie,  H.  T.  (Londonderry,  N. 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Brideeman,  W.  Clive 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Garlile.  £.  Hildred 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Gecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Geoil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Geoil,  Lord  R.(Marylebone,  £.) 
Chamberlain,BtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Collings,Bt.Hn.J.  (Birmingh*m 
Courthope,  G.  Lloyd 
Craiff,Charles  Curti8(Antriro,S.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Cross,  Alexander 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Stob,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,  Robt.(Lanark,Govan) 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fell,  Arthur 


NOES. 

Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Gooch,Henry  Gubitt(Pe:?kham) 
Gordon,  J. 
Gretton,  John 

Guinness,  Hon.R.(Hagger8ton) 
Guinness,  W.E.(Bury  S.Edm.) 
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ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [25th 
NovemberJ,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." 

Which  Amendment  was — 

**  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now  '  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  '  upon 
this  day  three  months.'  *' — {Mr.  Button,) 

Question  again  proposed  *'That  the 
word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) : 
I  think  the  House  will  expect  that  I 
should  say  something  on  the  subject 
which  is  engaging  all  our  thoughts  ;  but 
I  desire  to  preface  such  remarks  as  I 
have  to  make  by  the  observation  that 
I  can  only,  upon  this  matter,  speak  for 
myself  alone.  A  compromise,  or  pro- 
posed compromise,  of  this  kind,  especi- 
ally with  the  notice  that  we  have  had 
of  it,  cannot  be  regarded  as  one  on  which 
organised  opinion  can  be  stated,  and  I 
desire  to  commit  nobody  but  myself  to  the 
point  of  view  which  I  shall  endeavour  to 


lay  before  the  House.    May  I  also  uj 
thiftt  I  approach  this  burning  topic  with 
a  very  special  sense  of  the  difficiJty  ol 
the  situation  and  with  the  responsibiiity 
which  attaches  to  any  man  who  maktt 
the   prospect  of  peace,   if  prospect  oi 
peace  there  be,  more  difficult  to  attain. 
And  certainly,  although  I  cannot  think 
that  what  I  shall  say  will  be  agreeable  to 
or   consonant    with    the   views  of  Hi» 
Majesty's    Government,    still    I    think 
that,  when  I  sit  down,  they  will  admit 
that  I  have  endeavoured  as  far  as  possible 
to  avoid  anything  in  the  nature  of  pro- 
vocative retort  or  unnecessary  acerbity 
of  statement.    That  course  is  the  ea«er 
because  I  do  not  think  that  I  am  re- 
quired to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bm 
before  the  House.    I  do  not  thixik  it  w 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  which  are,  indeed, 
under  discussion.    It  is  not  whether  th« 
new    system    of    education    which  th^ 
Government  measure  contemplates  i»  ^ 
itself  a  desirable  system — that  is  not  the 
point,  or  at  any  rate  the  main  point,  with 
which  we  are  dealing.    What  I  concei^ 
the  House  has  got  to  think  of— what  esck 
of  us  has  got  to  think  of— in  the  vote  th*t 
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ve  diaD  be  asked  to  give  to-night,  and  in 
tke    votes    tbat    we    shall    be    asked 
to  give   on   subsequent   stages  of   the 
Sftttiiie,  is  not  the  mere   bare  merits 
of  the  BiU,  but  the  question — Is  this  or  is 
it  not  what  it  professes  to  be,  a  settle- 
nwit  of  the  education  question? — and  it  is 
to  that  point,  and  to  that  point  alone, 
thtt  I  desire  to  address  myself.    I  am 
qrrite  aware  that  many  Gentlemen  natur- 
»I1t  have  not  restricted  themselves  to  that 
«pect  of  the  question.     We  have  had 
speeches  from  both  sides  of  the  House 
e^ikining  how  far  the  solution  of  the 
GoTemment   departs  from  the   various 
idetb  which  Members  of  this  House  have 
fonned  for  themselves  as  to  what  ought 
to  be    our    educational    system.     The 
Biover  of  the  Amendment  we  are  now 
^iiacnssing — ^the  hon.  Member  for  Morley — 
^e  a  description  of  what  he  regarded 
M  the  consequences  of  this  Bill,  which 
I  think   must   have   almost   converted 
wme  of  my  friends  to  the  belief  that  it 
via  an  exceedingly  good  measure  for  the 
Omich.    On  the  other  hand,  there  have 
Wn  speeches  delivered  from  this  side  of 
tlie  House  which  I  am  quite  sure  sug- 
giested  to  the  Nonconformist  auditor  that 
ifter  all,  perhaps,  this  measure  does  not 
ctny  with  it  the  peril  to  the  sacredness 
^  denominational    teaching    of   the 
provided  schools  which  they  were  afraid 
it  would  involve.     Those   Members  on 
different  sides  of  the  House  who  have  dis- 
cnned  the  merits  of  the  Bill  have  pro- 
btbhr  gone  far  to  converting  their  op- 
ponents to  the  desirabiUty  of  supporting 
it   But  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  the 
B«t«  either  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Morley  or  with  any  of  the 
^noMls  on  my  side  of  the  House  who  take 
^  ^«ry  gloomiest  view  as  to  the  actual 
'wkiDg  of  the  measure,  or  as  to  the 
probability  that  the  measure  really  would 
wy  out  what  the  Government  said  they 
we  to  see  carried  out.    I  do  not  propose 
to  disoQss  that  in  detail.     I  am  going  to 
<*nfiw  myself  strictly  to  the  question : 
1*  this  going  to  give  us — ^what  we  all 
««»— a  final  settlement — a  settlement 
W  within    the    ordinary    reasonable 
^•"Irtlook  of  reasonable  men — is  it  going  to 
^  oa  a  settlement  of  the  vexed  educa- 
tion question  as  far  as  we  in  this  House 
<*»  look  forward  ?     Many    Gentlemen 
•^  to  think  that  this  Bill  is  going  to 
§^  us  a  settlement  because  it  is  a  com- 


promise ;    but  while  I  quite  admit  that 
almost   every    final   settlement   of   any 
controverted  question  has  in  it  elements 
of  compromise,  I  would  venture  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  a  compromise  is  not 
necessarily  a  settlement,  and  we  have  got 
to  consider  the  te  ms  of  this  compromise 
to  see  whether  or  not  it  does  carry  within 
it  elements  of  a    permanent  or  quasi^ 
permanent  settlement.     After  all,  if  the 
Bill  is  not  a  settlement,  it  is  nothing. 
Nobody  defends  it  on  its  merits.     It  haa 
not  found  in  this  House,  in  the  whole 
course  of  yesterday's  debate,  so  far  as  I 
know,  one  single  individual  sitting  in  any 
quarter  of  the   House   as  representing 
any  section  of  public  opinion  who  does  not 
think  from  his  own  point  of  view  it  is  a 
bad  Bill.     The  Government  do  not  think 
it  a  good  Bill ;     the  hon.  Member  for 
Morley  thinks  it  is  an  abominable  Bill. 
The  spokesman  of  the  Irish  Party  on  thia 
occasion  denounced  it,  or  that  part  of  it 
which  affected  his  co-religionists,  in  the 
most  imcompromising  manner,  and  no* 
body  who   spoke  upon  these   benches^ 
whether  they  look  forward  with  hope,  as 
does  my  hon.  friend  the  late  Secretary 
for    Education,    or    whether   they  look 
forward    without   hope,  to    the    future 
of   the    measure — not   one    single   in- 
dividual   has    found    anything   to    say 
for  it  on  its  intrinsic  merits.    If  it  is 
not  a  settlement,  it  is  nothing.    What 
ground    have     the      Government     for 
believing  and  hoping  that  it  is  to  be  a 
settlement  ?    The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education  brought  it  forward  yesterday 
as  if  it  was  in  the  nature  of  an  agreed 
treaty  between  high  contracting  parties, 
and,  no  doubt,  like  other  treaties  between 
high   contracting   parties,    it   embodied 
provisions   which   neither   of   the    con- 
tracting   parties    wholly    approve,    but 
to  which  they  were  ready  to  assent,  and 
on  which  they  were  ready  to  make  a 
permanent  treaty  of  peace.     That  waa 
the  contention  of  the  (rovemment.    Who 
were    the    high    contracting    parties  t 
Between  whom  was  the  treaty  made  ? 
A  treaty  of  peace  between  two  countries 
may  carry  with  it  the  most  admirable 
and  desirable  consequences,  because  each, 
is  bound  in  honour  to  carry  out,  even  to 
its  disadvantage  or  partial  disadvantage,, 
the    provisions    of    the    treaty.    Wko 
bound  themselves  by  this  treaty  ?     Are 
the  Government  bound  in  the  future  ? 
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Are  the  Church  party  bound  ?  Are 
lion.  Gentlemen  opposite  bound  ?  Are 
my  hon.  friends  behind  me  bound,  or 
the  Irish — those  for  whom  the  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  spoke  yester- 
day t  Are  the  Nonconformist  divines 
boimd  ?  Are  the  bishops  bound  ?  I 
confess  I  am  deeply  impressed  by  the 
extraordinarily  unpractical  position, 
cloudy,  obscure,  ambiguous,  in  which 
we  all  find  ourselves  at  the  present 
moment  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
Let  me  just  go  through  these  various 
interested  parties  to  whom  I  have 
referred.  Take  the  Nonoonformistdivines. 
As  I  understand  their  attitude,  as  ex- 
plicitly stated  by  high  authorities  like 
Dr.  Clifiord,  they  say  this  may  be  toler- 
able as  a  step  towards  what  they  call 
a  national  system.  Quite  so.  That 
which  is  recommended  or  accepted  only 
as  a  step  cannot  in  the  nature  of  things 
be  regarded  as  a  settlement.  I  do  not 
think  I  shall  be  accused  in  this  matter 
of  at  all  exaggerating  the  attitude  which 
Dr.  Cli^ord  and  I  am  sure  many  gentle- 
men who  are  listening  to  me  take  up. 
They  look  upon  the  arrangement  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  with  the  deepest 
distrust,  and  if  they  tolerate  it  at  all, 
they  tolerate  it  because  they  think  it 
is  a  stepping-stone  to  something  more 
in  accordance  with  their  preconceived 
ideas.  I  do  not  say  the  treaty  of  peace 
does  not  bind  them,  or  that  they  do  not 
mean  to  be  bound  by  it ;  but  neither 
Dr.  Clifford  outside  this  House  nor 
gentlemen  in  this  House  who  agree 
with  Dr.  Clifford  will  think  of  getting 
up  here  or  elsewhere  •  and  saying : 
*'  We  do  not  like  this  measure  ;  we  are 
not  pledged  to  accept  it ;  but  we  mean 
to  accept  it,  not  merely  in  this  Session, 
but  as  a  permanent  settlement  of  the 
*  whole  question."  They  will  not  do  that ; 
they  do  not  mean  to  do  it.  I  do  not 
know  what  opinion  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  formed  of  the  views  of 
divines  belonging  to  the  Anglican  Church. 
We  have  had  so  little  time  to  make 
investigation  that  I  hesitate  to  give  a 
conclusive  opinion  upon  it ;  but  I  should 
be  astonished  if  a  vast  majority  of  the 
«lergy  of  the  Church  of  England  are 
notj^found  to  regard  this  measure  with 
the  utmost  suspicion  and  dislike,  which, 
in  itself,  mind  you,  does  not  necessarily 
43ondemn  it  if  it  is  to  be  a  permanent 

Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour. 


compromise,  but  which  does  condemn 
it  if  they  can  only  be  required  or  forced 
to    accept    this    measure    until    better 
times  come  and  a  better  measure  can  be 
modelled  more  in  accordance  with  their 
views.    But  if  they  accept  it  in    any 
other   spirit   than   that,   they,    equally 
with    the    Nonconformist    divines,    are 
practically  in  their  hearts  already  con- 
templating by  what  future  steps   this 
so-called  settlement  is  to  be  modified 
so  as  to  suit  their  views  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  elementary  education  shall  be 
carried   on   in   this  country.    If   these 
statements  be  true,  and  surely  they  are 
true  of  the  Anglican  and  Nonconformist 
divines,  what  am  I  to  say  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  1    As  everybody  knows,  they 
are  to  a  man  opposed  to  this  solution.     I 
do  not  believe  there  ia  a  single  exception, 
either  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  among 
those   interested    in    the    education    of 
Roman  Catholics,  or  I  would  add,   as 
far  as  I  know,  other  bodies  of  our  country- 
men  who  attach  the  utmost  value  to 
denominational  education,  who  do  not 
regard  all  the  provisions  in   this   Bill 
dealing  with  their  interests  as  in  them- 
selves evil,  as  necessarily  temporary,  and 
as  measures  which  it  will  be  their  bounden 
duty  to  upset  as  soon  as  the  power 
of  upsetting  them  is  given.    The  Govern- 
ment may  lightly  regard  the  importance 
of  the  Roman   Catholic   vote   in    this 
country,  and  I  imagine  that  as  far  as 
English  Roman  Catholics  are  concerned 
the  vote  may  not  be  important  from  the 
wire-pullers'  point  of  view ;  and,  as  &r 
as  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics  are  con- 
cerned, no  doubt  they  are  bound  to  the 
Grovernment  by  other  ties  so  strong  that 
their   difference   with   the   Government 
on  educaticm  may  not  be  sufficient  to 
separate  them.  But,  although  the  Roman 
Catholic,  vote  may  be  a  negligible  quantity 
politically,  do  not  tell  me  that  any  settle- 
ment   can    stand    permanently    which 
every  earnest  and  high*minded  Roman 
Catholic  in  this  country  thinks  an  outrage 
upon  his  faith  and  absolutely  fatal  to  the 
education  of  his  children.    And  if  you 
embody  provisions  of  that  kind  in  your 
Bill,  is  it  not  as  certain  as  that  day 
follows  night  that  what  you  call  a  settle- 
ment is  predestined  to  be  upset  upon 
the    first    favourable  .  opportunity    by 
some  fresh  lurangemeni  of  your  system 
introduced  in  another  Session  devoted 


— ^the   Government  have  not  yet  tol4 
us.    The  Archbishop  goes  on  to  say — 

**  I  am  eagerly  anziooB  ih»t  we  should  go 
forward  with  the  proposed  settlement.  Bat 
you  will,  I  know,  recognise  the  impossibility 
of  our  doing  so  with  any  desree  of  general 
assent,  or  with  the  hope  of  tutimate  sucoeser, 
if  one  limb  of  the  arrangement  is  paralysed 
from  the  outset.'* 

Apparently,  according  to  the  Archbishop; 
it  is  paralysed. 
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to  this  thorny,  diffieult,iiknd  embarrassing 
qaesti<»i,  and  that  you  will  not  be 
Mb  by  this  measure  to  put  out  of  sight 
tlus  painful  controversy  1  Those  who 
cherish  that  delusion  are  destined  not 
odj  to  a  very  rude,  but  an  early  awaken- 
ing. I  turn  from  the  Roman  Catholics 
iod  ask  whether  the  Radical  politicians 
o&  the  other  side  regard  this  as  a  per- 
sinent  solution.  D(/es  the  hon.  Member 
lux  Morley  and  his  friends  regard  it  as 
ladi  ?  We  have  always  been  told  that 
tke  Nonconformists  are  a  most  powerful 
ekuent  in  the  party  opposite.  Do  they 
tfmceive  themselves  bound  by  this  Bill 
to  leave  the  question  of  education  exactly 
wbere  this  Bill  leaves  it  ?  Do  they  regard 
themselves  as  pledged  in  honour  to  it  ? 
I  do  not  believe  they  do.  I  think  they 
wmld  be  mad  if  they  gave  any  such 
pledge.  But  other  Gentlemen  give  no 
«aeh  pledge,  and  if  they  expect  to  have 
tn  opportunity  of  remodelling  it  in 
their  own  interest,  where,  I  ask,  is  the 
dement  of  settlement  which  we  all  desiie 
to  find  in  these  terms  ?  I  turn  from  the 
vinous  classes  which  I  have  ventured  to 
«mmerate,  and  I  ask  what  is  the  position 

oi  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and 

tlwMe  most  eminent  and  distinguished 

pieUtes   who    have   worked   with   him 

*nd  who  agree  with  him.    The  Govern- 

me&t  know  much  more  about  this  than 

I  do.    They    probably    know    exactly 

kow  they  stand  with  the  Archbishop. 

1  eonfera  I  do  not  know.    We  had  a 

Ittig  correspondence  published  the  other 

i^j\  and,   like  a  well-managed  serial 

«^,  it  stopped  just  at  the  interesting 

point    The    last    published    letter    of 

vUek  we  have  been  put  in  possession 

i«  (me  from  the  Archbishop,  in  which  it 

^^NQs  to  begin  to  dawn  upon  him  that 

tte  Bill  contains  provisions  which  make 

^  TiHerly  tmpalatable  to  himself  and 

«« frieada,    I  cannot  read  this  in  any 

'^  way.  '  He  mentions  certain  points 


^^  is  becAuse  these  are  not  mere  Incidental 
™»ciil  detaflg,  hot  inherent  elements  in  the 
'^yyg  of  a  bftkaoed  settlement,  that  I  have 
j*(*|^koiit  mlkde  my  assent  to  the  general  plan 
JV •ettleaent  depend  vpon  such  conditions 
"*^  utiifactory." 

»•«  know  nothing  as  to  whether  the 
^Un»bp  is  satisfied  with  these  in- 
^t  elements  in  a  balanced  settlement 


An  HON.  MEMBER  :  No. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOURl :  Well,  we  have 
not  had  the  letter  in  which  he  says  it 
is  not  paralysed.  I  should  very  much 
like  to  hear  how  that  stands,  and  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
glad  to  tell  us.  I  was  startled  to  hear 
on  good  authority  that  the  Bishop  of 
London,  whose  name  has  appeared  in 
the  very  forefront  of  all  those  who  desire 
a  settlement — that  his  opinion  is  against 
the  Bin  as  it  stands  and  that  he  will  vote 
against  its  Second  Reading.  How  does 
the  Government  stand  ?  At  what  point 
are  these  negotiations  deficient,  and  how 
far  are  the  parties  committed,  not  merely 
to  the  Bill  of  the  Grovemment,  but  to 
this  Bill  being  regarded  as  permanent  ? 
And,  in  this  connection,  I  very  earnestly 
ask  one  quite  precise  and  specific  question 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  If  this  is  a  treaty 
between  any  two  parties  at  all,  the  high 
contracting  parties  are  the  Government 
on  one  side  and  the  Archbishop  and 
certain  other  members  of  the  episcopal 
bench  on  the  other.  Do  the  Government 
conceive  that  the  Archbishop  is  bound 
in  honour  if  this  Bill  passes  to  withhold 
his  encouragement,  indeed,  to  discourage, 
any  later  attempt  by  which  perhaps 
another  Government,  with  a  difEerent 
balance  of  parties  in  this  ^ouse,  might 
seek  to  place  all  sects,  all  denominations, 
upon  a  precisely  level  and  equal  basis  ? 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  would  ever  be 
possible  to  carry  out  what  I  conceive 
to  be  the  real  solution  of  the  education 
difiiculty,  but  if  it  is  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  Government  consider  that 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  by  giving 
his  adhesio^  to  this  compromise,  the 
terms  of  which  he  does  not,  of  course, 

like  any  more  than  the  other  parties 

to  the  compromise;  is  bound  to   resist 

any  such  further  reform  of  our  educaticnii 
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system.    I   do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  will  answer  me 
across  the  floor  now  or  prefer  to  wait 
till  he  speaks.    But  supposing  that  the 
answer  is,  as  I  conceive  it  must  be,  that 
the  Archbishop  is  at  liberty  to-morrow 
or  the  day  after,  or  after  the  next  general 
election,  or  whenever  you  like — at   th^ 
earliest  possible  moment — to  try,  if  this 
Bill  passes,  to  amend  it  by  the  terms  of 
this  compact.    If  he  is  not  bound,  may 
I  ask  whether  in  this  agreement  between 
two    contracting   parties    there    is    the 
smallest  hope  or  prospect  of  a  perman- 
ency ?    I  think  it  is  a  most  imhappy 
condition  of  things,  most  obscure  and 
difficult  as  regards  this  arrangement  as 
considered  from  the  point  of  view  of 
a  treaty.    Perhaps  you  will  say  :  "  After 
all,  this  is  not  a  treaty.    It  is  an  arrange- 
ment which,  if  we  can  only  get  it  through 
by  Parliamentary  pressure  or  otherwise, 
has  in  it  such  necessary  elements  of 
stability  that,  though  there  is  grumbling 
now  on  the    part  of    Nonconformists, 
of  the  Church,  and  of  Roman  Catholics, 
practically,  when  you  have  got  the  new 
system  working  every  one  will  acquiesce 
in  it."     That  may  be  said.     Does  any- 
body really  say  it;  does  anybody  really 
think  it  ?     I  have  referred  to  the  feelings 
of     the    great    Nonconformist    bodies, 
politicians,  clergy,  and  leaders  in  that 
particular  school  of  educational  thought, 
and  I  will  not  refer  to  them  further. 
But  consider  the  feelings  of  Churchmen. 
I  do  not  ask  you  to  say  that  those  feel- 
ings are  justified,  but  to  consider  what 
they  must  be,  and  whether  an  arrange- 
ment which,  starting  imder  the  shadow 
of  such  feelings,  can  have  in  it  the  ele- 
ments of  a   settlement.     Now,  just   see 
what  you  are  doing  in  the  matter  of 
transfers.    I   am   told   that  since    1902 
over  £1,000,000  sterling  has  been  sub- 
scribed   by    Churchmen    for    voluntary 
schools   in    this   country.    I   leave    out 
the  Roman  Catholics  and  other  denom- 
inations.   We  all  know  that  there  are 
cases    in    which    the    local    authority, 
perhaps  a   hostile   local  authority,   has 
required  most  costly  and  difficult  changes 
to   be   carried   out  in   some   voluntary 
schools.    Churchmen     in    the     district 
have,    at    immense    personal    sacrifice, 
raised  the  necessary  funds,  have  made 
the  necessary  alterations,  and  acquiesced 
in    the,     perhaps,     most     imreasonable 
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demands  of  the  local  authority.     I  asl 
hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    what    theii 
feelings  would  be,  and  appeal  to  then 
quite  uncontroversially,  as  men  of  th« 
world   who   understand   human   beings, 
to  say  what  they  would  think  if  money 
raised  at  the  bidding  of  the  local  authority 
and  of  the  bishops  and    archbishops  in 
this  way,  is  suddenly  confiscated  by  the 
local  authority  itself  and   put  into  its 
own    pockets.     I    appeal    to    the    hon. 
Member  for  Morley,  whether  the  Oiurrb 
be  right  or  wrong,  whether,  while  hnmas 
beings  are  what  they  are,  it  would  not 
be  regarded  as  a  most  bitter  injustice. 
It  b  quite  true  that  in  the  opinion  of 
some  persons,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Archbishop,  there     are    general    advan- 
tages to  the  cause  of  religion  and  that 
form    of    Christianity    taught    by    the 
Church  of  England  which  make  up  for 
these    local    injustices,    great    as    thej 
unquestionably  are.     But   my  point  is, 
not  what   is  good   for  the   Church  of 
England  as  balanced,  but  that  yoa  are 
starting  your  so-called  compromise  by 
raising  so  enormous  a  feeling  of  grievance 
among  some  of  those  who  may  be  com* 
mitted   to   it   that  you   cannot   expect 
them  to  acquiesce,  and  that  they  will 
not  acquiesce.    I  go  from  the  subscriben 
to  voluntary  schools,  who  are  not  always 
large    subscribers,    to    the    parents.    I 
again  appeal  to  the  hon.   Member  for 
Morley  to  put  himself  in  the  position  of 
the  parent  of  a  child  who  has  subscribed 
in  quite  recent  years  to  a  school,  becaiue 
that  school  is  going  to  teach  the  denonu- 
national  religion   in   which   he  beliem 
and   which   is  going  to  belong  to  his 
denomination.    The  Bill  passes  and  the 
school  is  transferred  to  the  local  authoritr. 
He  finds  that  so  far  from  the  denomi- 
nation   to   which    he    belongs   and  for 
which    he    has    subscribed    having  any 
special  position  in  that  school  it  ii  a^ 
a    special    disadvantage.    The  chiH  of 
the  parent  who  does  not  want  denomi- 
national   education     finds     eveijthing 
arranged    for    him.    He    has    to   p*/ 
nothing;      the  headmaster  may  teach 
him  ;  all  the  best  rooms  of  the  school  are 
at  his  disposal.    The   parent  who  has 
subscribed  to  the  making  of  that  achool 
has  to  go  through  formularies  before  he 
is  allowed  to  have  his  child  tan^bt  the 
religion   of  the   people   who  ntfil*  ^^^ 
school.    When  the  religion  is  being  U«g^ 
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ium  he  is  given  some  perfectly  insufficient 
Accommodation.     He  has  the  knowledge 
that  the  State  has  put  its  imprimatur 
on  this  new  form  of  State  religion.     He  is 
aware  that  the  headmaster  is  not,  or 
ultimately  will  not  be  allowed  to  teach 
him  religion,  and  that  he  is  under  a 
stigma,  and  he  is  told  that  he  has  to  pay 
far  what  religious  teaching  he  wants  in 
the  school  that  he  has  built,  while  his 
nei^bour's  child  has  the  religious  teach- 
mg  he  wants  without  any  payment  for 
it  at  alL    That  really  does  not  exhaust 
the  hardship  which  will  be  felt  by  these 
people,  because  you  have  taken  care  that, 
while  making  them  pay  for  their  religious 
iostniction,  not  one  penny  that  they  do 
pay  is  to  go  into  the  pocket  of  the  man  who 
gives  it.    Of  course,  the  local  authorities 
will  give  the  same  salaries  to  every  teacher 
o!  equal  grade  in  the  school,  whether  he 
Tolonteers  to  teach  denominational  re- 
ligion or  is  asked  to  give  Cowper-Temple 
teaching.     The  parent  pays  the  education 
aathority — the    representatives    of    the 
ratepayers.     So  that  the  man  who  helped 
to  buUd  the  school  is  not  only  in  the 
inferior  position  described  by  the  Bill, 
bat  has  got  to  help  his  Cowper-Temple 
neighbour  by  lessening  his  rates  in  pay- 
ment for  his  own  denominational  teaching. 
There  may  well  be  an  answer  to  that,  but 
does  not  everybody  know  that  that  state 
of  things  nmst  produce  inamense  bitter- 
ness of  feeling  among  the  people  whom 
you  want  to  accept  this  as  a  final  settle- 
ment ?     I  am  quite  sure  that  they  will 
not  be  placated  by  the  extraordinary 
statement  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  who  seems  to  think  you 
may  divide  a  trust  into  two  in    some 
extraordinary  manner.    If  a  man  gives 
£10,000  for  education  to  be  given  in  a 
particular  way,  you  cut  it  into  a  bigger 
and  a  smaller  half,  and  say  :    "  We  take 
the  bigger  half.    It  is  true  that  you  gave 
the  whole  £10,000,  thin  king  that  the  educa- 
tion was  to  be  denominational,  but  the 
denominational  part  of  £10,000  is  only 
£1,500.    We  give  you  that  back  and  keep 
the  £8,500  ourselves."     That  may  be  bad 
l*w;   I  am  sure  it  is  bad  equity;    but 
whether  it  is  good  or  bad  law,  it  will  pro- 
dnce  an  extroardinary  feeling  of  soreness 
»mong  the  great  body  of  clergy  and  laity. 
*^the  Government  consider  that,  by  their 
wntracting-out,  they  are  doing  anything 
Jn  the  world  except  sowing  the  seeds  of 


fresh  difficulties  in  the  immediate  future 
and  making  it  necessary  that  the  whole 
scheme  should  be  revised,  and,  by  that 
fact,  destroying  all  hope  of  a  settlement 
on  which  we  are  all  asked  to  accept  a  Bill 
of  which  none  of  us  approve  ?  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Government  think  they 
do  with  regard  to  the  money  arrangementst 
They  have  not  told  us  whether  they  are 
to  be  modified  in  Committee,  but  surely 
it  is  relatively  immaterial.    I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  denominationalists  of  this 
country  will  ever  be  content  with  a  system 
of  contracting-out.    I  think  it  is  possible 
that  here  and  there  an  Anglican  school 
in  a  special  position  or  which  wishes  to 
have  a  special  clientele  might  welcome 
the  arrangement.     But  it  is  quite  im- 
possible that  either  the  great  body  of 
Anglicans  or  Roman  Catholics  will  either 
desire  to  be  divorced  from  the  national 
system  or  to  be  asked  to  be  content  with  a 
fixed  Parliamentary  grant  in  these  days 
when  education  is  increasing  in  cost  from, 
I  might  almost  say,  week  to  week.    I  am 
not  going  to  argue  the  special  estimates 
of  the  Roman  Catholics.    I  leave  all  those 
details  on  one  side.      I  am  asking  the 
House  to  consider  the  bigger  questions. 
But  I  would  remind  the  House  of  the 
preroration  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
in  the  speech  he  made  last  night.     He 
asked  the  House  to  pass  this  Bill  in  order 
to  get  the  religious  difficulty  out  of  the 
way    and    thus    free  the    energies    of 
educational    reformers    to    deal    with 
a   long   catalogue    of  important   ques- 
tions   which    he    declared    quite    truly 
demand    their    immediate      attention. 
I  would  remind  him  of  what  three  of 
those    great   educational   interests    are. 
One  of  them  is  that  the  quaUfication  of 
teachers  should  be  raised.    Another  is 
that  smaller  classes  should  be  adopted 
in  all  our  elementary  schools ;    and  the 
third  is  that  improved  buildings  should  be 
provided.    Now    did    it    occur   to    the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that,  while  he 
and  his  friends  are  gaily  setting  to  work 
freed  from  the  pre-occupation  of  dealing 
with  the  religious  difficulty,  there  may  be 
other  persons  interested   in   education , 
like  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  may  be 
just  as  anxious  for  the  great  reforms  of 
which  he  spoke  as  he  is  ?    Did  it  further 
occur  to  him  that  all  these  reforms  are  in 
their  essence  and  nature  of  the  most 
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costly  description  ?  Did  he  remember 
tliat  you  cannot  raise  the  qualifications 
of  the  teacher,  that  you  cannot  make  big 
classes  into  small  classes,  and  that  you 
cannot  make  indifferent  buildings  into 
good  buildings  without  an  enormous 
expediture  of  money ;  and  where  did  he 
think  that  expenditure  of  money  is  to 
come  from  ?  Is  it  not  manifest  and  plain 
on  the  face  of  it  that,  if  you  carry  it  out, 
all  the  schools  which  contract-out,  except 
the  rich  and  exceptional  schools  partly 
supported  by  large  fees  and  endowments, 
all  the  ordinary  schools,  especially  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools,  because  they 
affect  the  poorest  of  the  population,  will 
be  left  behind  in  this  reforming  race 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
desires  to  run  ?  While  he  is  adding  to 
the  qualifications  of  teachers,  improving 
buildings,  and  making  classes  smaller, 
their  buildings  will  remain  the  same, 
their  teachers  will  remain  the  same, 
and  their  classes  will  remain  unchanged. 
The  difference,  which  will  immediately 
arise  between  schools  which  have  rates 
and  taxes  behind  them  and  schools  which 
have  only  taxes  behind  them  will  be  an 
enormous  difference,  and  what  is  more» 
it  will  be  a  growing  difference.  It  is  a 
difference  which  would  be  aggravated 
from  year  to  year.  I  do  not  see  how 
jovi  are  to  get  over  it,  and  I  do  not  believe 
mere  money  can  get  over  it.  It  is 
possible  that,  if  the  Government  have  the 
mines  of  Eldorado  behind  them,  they 
may  find  a  contribution  from  the  tax- 
payer to  these  denominational  schools  so 
great  that  they  might  be  bribed,  as  it 
were,  into  acquiescence  in  their  severance 
from  the  general  national  system  of 
education.  But  I  doubt  it,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  in  any  case  you  will  be 
able  to  find  the  money  or,  if  you  do, 
that  you  can  possibly  employ  it  without 
creating  the  grossest  inequality,  not 
merely  between  school  and  school,  but 
between  district  and  district.  Therefore 
I  confess  that  it  seems  to  me  that, 
if  there  were  no  other  blot  in  this  Bill,  if 
there  were  no  other  ground  for  thinking 
that  it  did  not  embody  within  its  four 
comers  the  elements  of  a  permanent 
settlement,  those  difficulties  would  emerge 
in  the  contracting-out  clauses  in  a  form 
so  aggravated  and  so  violent  that  we 
must  all  of  us  abandon  the  hope  that, 
if  we  pass  this  Bil],^we  have  dismissed  the 
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problem  of  elementary  education  for  more 
than  a  few  months    or   a    few    years. 
Whether  you  survey  the  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  establishment  of  a 
contract  between  the  various  interested 
parties  or  whether  you  consider  the  nature 
and  the  value  of  the  settlement  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  sentiment  which   it 
IS  going  to  arouse  in  the  different  classes 
of  the  population,  or  whether  you  regard 
it  from  the  educational  point  of  view 
and  from  the  point  of  view   of  those 
who  you  admit  must  have  special  denomi- 
national facilities,  I  am  reluctantly  driven 
to  the  conclusion  that  in  this  direction 
and  in  this  issue  peace  is  not  to  be  found. 
I  think  it  is  a  deplorable   conclusion. 
Nobody  more  deeply  regrets  it  than  I  do, 
but  I  have  attempted  to  deal  with  it 
perfectly  candidly   and   clearly,   and  I 
think  that  those  who  most  differ  from  me 
will  admit  that  I  have  not  used  one  single 
argument  which  may  be  described  &$ 
other  than  going  honestly  and  straight 
to  the  very  centre  of  our   difficulties. 
I  should  consider  myself  as   paHering 
with  the  truth   and  as   deceiving  the 
House,  who  at  all  events  have  a  right 
in  this  matter  to  have  my  innermost 
thoughts,  if  I  pretended  to  find  in  this 
more  than  what  I  do  honestly  find— 
that  is,  a  sincere  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  to  see  a  way  out  ot  the 
difficulty.      I  am  sure  the  dovemmeot 
have  done  their  best,  and  I  am  sure  the 
bishops  have   done  their   best  to  find 
some  way  out.     I  do  not  know  what 
has    passed    between    the    Govenuncnt 
and  the  Nonconformist  divines.    I  only 
imperfectly  know  what  has  passed  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Anglicssn 
divines  ;  but  I  am  perfectly  ready,  indeed 
anxious,  to  admit  that  all  the  parties  to 
this   so-called   arrangement   have  done 
their  best  to  find  some  way  of  settling 
these  difficulties.    They  have,  as  I  think» 
failed.     They  have  failed,  not  from  want 
of  good  will,  but  from  want  of  an  appre- 
ciation of  what  I  think  is  the  core  of  this 
problem,  the  central  principle  to  which 
everybody  must  strive,  if  they  are  not 
content  with  the  historic  compromiws 
of  1870  or  1902.    If  vou  dislike  mv  word, 
I  will  choose  yours — the  historic  arrange- 
ments of  1870  and  1902.    When  I  jw^ 
now    observed    parenthetically   that  I 
thought  equality  of  treatment  between 
the  different  denominations  was  the  oolr 
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iltimate  solution  of  this  problem,  an  lion. 
Gentleman   below  tbe    gangway   inter- 
nzpted  me  and  said  ;    "  How  about  tbe 
Art  of  1902  ?  "    I  never  pretended  in 
ISM,  and  I  have  never  pretended  since 
IK^  that  the  inherent  illogicalities  and, 
if  Tou  will,  the  injustices  of  the  Act  of 
1870  were  more  than  mitigated  by  the 
Act  of  1902.    I  entirely  agree  that,  if  you 
kx^  on  the  one  side  at  the  single-school 
aitt  in  the  country  or  if  you  look  on  the 
fltkr  at  those  vast  urban  districts  in 
wiuch  there  is  not  a  single  school  where 
denominational  teaching  can  be  given, 
on  whichever  side  of  the  picture  you  look 
jwi  may  say  with  absolute  justice, "  Here 
»  ML  anomalous  state  of  things,  which 
nay  well  require  remedy."    But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  interrupted  me  must  be 
iirve  that  in  this  world  you  must  do  one 
of  two  things.    You  must  build  on  an 
liistoric  foundation  or  you  must  try  to 
work  on  fundamental  principles.    The 
Act  of  1870  itself  was  only  justifiable  on 
iistoric  grounds.    The  Act  of  1902,  in  so 
iu  as  it  dealt  with  religion,  also  was 
Used  upon  historic  grounds,  and  could 
W  justified  upon  no  other  ground,  and 
Lever  was  justified  upon  any  other.    If 
y<itt  are  going  to  abandon  the  historic 
p^mnd,  as  you  are  going  to  do  in  this  Bill ; 
iiyou  are  going  to  say  to  the  Noncon- 
iomists,  "You  must  admit  denomina- 
tional teaching  in  everyone  of  what  used 
to  be  called  council  schools  "  ;  if  you  are 
f^iog  to  turn  to  the  Church  on  the  other 
nde  and  say,  "  You  must  give  up  all  the 
Wldmgs  for  which  you  have  sacrificed 
»  much  "  ;    if  you  are  going  to  turn  to 
tke  Roman  Catholics  and  say,  "  We  shall 
w  longer  allow  you  to  carry  out  de- 
wtninational  teaching  except  under  con- 
toions  which  will  make  your  schools  a 
W-word  in  education,  and  will  separate 
y^whopelessly  from  the  national  system  "; 
y^  arc  cutting  yourselves  adrift  from 
^'^^iition,  and  I  believe  you  will  only 
^  a  safe  anchorage  by  trying  to  go  to 
^    principles.    The     first     principle 
»  tiiat  we   should   try    to    devise    a 
^^ioae    which     should     treat     every 
**n,  Nonconformist,    Church    of    Eng- 
*J»d,  Boman    Catholic,    be    he    what 
■*  Dwy,   as    nearly    on    an    equality 
**  the  imperfections  of  this  imperfect 
y^  win  allow.    It  is  because   you 
«^  wiused  to  go  that  length  in  this  Bill 
w  you   find  yourselves    in   all    the 


difficulties  which  surroimd  you — difficul- 
ties which  are  predestined  to  bring  this, 
question  again  to  the  front  in  a  very 
diort  time.  But  you  will  say  to  me : 
"  Why  should  this  logical  and  sym- 
metrical system  which  you  propose  be 
more  permanent  than  the  imperfect 
solution  ofEered  by  the  Government  or 
the  other  imperfect  solutions  which  have 
preceded  it  ?  "  The  reason  is  that,  if 
you  do  put  everybody  on  an  equality, 
you  will  have  established  a  system  which 
commends  itself  to  every  man  who  tries 
to  consider  this  thing  in  the  daylight 
of  modem  toleration.  Every  man  who 
refuses  to  accept  equality  puts  himself 
out  of  Court,  and  his  claim  will  never 
be  listened  to.  Therefore,  I  say  until 
you  have  got  that  equality  you  wiD 
never  have  full,  perfect,  complete,  and 
secure  peace  in  this  country.  The 
(Jovemment  themselves  will  not  pretend 
that  this  Bill  gives  equality.  It  estab- 
lishes, rightly  or  wrongly,  but  it  does 
establish  out  of  public  funds  a  new 
religion  or  a  new  way  of  looking  at 
religious  truths  and  of  teaching  these 
truths.  It  ostracises  by  comparison  every 
other  way  of  looking  at  religious  truths^ 
and  so  long  as  that  disparity  exists 
your  so-called  arrangement  is  destined 
to  crumble  within  the  lifetime  of  every 
man  to  whom  I  am  now  speaking.  It 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  would  earnestly 
beg  the  Government  to  reconsider  the 
whole  method  with  which  they  approach 
this  question.  I  do  not  believe  that 
my  plan  would  be  particularly  favour- 
ably received  by  many  friends  of  my 
own.  It  involves  giving  up  the  Church 
schools,  just  as  it  involves  giving  up 
the  council  schools.  It  involves  one 
single  system,  in  which  everybody  would 
be  treated  alike.  But  there  is  no  un-. 
popularity  I  would  not  be  prepared  to- 
imdergo  in  supporting  the  Government 
in  a  scheme  which  tried  at  all  events 
to  give  to  the  parents  of  this  coimtry 
the  kind  of  education  which  they  desire 
for  their  children.  We  believe  that  this 
House  has  no  business  to  inquire  whether 
the  parents  of  the  children  are  right  or 
wrong,  wise  or  unwise.  There  are  manjr 
people  who  think  that  in  their  own 
hearts  the  parents  prefer  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  to  Church  teaching  or  any 
other  form  of  teaching.  If  this  is  so,. 
I  am  content  to  abide  by  the  result* 
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But  the  only  principle  which  can  really 
stand  examination,  which  can  be  defended 
on  every  platform,  which  would  hold 
-water,  which  would  withstand  criticism, 
-which  is  in  accordance  with  all  that  is 
best  in  modem  ideas  as  well  as  in  ancient 
traditions,  is  the  idea  of  religious  equality, 
not  the  spurious  form  of  religious  equality 
-which  the  Grovemment  have  endeavoured 
to  introduce  in  this  Bill.  I  congratulate 
the  Grove:  mnent  upon  the  spirit  that 
they  have  shown  on  this  question.  I 
•do  so  quite  honestly  and  sincerely ; 
And  I  do  not  associate  myself  with  those 
who  have  criticised  the  members  of 
the  episcopal  bench  who  have  perhaps 
lent  themselves  occasionally  rather  rashly 
to  the  soft  wiles  of  the  Minister  for 
Education.  I  believe  the  motives  of 
aU  concerned  have  been  high  motives 
and  good  motives ;  but  if  I  am  asked 
whether,  s^.ort  of  the  panacea  which 
I  have  proposed,  there  is  in  my  judgment 
any  hope  of  a  settlement  of  this  question 
to  be  derived  from  anything  which  this 
House  can  do,  I  have  in  all  truth,  in 
all  sincerity,  and  with  great  sorrow,  to 
admit  that  that  is  not  my  conviction. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  I  gladly  ac- 
laiowledge  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  speech  which  he  has  made  has 
completely  fulfilled  the  intention  which 
he  announced  at  the  outset  of  avoiding 
any  manifestation  either  of  the  spirit  of 
acerbity  or  of  the  language  of  provoca- 
tion. But  none  the  less  I  confess  to  a 
sense  of  profound  disappointment  at  the 
conclusion  to  which  he  has  felt  himself 
compeUed  to  arrive.  I  should  have  been 
•quite  content,  were  it  not  out  of  respect 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  have  left 
the  case  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill  as  it  was  presented  with  extraordinary 
lucidity  and  persuasiveness  last  night  by 
my  right  hon.  friend  and  colleague  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education,  to 
^hose  tact  and  judgment  and  moderation 
and  fine  temper  it  is  largely,  and  so  far  as 
the  Government  is  concerned,  I  may  say 
mainly,  indeed  exclusively,  due  that  we 
are  able  to  submit  these  proposals  to  the 
House.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said,  and  said  with  truth,  the  debate 
upon  a  proposal  of  this  kind  necessarily 
cannot  be  cast  in  the  dialectical  mode  of 
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our  ordinary    party  conflicts.     I   agree 
with  him  that  thb  is  not  a  measure  which 
either  the  Government  or  any  other  party 
in  any  quarter  of  the  House,  if  they  were 
acting  upon  their  own  initiative,  and  if 
they    were    putting    forward    proposals 
which  they  believed  would  attain  their 
own  ideals,   would  have    subnutted  to 
Parliament.    And  he,  if  I  may  venture 
to  say  so,  quite  rightly  and  quite  logically 
has  approached  the  question  from  the 
only  point  of  view  which  is  relevant  to  a 
measure  submitted  imder   these  condi- 
tions— ^namely,  not  from  the  point  of  view 
of  whether  it  is  ideally  the  best  solution 
of    a    difficult    political    problem,    but 
whether  it  does  contain  the  elements  of 
a  reasonable  and  workable    settlement. 
Upon  that  point  there  are,  I  think,  two 
questions  which  every  one  in  the  House 
must,  ask  himself.    The  first   question, 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
dealt  very  lightly,  though  I  may  assume 
he  would  have  answered  it  in  the  afltona- 
tive,  is  this — whether  the  time  has  not 
come  when,  in  the  interests  of  all  parties, 
and  above  all  of  that  section  of  the  com- 
munity so  much  talked  about  but  often 
so  little  regarded  in  this  great  controversy 
— namely,    the   children    of    England — 
whether  the  time  has  not  come  when 
something  in  the  nature  of  an  agreed 
settlement  is  not  only  politic  but  abso- 
lutely necessary  ?     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  a  great  deal  about  the 
precariousness  and  the   short   duration 
of  any  settlement  that  is  likely  to  be 
attained  upon  the  lines  here  proposed. 
Let  us  look  back  for  a  moment  upon  the 
past.    Look  back  to  the  Act  of  1870.    I 
am    stating,    not    a    matter    which    '\b 
capable  of  controversy,  but  a  matter  of 
universal  acknowledgment  among  those 
who     are     acquainted     with     history, 
when   I   say   that   the    Act   of      1870 
embodied  a  compromise,   and  a  com- 
promise which  was  heartily  disliked  both 
upon  one  side  and  upon  the  other.    It 
was  not  liked  by  those  who  represented 
the  Church  of  England  in  those  days, 
because,  side  by  side  with  a  voluntary 
svstem  to  which  thev  had  made  by  far 
the    greatest    contribution    of   any   de* 
nomination   in   this  countrv,   thev  ^^ 
set  up  a  system  of  school  boards,  and  \n 
the    schools    provided    by    the    school 
boards  under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause 
sectarian    teaching   at   the   expense   of 
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the  rates  was  excluded  altogether.    It 
wu  equally   disliked   by  the   Noncon- 
bnaJBts;     and  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  bistoncal   fact   better   attested   in 
oar  electoral  history  than  that  it  was 
largely  due  to   the   resentment  of  the 
Nonconformists  at  what  they  conceived 
to  be  their  betrayal  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party  at  that  day,  that  the  great 
d^eat  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  1874  was  due. 
Well,  there  was  a  settlement,  or  a  com- 
ptomise   rather — I    will   not    call    it    a 
settlement — ^which  started  with  just  the 
«me   drawbacks    and    disadvantages — 
more    accentuated,     more    acute,     and 
modi  more  inflamed  in  point  of  passion 
and  temper — as    the    proposals    which 
the  Oovemment  is  now  submitting  to 
tke  House.     But  what  was  the  result  ? 
1  am  not  eicaggerating  when  I  say  that 
far  twenty  years  it  produced  something 
ia  tiie  nature  of  educational  peace.    It 
bnmg^t  about  a  co-operation,  nowhere 
more    remarkably    exhibited    than    in 
4e  School  Board  for  London,  between 
Nonconformists  and  Churchmen  working 
together,  in  which  they  combined  their 
t&eigies    and    sank    their    difEerences, 
ttd  as  fair  as   possible  helped  to  pro- 
mote the  development  of  the  educational 
mterests  of  the  children.    If  that  took 
piaee  in    1870    under    conditions   such 
«B  I  have  described,  are  we  too  sanguine 
—are  we  the  victims  of  an  untenable 
tad  unjustifiable  credulity — if  we  suggest 
that  to-day  people,  none  of  wh6m  in 
themselves   and   by  themselves,   would 
Uve  selected  this  particular  via  media 
that  we  are  submitting  to  the  House,  may, 
irking  in  the  same  spirit,  and  with 
the  same  honest  desire   for  peace  and 
far  educational  efficiency,  attain,  at  any 
ttte,   another    truce    which    may    last 
perhaps  an  equally  long  time  ?     Because 
^t  has  been  the  history  of  the  last 
^  years  ?    I    will    not    go    into    the 
fiertion  of  how  it  was,  both  upon  one 
«de  and  upon  the  other,  that  in  the 
«<wirBe  of  time  defects  In  the  settlement 
^  1870  developed  themselves  and  became 
owe  and  moie  apparent,  were  felt  more 
*fid  more  acutely,  and  produced  on  the 
<»e  side  the  Nonconformist  discontent 
•*  the  condition   of  things  prevailing, 
Particularly  in   the   rural   schools,    and 
^  discontent  on  the  part  of  Churchmen 
tt  regard  to  the  state  of  things  in  par- 
***^^  which   prevailed   in    the    urban 

VOLCXCVII.    [Fourth  Series.] 


districts.    The    fact    is,    whatever    be 
its  historical  explanation,  we  have  now 
been  sufEering,  for  more  than  ten  years, 
from  a  condition  of  educational  warfare. 
There  was  the  Bill  of  1896,   the   Act   of 
1897,  the  Act  of  1902,  and  all  the   tur- 
moil and  controversy  which  has  gone 
on   in    connection   with   the   successive 
Bills    which    the    present    Government 
have  introduced ;  and,  after  twenty  years 
of    comparative    peace,    we    have    had 
twelve  or  thirteen  years  of  imsettlement, 
warfare,    turbulence,    and   no    progress- 
Would  it  not  be  the  duty  of  any  respQn- 
sible    Government — I    do    not    care   .^o 
what    party    they    belonged,    or    what 
their  educational  tendencies  and  desires 
might    be — to    try    and    devise    some 
means  by  which  another  truce  could  be 
arrived  at,  a  fresh  period  of  educational 
peace    entered    upon,    and    the    whole 
energies  of  the  persons  engaged  in  this 
great    domain    of    social     and     philan- 
thropic    activities     concentrated,     not 
upon    the    points    upon    which    they 
differed  but  upon  the  points  upon  which 
they  ought  to  be  at  one  ?    That,  at  all 
events,  appeared  to  me,  long  before  I 
held  my  present  office,  but  particularly 
since  I  held  it,  to  be  the  first  object  which 
any  Government  of  this  country  ou^t 
to  aim  at.    We  may  fail.     Well,  I  would 
rather  fail  in  the  attempt  to  obtain  peace 
on  reasonable  terms  than  not  to  have  made 
the  attempt  at  all.    This  is  not  an  occasion 
on  which  we  desire  to  draw  the  ordinary 
weapons    of   party   warfare.     I    believe 
there  is  an  honest  desire  on  both  sides  of 
the  House — nowhere  more  clearly  mani- 
fested than  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — to   devise   a    way.    But   I 
quite  agree  that  that  does  not  exonerate 
me  and  my  colleagues  from  the  obligation 
to  show  that  in  the  proposal  which,  under 
very   unusual   conditions,   we   are   sub- 
mitting to  the  House  there  is  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  attaining  such  a  settlement. 
What  are  the  conditions  ?    Surely  I  shall 
carry  everybody  with  me  when  I  say  that 
the  conditions  of   a  durable   settlement 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind  are  that  uponb  th 
sides  there  should  be  a  surrender  of  what 
is  secondary  and  subordinate,  without 
any   sacrifice   of  what  is  primary   and 
fundamental.    I  quite  agree  that  ur.le8s 
the  settlement — I  do  not  say  in  all  its 
details,  but  in  its  broad  and  general  out- 
lines— conforms  to  that  condition,  it  is 
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not  one  which  should  be  pressed  upon 
Parliament,  and  which  Parliament  should 
be  asked  to  accept.  What  are  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  objections  to  the  pro- 
posals which  we  have  brought  forward  ? 
In  the  first  place  he  says — ^Who  are  the 
parties  to  your  agreement ;  are  they 
plenipotentiaries ;  have  they  power  to 
bind  those  in  the  country  whom  they 
assume  to  represent ;  and  are  they  really 
at  one  ?  I  think  that  is  a  miscon- 
ception of  the  situation.  This  Bill  is  not 
put  forward  as  a  request  to  Parliament 
to  ratify  an  already  concluded  treaty 
between  sovereign  powers ;  nothing  of 
the  kind.  What  happened  was  this,  that 
the  Government,  through  informal  com- 
munications with  the  representatives  of 
Nonconformity  on  the  one  hand,  with 
the  highest  authorities  in  the  Anglican 
Church  upon  the  other,  and  with  some 
communications — not  so  frequent  and 
continued  as  I  should  have  liked — with 
the  representatives  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Church — the  Government,  without  pre- 
tending for  a  moment  that  these  various 
parties  had  entered  into  a  deed  or  agree- 
ment, signed,  sealed,  and  delivered, 
thought  they  had  come  sufficiently  near 
— ^within  a  measurable  and  approximate 
distance  of  one  another — ^so  that  they 
themselves  might  take  the  responsibility 
of  putting  down  on  paper  proposals  which 
they  thought  might  meet  with  general 
agreement,  and  this  Bill  represents  that 
attempt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  think  that  the  Nonconformists  whom 
we  consulted  probably  exceeded  their 
authority  ;  that  the  Bishops,  in  the  course 
which  they  took,  had  no  power  to  bind  the 
clergy;  and  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  altogether  left  out  of  account. 
That  would  be  a  very  relevant  criticism 
if  we  were  putting  forward  this  Bill 
as  an  absolute  concluding  settlement. 
But  the  question  is  whether,  having 
regard  to  all  that  has  passed,  Parlia- 
ment may  not  itself  say  :  "  These  people 
ought  to  have  agreed,  or,  at  least,  we 
ought  to  lay  down  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  terms  upon  which  the  question 
itt  future  shall  be  settled,  because  the 
points  which  separate  them  are  of  so 
comparatively  small  importance,  and 
the  gap  between  the  one  and  the  other 
is  so  easily  capable  of  being  bridged  by 
bringing  common  sense  to  bear  that 
there  is  really  no  excuse  for  their  not 
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agreeing."    I  would  like  to  say  one  -word 
about  the  Roman  Catholics.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  used  language  "which. 
I  was  sorry  to  hear.    He  said  this   Bill 
had   been    denoimced   by   those   repre- 
senting the  Roman  Catholic  Church  as 
an  outrage  upon  their  faith.     There   is 
not   a  Roman   Catholic   in  this   Hoxise 
but  knows  perfectly  well  this  Bill  is  not 
put  forward  in  that  sprit  or  with  that 
intention.     There   is   the   provision    for 
contracting  out.     We    regret      that — I 
think   everyone   regrets   it — and    would 
rather  see  a  universal  national  system 
in  which  every  school  was  subject  to  the 
same   conditions.     The  sy^em  of    con- 
tracting out  proposed   in   this    Bill,  of 
which  it  is  believed  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church    will    largely    take    advantage, 
is  a  system  which  prevails  largely     in 
Scotland.     It  is  a  system  of  which  we 
in  Scotland,  and  I  speak  as  a  Scottish 
Member,   have   never  complained.     We 
are  not  sufficiently  liberally  treated  in 
Scotland,  certainly,  but  that  is  a  point 
for  accommodation  and  adjustment  and 
is  not  a  question  of  principle.     The  sum 
now  actually  paid  out  of  State  grant  in 
respect  of  Roman  Catholic  children  in 
Scotland  is  about  40s.  per  head.    Under 
this  Bill  it  will  be  about  50s.  per  head. 
Therefore,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  tell  us,  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  that  a 
proposal .  of  this  sort  can  be  regarded 
by  Catholics  as  an  outrage  upon  their 
feelings  is,  I  venture  to  say,  an  abuse 
of  Parliamentary  language.     I  pass  to 
what  will  be  gained  by  the  other  two 
parties.    We  have   the   Nonconformist-s 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  Church    of 
England  on  the  other.    Let  me  for  a 
few  minutes  put  down  the  two  sides  of 
the  account,  the  gain  on  the  one  side 
and  the  loss  on  the  other,  as  if  it  were 
a  question  of  debtor  and  creditor,  and 
we  were  constructing  a  balance-sheet. 
What    do    the    Nonconformists  ,  gain  ? 
In  the  first  place,  they  gain  complete 
popular    control    wherever    rate-aid    is 
given  and  untested  teachers.    They  gain, 
in  the  second  place,   complete  prohibi- 
tion of  rate-aid  for  sectarian  teaching. 
In  these  two  things  they  have  gained  iu 
essence  and  in  substance  what  we  pledged 
ourselves  to  obtain.    On  the  other  hand, 
what  does  the  Church  of  England  gain  ? 
The   Church   of   England,   in   the  first 
place,   gains   the   thing   for   which  her 
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adroeates   in  this  House  have  striven 

ftrenQously  and  persistently  ever  since 

I  have    been    here.    The    Church      of 

England  gains  the  right  to  follow  her 

children  with  her  own  definite,  dogmatic 

teaching  into  the  provided  schools  of  the 

coantiy.     As  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 

Cttiversitv  said  last  night,  the  value  of 

tlut  right  depends  upon  the  use   which 

tiM  Church  of  England  makes  of  it.  But  I 

Teatore  here  strongly  to  protest  against 

the  notion  that  there  is  anything  in  this 

Bin  which  is  intended  to  make  that  right 

^  entry  anything  in  the  nature  of  an 

iDiuory  or  a  nugatory  right.    I  think  a 

fear  was   expressed   that   in    order   to 

eiereise  that  right  clergymen  would  have 

to  go  through  formularies,  and  that  in 

*ome  way  or  another  they  would   be 

fmbarrassed  and  impeded  in  the  exercise 

^  that  right  which  the  law  will    give. 

That  is  not  the  intention.    They  have 

rely  to  write  their  name  on  a  bit  of 

paper  and  the  thing  is  done.    Anything 

ampler  or  more  effective  for  the  purpose 

we,  at  any  rate,  have  not  been  able  to 

•ievise.    If  it  can  be  shown  in  Committee 

that  there   is   anything  in   the   clause 

which  requires   greater  simplicity  and 

fleamess,  we  shall  be  ready  to  consider  it. 

The  onlv   condition    attached   to   this 

right  of  entry — most  offensive  as  it  has 

always  been    regarded,    and    must    be 

Pfifarded,  not  only  by  Nonconformists, 

tet  by  persons   specially  interested  ir 

education,  and  by  none  more  so  than 

the  teachers — the   only   conditions   by 

^Huch  we  propose  to  fetter  its  exercise  are 

the  necessary  safeguards  for  due  order 

ttdthe  proper  conduct  of  the  school. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  himself 

n»  the  published    correspondence    has 

•imittcd,  and  very  properly  admitted, 

that  any  such  right  must  be   granted 

rohject   to    the   necessary  administra- 

^  conditions,     and    those    are    the 

^h  con^i*ion8   that  will  be  imposed, 

^,  what  is  the  other  gain  ?    I  will 

^  here  speak  about  the  head  teacher, 

^Mmgh  that  is  a  point  to  which  great 

™poitance  is  attached,  but  it  is  a  tem- 

Pwwy  arrangement,    and    I   am   now 

vp^Ung  of  permanent   gains.    In   all 

^Kn^e-8chool  areas,  where  the  Church 

*^  to  preserve,    or  to   bring  into 

*^»^ce,  schools    of   her    own    type, 

^'^  the  teacher  will  be  chosen  by 

^^''ibTO  of  the  religious  denomination 


itself,  subject  to  any  tests  they  may  see 
fit  to  impose,  and  where  the  curriculim 
of  the  school  in  regard  to  religious 
teaching  will  be  such  in  all  respects  as 
the  authorities  of  the  Church  in  the 
locality  desire,  she  will  be  able  to  do  so, 
not  at  the  expense  of  the  rates,  but  with 
a  liberal  provision  out  of  the  public 
Exchequer.  There  are  two  considera- 
tions laid  down  in  the  correspondence 
between  the  Archbishop  and  myself 
on  this  point.  The  one  was,  what  I  was 
ready  to  concede,  that  in  the  provision 
made  for  these  schools  they  should  be 
given  •*  a  reasonable  chance,"  I '  think 
was  the  phrase  used,  of  existence.  The 
other  was  a  condition  to  which  the  Arch- 
bishop was  quite  ready  to  subscribe — 
namely,  that  at  the  same  time  a  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  expenses  of  carrying 
on  the  schools  should  be  borne  by  the 
denomination.  I  am  not  going  into  the 
question  now,  because  it  is  a  question  for 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  of 
whether  these  conditions  have  been 
actually  carried  out  in  the  provision 
made  in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill.  We 
believe  that  they  have  been.  But  I  must 
enter  a  passing  protest  against  the 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man just  now  in  his  denunciations  of 
this  part  of  the  Bill.  This  provision  of 
contracting  out  is  not  new.  It  was  pro- 
posed, as  every  one  will  remember,  in  the 
Bill  of  1906.  At  that  time  the  provision 
proposed  to  be  made  for  the  contracting- 
out  schools  was  very  substantially  less 
than  the  provision  which  we  are  pro- 
posing in  this  Bill,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  told  us  on  24th  July, 
1906,  in  the  debate  on  the  con trac ting- 
out  Amendment : 

"  That  a  peaceful  settlement  of  the  question 
was  to  be  found  in  the  direction  of  accepting 
this  Amendment  rather  than  rejecting  it.** 

Having  taken  up  that  attitude  in  1906, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  now 
say  there  was  anything  objectionable 
in  point  of  principle  to  contracting-out. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  All  I  did  was 
to  say  that  I  preferred  the  Amendment 
to  the  Bill.  I  thought  the  Amendment 
improved  the  Bill,  and  that,  as  compared 
with  the  Bill,  it  made  for  peace. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  To  use  the  right 
hon.  (Jentleman's  own  analogy,  he  was 

2  B  2 
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in  the  position  of  the  man  who  was  given 
his  choice  of  being  drowned  or  hanged, 
and  who  said  he  preferred  neither.    We 
.have  reached  the  stage  now  at  which 
we  must,  all  of  us,  make  a  certain  sur- 
render in  matters  of  this  kind.    None 
of  us  can  pursue  exactlj  the  line  he  would 
like  to.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  chose 
the  contracting-out  Amendment  rather 
than  the  Bill  of  1906,  as  being  more  likely 
to  lead  to  peace.    I  have  tried  briefly 
to  summarise  what  I  have  called  the 
balance-sheet    between    Nonconformists 
on  the  one  side,  and  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land on  the  other.    Does  it  not  contain 
the  basis  of  a  reasonable  settlement  ? 
I  must  add,  though  we  are  now  on  Second 
/Reading,  that  an  arrangement  of  this 
kind  is  in  its  nature  of  such  a  character 
that  you  cannot — ^when  you  come  to 
deal  with  its  details  as  we  shall  presently 
in  Committee — treat  it  as  though  each 
part  was  separable  and  independent.  You 
can  very  easily  upset  the  balance,  and 
when  you  have  upset  the  balance  and  de- 
stroyed the  equilibrium'the  whole  thing  is 
gone.    I  say  that,  of  course,  as  the  House 
will  readily  understand,  without  prejudice 
to  the  fullest  right  and  opportunity  for 
discussion  of  the  details  in  Committee 
but  only  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Grovern- 
ment  are  submitting  the  thing  as  a  whole 
in  the  belief  that  each  side  is  giving  up 
a  great  deal,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  each  side  is  receiving  some  sub- 
stantial equivalent.    Surely  after  these 
ten  or  twelve  years  of  tumult  and  con- 
troversy we  may  without  any  sacrifice 
of  honour  or  principle,  either  upon  one 
side  or  upon  the  other,  fitly  bring  to  a 
conclusion  the  labours  of  an  unusually 
arduous    and    exceptionally    combative 
session  by  giving,  with  something  like 
general    consent,    to    the    educational 
system   of  this  country,    for  the   first 
time   for   m»ny  years,   the   chance   of 
a  life  of  real  efficiency  and  peace. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  this 
was  a  question  on  which  they  had  had 
during  the  last  ten  years  a  conflict  of  the 
most  extraordinary  character  among  all 
pirties  in  the  House.  In  the  year  1902, 
he  himself  voted  side  by  side  with  the 
Member  for  Morley  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  against  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  that  year.  In  1906, 
he  found  himself  with  his  colleagues  on 
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these  benches  dividing  against  those  two 
hon.  Members,  who  opposed  the  Act  of 
that  year ;     and  now  in  1908  he  found 
himself  again  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morley  opposing  this  Bill.     He  thought 
one  ought  to  draw  from  these    extra- 
ordinary and   kaleidoscopic    changes  in 
parties  and  individual  Members    of   the 
House  in  the  course  of  these  controversies 
on  the  education  question  the  lesson  that 
it  was  wise  not  to  use  too  bitter  language, 
because  they  might  find  themselves  nejt 
year  side  by  side  with  the  very  men  who 
were  opposing  this  Bill.     They  had  heard 
one  of  the  foremost  champions   of  the 
Church  in  that  House  in  his  zeal  denounc- 
ing the  bishops  of  his  own   Church  as 
having  been  traitors  to  the  cause.     The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for   MaryJebone 
had  declared  his  incapacity  to   foflow  the 
twistings  and  turnings  of  the   episcopal 
mind.     The  hon.  Member  for  North  West 
Manchester  had  declared  that  the  Church- 
men of  Lancashire  would  not  allow  them- 
selves to  be  ridden  down  by  any  body  of 
bishops.  That  was  another  instance  of  the 
extraordinary  effect  of  this  controversy  on 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members.     The  Member 
for  Morley,  in  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  drew  a  terrible  and  lurid  picture 
of  the  consequences  which  would  happen 
to  him  and  to  his  friends  and  to  all  that 
Nonconformists  held   most  dear,  ii  the 
Bill  were  passed  into  law.    H^  said  that 
the  consequence  of  the  admission  of  the 
clergy  to  the  provided  schools   of  the 
county  coimcils  would  be  most  disastrous, 
and  that  the  Nonconformists  of  England 
were  now  called  upon  to  surrender  all 
that  they  had  fought  for  during  the  last 
ten  years,  and  the  worst  and  bitterest 
thing  of  all  was  that  this  surrender  can» 
not  with  a  great  party  defeat,  but  with 
an  unparalleled  party  victory.     His  old 
friend,    Mr.   Hirst   HoUowell,  had  used 
this    extraordinary  language — that    the 
acceptance  of  a  scheme  like  this  wottid 
turn  the  Liberal  Party  into  a  clerical 
party,  and   thus   prepare   the  war  iot 
its    fall  and  obscuration.    Speaking  of 
Clause  4  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  Bill  of 
1906,  a  clause  by  the  way  which  both 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends  helped 
largely  to  wreck,  he  said  that  that  tm* 
fortunate  clause  would  have  made  sec- 
tarian schools  more  sectarian  still,  hut 
the  present  proposals  would  admit  sec- 
tarian creeds  into  nearly  7,000  schools^ 
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which  up  to  this  day  had  been  absolutely 
free  from  sectarian  instruction.  There 
vas  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  these  two 


statements,  and  in  his  opinion,  which 
mi^t  be  of  some  worth,  as  he  had 
followed  this  controversy  as  closely  as 
iny  man  in  that  House,  the  Noncon- 
fonnists  were  asked  under  this  Bill  to 
sitrrender  a  great  deal  more  than  they 
wffe  asked  to  surrender  under  the  BUI 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  In 
regard  to  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of  1906,  it 
WAS  the  hon.  Member  for  Morley  who 
waft  largely  responsible  for  the  destruction 
of  that  provision,  and  who  said  that 
those  for  whom  he  spoke  would  not 
tolerate  its  re-introduction.  That  was 
Qot  the  advice  some  of  them  had  urged 
upon  hon.  Members  wh€n  they  were  in 
cpposition  ;  and  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party  felt  that  if  the  Bill,  as  finally 
ajTeed  upon,  had  been  brought  up  again 
in  January  or  February  of  1907,  and  sent 
to  the  House  of  Lords  with  a  majority 
of  340,  because  Irish  Members  on  those 
benches  would  have  supported  it,  they 
would  not  have  had  the  diflSculties  which 
confronted  them  now.  They  would  have 
come  fresh  from  the  constituencies  with 
a  mandate  on  this  subject,  and  they 
would  have  been  in  a  position  to  teach 
the  Lords  a  lesson  which  certainly  was 
i  good  deal  wanted.  The  Member  for 
Xodey  himself  was  one  of  the  chief 
instraxnents  in  wrecking  that  settlement. 

Me.  ALFRED  BUTTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Morley)  said  this  was  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  it  suggested  that  the 
Bill  of  his  right  hon.  friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  to  be  reintroduced. 

•     4 

Hk.  DILLON  said  he  had  suggested 
publicly  'ir.  that  House  more  than  once, 
that  the  Bill  should  be  again  introduced, 
«id  he  believed  that  the  Bill  would 
l*ve  been  re-introduced  but  for  the  fact 
^t  the  Nonconformists  of  this  country 
wouH  not  tolerate  it.  That  was  his  view 
^i  he  remembered  that  he  was  laughed 
»t  when  he  ventured  to  say  to  some  of 
Ws  fnends  on  the  opposite  benches, 
who  were  somewhat  bitter  in  the  con- 
^wversv,  that  they  might  go  farther 
w«l  fare  worse.  His  words  had  come 
^c  They  had  gone  further  and  they 
Md  fared  worse,  at  least  in  their  own 


high  District,  who  seconded  the  Motion 
for  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  said,  he 
thought,  perfectly  truly,  that  one  of 
the  chi3f  grounds  of  objection  to  it 
was  that  it  would  introduce  into  the 
schools  of  this  country  a  totally  new 
system,  and  one  entirely  inconsistent  with 
a'^d  destructive  of  one  of  the  main  princi- 
ples of  the  Liberal  Party,  namely,  a 
system  of  endowed  religion.  For  the 
first  tiaie  the  Liberal  Party  was  proposing 
to  endow  a  system  of  religious  teaching, 
t )  est  iblish  it,  and  to  make  it  absolutely 
compulsory.  He  did  not  wish  to  use 
any  language  that  would  be  considered 
o5er.sive.  Far  from  it.  But  he  found 
an  exnres^ion  used  by  a  man  whose  name 
would  carry  great  weight,  the  Rbv.  Scott 
Lidffett.  President  of  the  Wesleyan 
Co  f'.rcnre,  who  had  tak3n  a  great 
interest  in  this  subject.  He  was  a 
supporter  of  this  compromise  although 
he  objected  and  always  had  objected 
to  the  right  of  entry,  but  he  was  recon- 
ciled because  Cooper-Templeism  would 
be  th'^  established  religion  of  the  national 
sohools.  That,  he  should  say,  was  his 
expression,  not  his  own,  and  he  thought 
it  was  an  unfortunate  expression.  Let 
him  give  this  warning.  They  could  not 
get  a  settlement  of  this  question  by  a 
process  which  established  one  form  of 
religious  teaching,  which  passsd  over 
and  made  them  pay,  or  made  the  people 
for  whom  he  was  speaking  pay,  for  the 
religious  teaching,  which  placed  the 
religious  teaching,  which  they  con- 
sidered essential  to  their  religious  convic- 
tions, in  an  inferior  poaitio  r,  and  told 
them  th'^n  that  they  must  nay  for  it  them- 
selves. He  agreed  with  the  hon.Gentleman 
who  seconded  the  motion  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill,  that  it  was  a  principle 
hopelessly  at  variance  with  their  long 
declared  principles  of  Liberal  policy. 
He  recalled  the  fact  that  as  a  strong 
friend  and  advocate  of  friendly  com- 
promise upon  this  question  he  came  to 
that  conclusion  long  ago  when  listening 
to  the  debates  in  1906  and  1907.  He 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  could 
be  no  settlement  of  this  particula 
question  which  was  the  result  of  a  party 
victory.  Why  ?  Because  they  could 
not  settle  such  questions  without  taking 
into  account  the  religious  and  conscien* 
tious  convicjtions  of  the  people  whose 


I^inent.    The  hon.  Member  for  Den- '  interests  were  dealt  with.    If  they  tried 
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^t,  it  would  be  a  signal  for  war,  and, 
therefore,  lie  had,  always  felt  that  except 
by  mutual  concession  it  could  never 
l^e  settled.  He  therefore,  would  naturally 
be  a  strong  friend,  as  he  had  proved 
to  his  detriment  sometimies,  of  a  settle- 
ment by  compromise,  so  that  if  he 
c.ould  see  his  way  to  do  so,  he  would 
gladly  support  this  compromise.  He 
remembered  a  conversation  he  had 
with  the  late  Cardinal  Yaughan  in  1908. 
He  differed  from  him  very  strongly  upon 
the  line  of  the  policy  he  was  adopting, 
and  told  him  that  if  he  persisted  upon 
that  line  of  policy,  two  things  would 
happen,  either  he  would  end  in  securing  a 
settlement  driving  religious  teaching 
out  of  the  schools  altogether,  or,  as 
he  thought  more  likely,  there  woidd  be 
a  Protestant  settlement  behind  their 
becks,  leaving  Catholics  out  in  the  cold. 
K^ow  that  was  what  had  happened. 
He  foresaw  that  for  years.  Why ! 
Anyone  who  studiei  these  debates 
carefully  ought,  he  thought,  to  have 
arrived  at  that  conclusion.  He  saw 
that,  although  there  was  bitterness  on 
this  subject  between  the '  occupants  of 
the  benches  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
there  was  no  difference  of  principle.  Al- 
though Churchmen  and  Nonconformists 
were  strongly  divided  in  their  views  on 
som^  points,  they  were  not  really  irre- 
concilable. They  did  not  object  to 
Gowper-Tenipleism.  They  did  not  object 
to  Cowper-Temple  teaching  and  they 
knew  that  many  members  of  the  Church 
party  regarded  Cowper-Tenaple  teaching 
as  most  excellent  Protestant  teaching. 
Of  course  that  immediately  divided 
them  from  Catholics  by  an  impassable 
g]ilf.  He  did  not  say  that  they  might 
not  be  able  to  carry  on  many  of  these 
controversies,  but  he  always  foresaw 
that  there  was  a  great  danger  that 
both  aides  would  agree  to  a  settlement 
to  which  Catholics  were  not  party  at 
alL  That  was  exactly  what  had  hap- 
pened, and  when  the  Prime  Minister 
said  that  this  was  the  result  of  a  con- 
ference, he  mxkst  say  that  the  Catho- 
lics were  not  really  consulted,  and 
that  they  were  not  in  any  sense  or 
degree  a  party  to  the  present  settlement. 
He  cid  not  vant  to  iitio  uce  any  re- 
crimination, bi  terne*^s,  (.r  provo?atio\ 
There  hai  bec^  a  great  deal  too 
much  of  that.     While  he  could  not  for  a 
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moment  accept  the  Bill  as  fair  or  tolerant 
to  Catholics,  he  saw  in  it  a  clear  prot^f 
of  an  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  thi^ 
Government  according  to  their  lights  to 
do  something  for  the  Catholics,  but  their 
lights  were  insufficient.     The   Cathol.ts 
were  not  a  party  to    the    negotiation*, 
la  the    first  place    he   attached    ver/ 
great    importance    to      the     provision 
allowing     them    to    build    their    ntm 
schools,     which      was     a     great     and 
burning    question.    Also    he    attached 
great    importance    to    allowing     their 
children    so     far    as    working     centrei 
and      medical     inspection    were     con- 
cerned inside  the  national  svstem.    he 
attached  great  importance  to  the  pro- 
vision allowing  the  Catholic  teichers  u* 
remain  inside  the  national  system  so  far 
as   pension   privileges   were    concerned. 
But  admitting  all  their  improvements  in 
the  Bill  and  also  the  small  increase  in  the 
grant,  the  arrangement  wes  one  which  the 
Catholics  could  not  accept.     To  come 
to  the  kernel  of  the  whole  situatir*n,  here 
wa9  a  passage  from  the  last  letter  from  the 
Minister  for  Education  in  his  correspon- 
dence with  the  Archbishop— 

"  We  have  endeaTOured  to  frame  a  scale  of 
grants  to  the  oontraoted-ont  schools  so  Uut 
they  should  be  siven  a  reasonable  chaooe  U 
existence,  but  of  course  we  have  always  beki 
and  expressed  the  yiew  that  where  the  owner* 
of  schools  desired  to  retain  the  managenest 
and  patronage  in  their  own  handf,  they  Bmrt 
make  a  substantial  contribution  for  the  ftifi- 
lege." 

That  was  where  they  took  their  stand  and 
differed  totally  from  the  view  of  the 
Government.    Evidently   the   idea  hid 
got  embedded  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern* 
ment  that  they  regarded  it  m  a  privilege 
to  remain  outside  the  national  «.y»tem. 
For  years  they  had  claimed  their  right 
to  come  into  it,  and  if  they  were  to  be  put 
outside  the  national  system  it  wu  in 
outrageous    proposition    that    an   inde- 
fensible and  impossible  position  to  take 
up  that  they  were  to  pay  for  the  privilege. 
It  was  useless  to  argue — he  did  not  know 
that  the  Secretary  for  Education  wonU 
argue — that  no  scheme  could  lie  devirfwi 
which  would  meet  Catholic  con»<i«M*^ 
and  allow  them  to  come  into  the  national 
system.    He   was   estopped   from  th*t 
argument  because  his  own  Govenunect 
had  devised  a  scheme  in  the  Chief  Secie- 
tary's  Bill  which  they,  on  behalf  of  A^ 
Catholics  of  this  country ,[^bad  accepted. 
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Tierefore  it  could  never  be  said  again 
tratkfoUj  that  if  they  were  put  out  of 
the  national  system  they  were  accorded 
4  pririlege  for  which  they  were  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay. 

•Ma.  BYLE8  (Salford,  N.) :  I  wish 
t*^  understand  the  hon..  Gentleman's 
p^int  of  view.  Does  he  not  regard  it  as  a 
p-ivilege  that  the  Church  to  which  he 
Wongs  should  have  the  appointment  of 
teachers  and  be  exempt  from  many  of  the 
restrictions  which  are  imposed  on  pro- 
vided schoob  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  did  not  when  it 

'^  combined  with  expulsion  from  the 

national   system.    They    had    accepted 

danse  4  of  the  Bill  of  1906,  which  brought 

them  into  the  national  system  and  gave 

tlie  appointment  of  teachers  to  the  public 

Wy,  thereby  getting  rid  of  the  whole  of 

tiu«  unfortunate  system  of  contracting- 

out.  which  was   condemned   by   every 

tducttionist.    The    National    Union    of 

Teichfire  were  strongly  against  it,  the 

^tholic  teachers  were  all  up  in  revolt 

^^iiist  it,  and  there  was  not  a  single 

*«MKer  in  Ireland  who  supported  oon- 

tneting-out,  and  yet  they  were  told  they 

'we  to  pay  for  the  privilege  of  being 

expelled.    He   hoped  he   had   disposed 

^  for   all    of    that    argument.    He 

^'ttW  earnestly  to  remove  from  the 

nimda  of  the  (Jovemment  the  idea  that 

^y  would  ever  consider  it  a  privilege 

^  be  allowed  to  contract-out,  but  they 

JJ^fcrted  to  contract-out  on  reasonably 

hir  tenas  rather  than  have  their  schools 

<«nipletely  taken  away  and  destroyed. 

He  had  been  engaged  in  very  hot  contro- 

^eoy  over  this  question,  but  he  was  not 

^  o(  those  who  had  engaged  in  any 

jod  slinging    at     the    Nonconformists. 

He  had  always  insisted  that  among  them 

*«e  some  of  the  best  friends  they  had, 

WM  had  put  a  severe  strain,  on  their 

^JMtientious  convictions  in  order  to  meet 

tjcm,  and  they  had  good  reason  to  know 

|hu  in  the  course  of  the  debates  on  the 

™k  University  Bill  the  hon.  Member 

^  North-West  Norfolk  and  other  Non- 

^ormists  saw  that  Bill  through  when, 

"  4ey  had  given  way  to  their  preposses- 

JJ*^,  the  Bill  would  never  have  lived. 

^hou.  Hlkmber  who,  he  knew,  was  sin- 

^%^  ^irous  of  meeting   them,  said  : 

^oen  the   demand     is    made    in    a 


Protestant  country  for  Catholic  schools 
for  Catholic  children  taught  by  Catholic 
teachers  at  the  public  expense,  this 
is  a  demand  which  connot  be  met." 
First  of  all  he  asked  why  not  ?  The 
demand  was  met  frankly  and  fully  long 
ago  in  Germany,  which  was  one  of  the 
few  countries  in  Europe  where  there  was 
no  educational  war  of  any  kind*  Had  it 
ever  occurred  to  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  ask  why  Germany  was  so  far  ahead 
in  matters  of  education?  They  got  rid 
of  religious  controversy  years  ago  by  a 
frankly  denominational  system,  meeting 
all  the  demands  of  the  Catholics,  Pro- 
testant country  though  she  was.  It  lay 
upon  the  hon.  Member  to  explain  why  he 
took  up  that  position.  Protestants  had 
always  professed  to  set  up  Protestantism 
as  synonymous  with  civil  and  religious 
liberty.  Were  they  prepared  to  prove 
that  in  connection  with  this  Bill  ?  It 
was  no  use  appealing  to  foreign  countries. 
The  question  was,  what  were  they  pre- 
pared to  do?  When  they  applied  the 
criterion  of  actuality  of  facts  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Norfolk  they  found  they  were,  by 
contracting-out,  providing  for  Catholic 
schools  and. Catholic  children  by  Catholic 
teachers  at  public  expense.  They  were 
doing  the  very  thing  that  he  said  could 
not  be  done.  They  were  giving  away  the 
principle  absolutely^  They  recognised 
that  in  this  Protestant  country  they  must 
provide  CathoUo  schools  for  the  Catholic 
childi:en,  but  they  were  fining  the  parents 
and  punishing  the.  children  and  the 
teachers  by  putting  the  brand  of  inferior- 
ity upon  them  and  giving  them  smaller 
salaries  because  they  a^ered  to  their 
religious  convictions.  If  these  Catholic 
children  went  into  the  board  schools, 
immediately  they  ^ot  into  a  better 
atmosphere*  There  was  better  provision 
for  them  and  larger  salaries  for  the 
teachers,  and  by  getting  a  be»t3r  class  of 
men  they  acted  on  the  children  at  once. 
But  they  were  not  maintaining  any 
principle.  They  admitted  that  this  was 
a  case  which  was  affected  by  the  Bill  and 
by  the  whole  course  of  policy  of  the 
Government,  but  they  said  :  **  Yes ;  we 
shall  allow  C^vtholic  schools  for  Catholic 
children,  but  they  must  be  inferior 
schools,  and  the  children  and  the  t^eachers 
must  suffer."  When  it  was. put  in  that 
way,  and  that  was  the  true  way  to  put  the 
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ease,  it  was  absolutely  indefensible.    It 
could  not  stand.    And  of  course  tbe  case 
was  made  much  stronger  by  the  fact  that 
this  prescription  of  inferiority  was  levelled 
against  the  poorest  part  of  the  population. 
"Hiere  were  a  good  many  Anglican  schools 
to  whom  the  privilege  of  charging  fees 
might  be  an  alleviation  of  contracting-out, 
because  in  some    district  s,  and   in  one 
or  two    Catholic  schools,  perhaps,   the 
charging  of  fees  was  a  rather  popular 
thing.    It   might   seem   strange,  but  it 
was    so.    But    in    nine-tenths    of    the 
Oatholic  schools  the  privilege  of  charging 
fees  was  simply  a  mockery  and  only 
increased  the  outrage  of  driving  them  out 
of  the  national  S3rstem  by  saying  to  the 
poorest  people  of  the  country :    "  You 
may  pay  for  your  children  in  the  schools 
if  you  choo^te,  but  all  the  children  of  those 
who  are  better  off  than  yourselves  will 
g3t  free  education  because  they  are  not 
C  tholics,    and    have    no    conscientious 
difficulty  in  the  matter.'*    In  his  opinion 
this  provision   for  contracting-out  was 
absolutely    indefensible,    and    was,    as 
clearly  as  anything  could  be,  a  penalty 
on    people    for    religious     convictions. 
As  long  as  that  was  maintained  it  was 
idle  to  talk  to  him  of  a  settlement.    He 
liad  alwayB  preached  to  his  people  that 
they  ought  to  seek   for  a   settlement, 
and  above  all  a  settleme  t  through  the 
Liberal  Party.    He  had  been  denounced 
up  hill  and  down  dale  by  great  ecclesias- 
tics and  by  members  of  his  own  church 
in  this  country  for  preaching  that  doc- 
trine.   He  had  always  said  that  if  they 
got  a  settlement  from  the  Liberal  and 
the  Nonconformist  parties  it  would  be 
permanent,  whereas  a  settlement  from 
the  Conservative  party  might  be  good 
for  a  time  but  would  be  upset  whenever 
the    Liberals    came    into    office.    That 
was  why  he  thought  a  settlement  from 
the  Liberal  Party  would  be  more  likely 
to  be  lasting,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why   he    supported   the    settlement    of 
1906.    He    preached    the    doctrine    of 
compromise  in  1902  because  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  infinitely  better  for 
Hie  Conservative  party  and  the  Church 
party  to  have  compromised  this  matter 
when  they  were  in  power,  when  they 
would  have  secured  better  terms  than 
they    were    getting    now.    That    view, 
however,  was  not  listened  to  at  the  time, 
with  the  result  that  they  had  been  driven 

Mr.DUtan. 


to  their  present  position.  He  had  been 
looking  at  an  interesting  Retom  pub- 
lished that  morning  giving  the  figmet 
for  all  the  counties,  county  boron^u, 
and  London,  of  the  cost  per  bead,  and 
he  had  calculated  what  the  Cathohc 
share  would  be  under  the  Sdiedide. 
They  were  offered  an  average  grant  of 
49s.  6d.,  and  he  fully  recognised  wbit 
had  been  said  about  tiie  pooling  system. 
Taking  London  the  amount  was  9U.  u 
compared  with  49s.  for  the  Catholic 
schools.  That  was  to  say,  the  Catiiolic 
schools  lost  £2  56.  per  head  per  duM. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  ihi  BOABD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Runciman.  Dewi- 
bury) :  Will  the  hon.  Member  kindly  state 
what  that  94s.  includes  f 


Mr.  DILLON  said  he  waa  taking  the 
Return  published  that  morning. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  look  on  page  2  he  will  find  a 
large  number  of  items  of  expenses  sad 
maintenance  in  the  94s.  which  will  not 
necessarily  fall  on  the  other  schools  to 
which  he  refers. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  suspected  thoie 
charges    were    not    very    heavy.    Sop- 
posing,  however,  they  made  an  aDow- 
ance.    The    figures    for    London    gave 
94s.  3d.,  which    represented  a  lots  of 
44s.  9d.,  but  he  would  place  it  st  £9 
per  head  per  child  in  Catholic  schook. 
Did  any  reasonable  man  propose  thit  m 
the  poorest  schools  in  London,  tuf^ 
the  Jewish  schools,  it  was  fair  to  ftait 
them  on  their  new  career  with  a  d«sd 
deficiency  of  £2  per  head  per  cbiH^ 
Taking    a    Catholic    school    m   London 
with  1,000  children  it  meant  a  k)«  of 
£2,000  a  year,  and  yet  they  wew  ti- 
p?cted  to  compete  with  other  sckool* 
getting  the  full  grant.    This  gap  ^oM 
go  on  increasing,  and  such  a  system  ▼»* 
really  inconceivable  and  impossible.    Tn* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  •l*'* 
that  the  pooling  arrangement  wonld  ao 
very  much  for  them,  but  he  very  inn<'»^ 
doubted    it,    because    it    wooM  apply 
mainly  to  Catholic  schools  in  the  lar?« 
county     boroughs.    In  Liverpool    ^^^ 
grant  was  74s.   6d.,   but  the  Catholic 
schools  received  only  49b.  M.,  k«^ 
a  deficiency  of  25s.  'lOd.  per  child.  ^ 
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ti^7  t«ok  qS  the  4a.>  that  left  a  deficiency 
d  218.    Iff' ICanchfister  the  grant  was 
70s.  6d^  the  Catholic  grant  bein^  498. 6d., 
leaving  a  deficiency  of  21b.    Every  one 
of  the  gieat  centres  where  the  Qatholic 
•diook  were  situated  would  be  severely 
Ut.    He  took  it  that  this  Bill  was  a 
decree    of    destruction    against     those 
ickools.    He  could  not  beUeve  that  the 
Government   realised   what   they   were 
doinf  when  they  embarked  on  this  prin- 
q»!e.    Finally,  he  desired  to  make  an 
omest  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  draw  a  lesson  of  toleration  &om 
what  had  occurred  during  the  past  few 
montha.    They  might  have  had  the  Bill 
of  1906  if  they  had  met  the  Catholics 
m  a  proper  and  fairer  spirit,  and  that 
vonld  have  saved  them  altogether  the 
invasion  of  their  board  bchools  which 
vaa  now    proposed.     The    other   night 
tlier  heard    the   hon.    Grentleman    the 
Monber    for    the    Oxford     University 
making  a  most  remarkable  declaration 
whidi  had   influenced  many  Anglicans 
in  this  country.    He   said   that  there 
was  hardly  a  week  passed  when  they 
kad  not  read  of  Anglican  schools  being 
tiaosferred  to  the  public  authority,  and 
he  further  declared  that  the  Anglican 
acheola  were  a  diminishing  and  dwindling 
qaantity,  whilst  the  board  schools  were 
apidly   increasing.    He   had   no    such 
complaint  to  make,  because  the  Catholics 
never  transferred  a  school.    They  had 
Bever  read  of  a  Catholic  school  being 
tianaierred,  and   Catholic  schools  were 
not  a  dinunishing  quantity.    Catholics 
were  fighting  for  a  great  principle,  and 
(key  would  stick  to  their  present  lines 
M  long  as  they  could.    He  asked  the 
right  bon.    Gentleman  in   the   interval 
Wtween  now  and  the  Committee  stage 
to  see  whether  the  Government  could 
Mt  devise  some  means  of  allowing  the 
Catholic  schools   to  remain  inside  the 
national  system  on  the  terms  that  w^re 
ofered  them    by   the    Government   of 
1906. 

^Mr.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshiro,  Rush- 
^e)  said  he  was  sur^  the  hon.  Member 
fe  East  Hayo  would  allow  him  to  say 
4at  it  had  been  his  lot  to  listen  to  the 
"peech  he  had  just  made  more  than 
**<^  That,  however,  did  not  dimiiiish 
^  fcrce,  and  he  quite  recognised  the 
Cathdic     position.    He     yras     rather 


astonished  to  hear  the  hpn.  Member  say^ 
that  there  was'  a  better  atmosphere  in. 
council  than  in  Catholic  schools. 

i 

,,Mr.  DILLON:   No,   I  did  not  sajr 
that. 

♦Mr.  ELLIS  said  it  had  been  his- 
lot  to  accompany  Catholic  priesta  into* 
their  schools,  and  no  one  appreciated 
m^re  than  he  did  the  self-sacrificing: 
eftirts  of  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects  to  preserve  their  schools.  He 
had  always  said  that  Roman  CathoUca 
in  this  matter  were  in  an  exceptional 
position.  It  was  true  that  they  had 
preserved  their  schools,  but  relatively 
to  the  total  nimiber,  the  children  in. 
the  Roman  Catholic  schools  were  a 
dimini^iing  quantity.  Out  of  7,000,00ft 
children  in  average  attendance  in  th& 
schools  of  this  country  there  were  littler 
more  than  250,000  in  Roman  Catholic- 
schools.  Therefore,  the  matter  camer 
quite  within  reasonable  compass  and  he: 
wai  prepared  to  b3  not  only  just  but 
genero  s  as  reg  -rds  finance  for  educational 
e95ciency.  He  had  listened  with  a  little 
regret  to  what  had  fallen  ^m  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  It  was  true  that  the- 
right  hon.  Grentleman  said  that  he  did 
not  speak  for  the  whole  of  the  party 
which  he  led  in  this  House.  As  he 
listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
conjuring  up  all  sorts  of  evils  he  could 
not  help  reflecting  how  little  they  were 
in  accord  with  tlvB  real  facts  of  the  case 
as  he  knew  them  in  urban  a^-d  in  country 
districts.  He  remembered  very  well  in  the 
debates  on  the  Bill  of  1902  asking  the 
Leader  of  the  0ppo8iti<m  whether  he  had* 
ever  sat  upon  a  local  education  authority 
in  his  life,  and  whether  he  had  really 
taken  any  part  in  the  practical  adminis- 
tration of  our  educational  system.  The 
right  hon.  GJentleman  admitted  at  once 
that  that  had  not  been  his  lot,  and  it 
was  a  great  deal  owing  to  that  defect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  in  the  way  he  had  done  in  this 
debate.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  had 
drawn  a  terrible  picture  of  a  parent  sub- 
scribing  to  the  er  action  of  a  particular 
school  to  secure  that  his  child  should 
be  taught  in  his  own  faith  and  then 
finding  his  child  relegated  to  some  dark 
and  inconvenient  room  to  receive  religious 
instruction.    The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
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had  drawn  an  a'armist  picture  of  what 
was  going  to  happen.  They  all  knew 
very  well  that  common  sense,  fair  play, 
gonorosify,  and  practical  acquaintance 
with  life  on  the  spot  which  the  local 
authoritios  possessed  would  not  permit 
anything  of  that  kind  to  happen. 
He  welcomed  very  warmly  and  heartily 
from  the  bottom  of  his  heart  tho 
<;hang6  of, tone  which  had  come  over 
the  debate  this  year,  yesterday,  and  so 
far  as  the  debate  had  proceeded  that 
night,  as  contrasted  with  what  he  could 
recollect  in  previous  years  on  the  educa- 
tional controversy.  He  believed  there 
was  no  subject  in  regard  to  which  the 
people  outside  were  more  sick  of  hearing 
the  House  of  Commons  occupied  in  than 
educational  debate.  He  approached  the 
matter  in  the  spirit  so  well  laid  down  by 
the  Bishop  of  Southwark.    He  said — 

"  We  -are  in  the  position  of  men  who  have 
battled  long,  and  fought  for  our  principles  hard, 
against  opponents  who  have  done  the  like. 
We  have  grown  in  the  process  more  sure  of  the 
truth  and  consistenoy  of  our  convict  ionf.  But 
80,  we, observe,  have  they.  Perhaps  we  have 
both  leamt  that  there  are  strong  points  in  the 
other*s  case.  And  now  the  time  has  come, 
and  the  moment  (perhaps  a  brief  one)  is  here, 
when  both  charity  ana  wisdom  invite  us  to 
remember  that  there  are  some  controversies 
which  can  never  be  fought  out  to  an  end  ;  that 
when  a  question  becomes  really  national,  a 
national  solution  cannot  tally  with,  or  even 
fully  «mbraoe,  partial  claims  ;  that  principles 
need  .not  be  forgotten  because  they  are  not 
driven  up  to  the  hilt ;  and  that  a  particular 
controversy,  however  important,  must  be 
handled,  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the 
larger  life  amidst  which  it  occurs." 

These  words  might  well  be  the  keynote 
of  those  who  supported  this  Bill  and  the 
campromise  wmch  lay  in  it.  When 
the  arrangement  was  made  in  1870 
Nonconformists .  did  not  like  a  great 
deal  that  was  contained  in  the  Act 
of  that  year,  but  as  time  went  on  the 
common  sense  of  the  local  authorities 
in  the  difierent  localities  enabled  them  to 
work  the  measure  beneficially  and  with 
a  success  quite  difierent  from  that 
prophesied  when  it  was  passing  through 
the  House  of  Commons.  In  the 
debates  which  took  place  then  all 
sorts  of  evils  were  prophesied,  but 
these  evils  did  not  occur  when  the  Act 
came  tOr  be  administered  by  the  people 
in  the  localities.  The  same  thing  would 
take  place  if  this  Bill  became  law.  The 
lieader  of  the  Opposition  had  that  day 
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foretold  difficulties  which  would  happen 
from  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  bat  be  did 
not  think  they  were  likely  to  arise  in 
actual    working.    He    believed    that   i| 
throughout    England    the     system     of 
estabUshing    a    school    board    in   eyerr 
parish  had  been   followed    they  might 
have  had  in  this  country  locally  elected 
bodies  administering  education  as  satis- 
factorily  as  in  Scotland,  where,  under  the 
Act  of  1872,  the  school  board  system 
was    general.    In    England    since    1870 
there   had   been   two   systems   romunit 
and  the  position  had  become  more  and 
more  involved.    The  question  came  to 
be  whether  the  Church  schools  should 
come    on    the    rates.    Everyone    oonU 
foresee  what  would  result  if  they  did.    The 
the  Archbishop    of   Canterbury  said  he 
was  perfectly  certain  that  if  the  Church 
of  England  schools  accepted  aid  from 
the  rates,  public  control  would  follow. 
Facts  and  figures  were  all  one  way  in  thii 
matter.    A  Return  was  issued  the  otber 
day  which  was  very  significant.    Taking 
the  two  school  years  1901-2  and  1906-T, 
the  total  numoer   of   school   places  in 
the  first    penod    were    6,726.000,    tvA 
of  these    3,723,000  were  in  denomini- 
tional  schools,  or  56  per  cent,  of  the 
whole.    In  1906-7  the  proportion  had 
fallen  to  49  per  cent.,  there  being  • 
greater   nimiber   of   places   in    council 
schools.        The    figures    of    attendance 
were  more  striking.    In  the  first  period 
46  per  cent,  of  the  children  at  school 
were   in    council   schools,    and   in  the 
latter   period   54   per  cent.       The  de 
nominational  element  in  our  system  wts 
diminishing,  both  actually  and  relativelv. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  question 
was  whether  it  was  wise  to  go  into  this 
compromise    or   settlement.    Prom  hi« 
point  of  view   the   question   of  puWf 
control  was  the  fundamental  and  vittl 
matter.     He  once    committed    himteU 
in  this  House  to  the  statement  that  he 
would  even  give  up  the  Cowper-Tenpl* 
clause  if   necessary,   to  secure  popolsr 
control.      By  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  they  were  extending  the  lystaB 
of  popular  control  and  they  were  ^ 
maintaining  the  Cowper-Temple  clsiwfc 
He  wished  to  say  a  word  aboot  the 
secular  solution.    On  that  subject  hi* 
hon.   friend  the   Member  for  lAfitti^^ 
made  an  interesting  speech.    Lord  Hofl 
Cecil    had    committed    himself  to  tfce 
statement   that   any   Government  thst 
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pfoposed  to  abolish  the  Bible  and  religion 
from  the  people's  schools  in  this  country, 
would     not     be     allowed     to     exist. 
Tht  kon.    Member    knew    very    well 
that   such  a  proposal    would    not    be 
ipproved  by  the   people    of   Leicester. 
Thnt  had  been  a  school  board  system 
in    Leicester    which    was    appreciated 
by  the  people    there    and   they    were 
ihudantly    satisfied    with    it.    If    the 
hem.  Member  attempted  to  define  secular^ 
taa,  he  would  find  it  as  difficidt  as  would 
he  the  effort  to  define  socialism.    Both 
meant  different  things  to  different  people, 
And  they  were  not  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics.    The   people   of  this 
eoontiy  were  not  so  doctrinal  as  was 
smietimes   supposed.    They   were   pro- 
ioondly  leligious,  and  he  believed  the 
wished  it  to  be  the  basis  of  the  education 
o{  their  children.     But  a  religious  atmos- 
phere in  the  schools  did  not  necessarily 
imply  the  recital  of  creeds.    The  unseen 
ventieslin  which  most  of  them  in  this 
Hoaae  believed  were  too  deep  and    too 
Mcred  to  be  always  put  in  terms  of  human 
ipeech.    Therefore,   he   for   one   would 
mist     to    the    utmost    the     idea    of 
bftfiishing  the  Bible  and  simple  Bible- 
tesching  from  the  schools.    They  were 
Qodei  obligation    to    those    Gentlemen 
<»i  both  sides  who  with  assiduity  had 
considered    this    question    and    arrived 
it  i  concordat.    In  commercial  matters 
\t  had  always  held  that  there  was  no 
loch  thing  as  a  good  bargain  unless  it 
wu  good  for  botii  sides.    He  did  not 
believe  in  one  man  getting  the  better 
of  another,  and  so  in  the  great  n^atter 
of  national    education,    he    welcomed, 
tod  was  grateful  for,  the  spirit  shown 
by  those  who  had  conducted  the  negotia- 
tions.   He    believed   they   had   arrived 
uitUs  great  matter  of  national  education 
^  tbe  golden  moment,  and  he  earnestly 
boped  that    the    House    of    Commons 
voold  not  allow  this  session  to  close 
^thont  being   able   to   say   that   this 
statute  was  a  statute  of  the  realm. 

Hb.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said  he 
^isbed  to  begin  his  observations  with  a 
^id  oi  personal  explanation.  He  did 
*>  the  more  readily  because  the  last 
^  he  intervened  in  a  somewhat  similar 
debate  he  was  told  by  the  President  of  the 
^^  of  Trade  that  his  recent  connection 
^A  the  Government  rather  limited  his 


freedom.  He  might  be  assumed  to  be  in 
an  even  more  delicate  position  now  than 
he  was  in  connection  with  the  matter  to 
which  his  right  hon.  friend  referred. 
He  had  been  in  all  the  educational  con- 
troversies of  this  Parliament,  and  his 
name  was  on  the  back  of  three  Bills. 
If  he  said  a  word  against  the  principle 
embodied  in  those  Bilh  he  would  do  so 
unconsciously  and  against  his  will.  He 
was  in  favour  of  all  they  contained,  and 
his  friendliness  to  the  Government's 
ropoa-ils  U3  to  the  present  had  hot 
<*hanged  one  whit.  He  thought  the 
first  Bill  of  1906  was  a  good  Bill, 
and  if  his  Nonconformist  friends  had 
stretched  their  consciences  sufficiently 
to  accept  it,  they  would  have  escaped 
with  one-tenth  of  the  concessions  which 
they  would  have  to  make  if  this  Bill  w^ie 
carried  into  law.  The  atmosphere  was 
full  of  conciliation.  He  had  been  a  man  of 
conciliation  from  the  first.  He  had  often 
spoken  on  education  questions,  and  he 
had  never  said  a  single  offensive  word  as 
to  any  creed  represented  in  the  House. 
It  was  his  desire  to  arrive  at  a  settlement 
by  a  process  of  give  and  take  and  con- 
ciliation— one  which  could  be  adopted 
without  sacrifice  of  vital  principles. 
With  great  heart iaess  he  welcomed  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  The 
right  hoh.  Gentleman  said,  in  answer 
to  a  question  of  the  Leader  of  tho 
Opposition,  that  the  Bill  was  one  which 
could  hardly  be  pressed  if  a  strong 
feeling  in  opposition  to  it  was  developed. 
A  little  later  the  Prime  Minister  said  that 
they  should  not  take  it  that  a  complete 
settlement  of  the  question  could  be 
arrived  at.  However,  in  the  beginni'*g 
of  his  last  speech  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intimated  that  the  Committee 
stage  would  not  be  a  farce,  but  that 
reasoned  Amendment  would  be  consideied. 
He  thought  that  this  was  much  more 
satisfactory  than  certain  remarks  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
in  charge  of  the  Bill,  who  said  that 
they  should  not  disturb  the  equilibrium 
of  the  settlement,  or  the  words  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  who  described 
it  as  a  "  balanced  settlement."  He  also 
welcomed,  the  speeches  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  of  other  hon. 
Members  opposite.  In  fact,  everybody 
seemed  to  be  full  of  the  spirit  of  peace 
and  of  a  desire  for  a  settlement  of  this 
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long  discussed  question.  That  was  hi*  own 
feeling  ;  but  that  niust  not  prevent  them 
from  examining  this  question  in  a  friendly 
spirit.  He  must  say  that  the  suddenness 
with  which  the  present  situation  had 
come  upon  them  and  upon  the  country 
appalled  him.  He  understood  that  the 
excuse  of  the  Gk)vemment  was  that 
this  question  was  extraordinarily  difficult 
and  that  they  were  bound  to  sacrifice 
something  in  order  to  solve  it.  It  was 
right  to  point  out  that  all  the  difficidties 
were  not  inherent  in  the  question  itself, 
nor  was  it  solely  due  to  the  t3rranny  of 
the  Opposition.  He  thought  it  must  be 
admitted  that  the  Grovernment  had  had 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  the  Education 
Department.  There  had  been  constant 
changes  made.  He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  thct  his  hon.  frisnd  the  Member 
for  Denbigh,  in  his  speech  the  previous 
night,  did  not  make  the  slightest  criticism 
upon  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Department  who  had  had  such  an 
amount  of  work  thrown  upon  them. 
He  was  sure  he  would  command 
the  assent  of  everyone  on  the 
front  bench  when  he  said  that  no 
officials  could  do  more  to  carry  out  all 
the  wishes  of  the  Government  now  in 
power  than  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Department  had  done.  A  terrible 
burden  had  been  cast  upon  them, 
especially  in  connection  with  the  last 
settlement,  as  was  shown  by  the  published 
correspondence.  With  regard  to  the 
politicians,  of  course,  they  deserved,  in 
a  sense,  all  that  was  said  about  them, 
and  he  thought  that  all  the  changes 
that  had  been  made  were  perfectly 
agreeable  to  those  subjected  to  them. 
But  he  believed  these  changes 
must  have  interfered  with  the  attempts 
to  secure  a  settlement  of  the  question. 
His  right  hon.  friend  the  present 
Minister  for  Education  had  not  had 
quite  fair  play.  He  had  only  been  in 
that  office  a  few  months  when  he  had 
to  bring  in  this  Bill,  but,  though  so 
young,  they  all  desired  to  acknowledge 
his  great  abilities.  There  had  not  only 
been  a  change  in  persons,  but  a  change 
in  principles.  He  had  been  astonished 
at  a  speech  made  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  April  last.  In 
that  speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

**  I  met  a  bishop  down  in  Wales  the  other  day 
and  he  aaid  to  me :    *  Cannot  we  settle  this 

Mr,  LougK 


question  ?  *  and  I  said  to  him  :  *  Why,  ceri 
tainly." '  And  so  the  bishop  brought  some  of  hit 
clergy  and  I  brought  some  of  my  Nonron^ 
formist  friends  and  there  we  woold  have  settM 
everything,  only  some  busybodka  iatnfctvd.' 

He  could  not  help  asking  himself  when 
that  conversation  with  the  bishop  took 
place  ?  He  remembered  in  1902  th« 
right  hon.  Gantleman  shaking  his  fingei 
at  the  present  Leader  of  the  OppoatkA, 
and  warning  him  against  going  buccaneei- 
mg  with  the  bishops.  He  ako  remein- 
bered  an  occasion  in  1906  when  his 
right  hon.  friend  tapped  the  box  an 
the  Table  and  shouted — 

**  Clerioism  is  the  enemy.*' 

And  now  he  said,  *'  What  is  the  good  of 
embittering  the  quarrel ;  cannot  we  get  to 
bu  iness'M  It  might  be  said:  "Why  recJl 
these  things  ?    Tne  men  who  then  carmd 
the  sword  and  heaved  the  bricks  are 
now  for  peace."    He  fully  agreed,  but  be 
only  wanted  to  point  out  that  suc'i  men 
did  not  always  make  very  good  conciliA- 
tors.   They  were  too  violent  at  one  «U^ 
and  went    too   far   in  the  other  direc- 
tion at  the    next.    So,  his    right  Ikw. 
friends  might  have  gone  too  far  in  the 
settlement    of    this    education    qoestMa 
and  given  away  vital  principles,  the  ln« 
of  which    those  for  whom    they  spoke 
would  for  ever  regret.    He  wanted  to 
look    at    this    matter    in    a    busineM* 
like   way.      Let  them   asV,    What  w« 
the     principle     of     the   BiU  ?     It  wu 
quite   different  from  that   of  the  lut 
Bill.     There  wrs    a  talk  of   its  carry- 
ing over  the  last  Bill  with  a  few  Amend- 
ments    but    that    was    absurd.     Tbe 
last  Bill  contained  six  clauses  printed 
6n  five  pages;     this  Bill  conasted  <d 
twelve  clauses  and  covered  ten  psg« 
of   print.    Therefore,    it   could  not  be 
caJled  an  Amendment  of  the  old  Bill 
Tae  principle  of  the  Bill  might  be  stated 
thus :     to  introduce  sectarian  teaching 
into    council    schools    and    to   abdiAb 
the    religious   settlement   of    1670.    He 
need  not  take  the  two  things  separttelT 
because  they  were  both  the  sam*.    He 
wanted  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  bebwi 
of  the  settlement  of  1870.    His  right  hoc- 
friend  the  Member  for  Rushcliille  s^ 
that    that    was    a    splendid   settlement 
and  he  exclaimed  :    "  Look  how  rocces*- 
ful  it  has  been  ! "    And  th«i  his  wp; 
ment  was :     **  Let  us  sweep  it  «*»f- 
That  was  not  his  feeling.    H  they  h«d 
got  hold  of  some  piinciplefl^that  hid 
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stood  the  shocks  of  time  and  had  hrought 
Qinch  good   to   the   nation   for   nearly 
iorty  j^eaiB,  they  ought  to  hesitate  before 
t^  swept  them  awaj.    His  right  hon. 
iaoid    talked     as     if     Cowper-Temple 
tetching  was  to  go  on  in   future  just 
u  it  was   doing  to-day.    There  might 
kive  heen  more  accuracy  in  the  state- 
ment.   What   was   Cowper-Templeism  ? 
It  was  that  no   formula   or  catechism 
o!  any   particular   Church   was   to    be 
Uog&t  in  any  board  or  council  school. 
5ow,  was  it  not  the  object  of  this  Bill 
tbt  all  these  formula  and  catechisms 
vera    to     be    taught    in    the     council 
ackmls  ?    If  they  passed  this  Bill  they 
dafinfed    tiie    Cowper-Temple    com- 
promise.       That      compronuse       was 
4  ttost    remarkable    one.    He    never 
looM  into  it  without  wondering  at  the 
wisdom  of  their  predecessors.     The  first 
prindple  of  the  compromise,  the  law  as 
it  low  stood,  was  that  the  State  shotdd 
not  iaterfere  in  the  religious  teaching  in 
ik  schools ;    that  that  should  all  be 
l«h  to  the  local  authority.    The  school 
iupectOTS   were  not  to   interfere   with 
th«  religious    teaching    sanctioned    by 
the  local  authority.    No  grant  was  to 
be  paid  for    religious   instruction.    No 
qne^on  was  to  be  asked  by  the  school 
ia^tectOTS  about  religious  teaching.    And 
fiatUy,  no  school  was  to  suffer  in  any 
ny  if  it  did  not  give  religious  teaching. 
He  spoke  on  this  matter  as  one  pro- 
Wdly  impressed  with  the  importance 
of  religious    teaching    in    the    schools. 
In  1966  thev  discussed  this  matter  at 
grett  length,   but    no  true  facts   were 
pweented  to  the  House  with  regard  to 
w^    Cowper-Templeism     really    was. 
WWn  the  1906  BiH  was  before  the  House 
M  Lords  that  House  ordered  a  Report 
to  be  published  in  regard  to  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching,   and  two  remarkable 
Wie-books  on  the    subject  were  issued 
ia  1907.    He  was  sorry  that  there  had 
Mver  been  a  discussion  in  this  House 
on  that  Report,  which  showed  that  of  the 
351  local    education    authorities    into 
'bich  this  coxmtry  was  divided,  all  of 
^wa,  with  the  exception  of  one  and  even 
^  one  subject  to  some  qualification, 
^^*ted  that  religious  teaching  was  given 
ffl  tbeir  schools.    That  was  to  say  that 
^|J•pe^Temple  teaching  was  given  in 
"*  7,000  council  schools  in  the  country, 
'^i  only  in  sixty  or^seventy  schools^was 


it  not  given.  Was  it  not  remarkable 
that  this  provision,  so  free,  without  com- 
pulsion, should  have  secured  such  a 
wonderful  result  ?  What  was  it  that 
their  predecessors  in  this  House  trusted 
to  in  regard  to  religious  teaching  ?  They 
put  their  trust  in  the  religious  instincts 
of  the  English  people ;  and  that  was 
the  reason  why  religious  teaching  hcd 
spread  so  much  through  the  schools 
all  over  the  country.  But  in  this  Bill, 
instead  of  trusting  to  the  religious 
instincts  of  the  people  and  leaving  them 
a  free  hand  on  the  matter,  instead  of 
relying  on  the  wisdom  of  the  local 
authorities,  they  had,  on  the  prompting 
of  the  bishops,  made  it  secure  that  there 
should  be  denominational  religious  teach- 
ing for  three-quarters  of  an  hour  twice  a 
week.  They  had  put  the  local  authorities 
under  two  authorities — first  tmder  the 
State  and  then  tmder  the  priests.  H^ 
feared  that  they  had  made  a  great 
mistake.  He  was  speaking  from  the 
standpoint  of  a  purely  Protestant 
country.  He  thought  that  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
a  perfectly  good  case  when  he  said 
that  this  system  was  no  good  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  His  Church  had 
proved  that,  because  no  Catholic 
School  was  ever  transferred  to  the  local 
authority,  and  some  other  system  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  Catholics  must 
be  devised.  As  he  said  they  had  never 
examined  these  Blue-books,  but  there 
was  a  debate  on  them  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
declared  that  he  had  always  held  that 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  contained  the 
backbone  of  Church  teaching.  If  the 
Church  had  got  the  backbone  of  their 
teaching  they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
it.  He  thought  his  Nonconformist 
friends  had  been  quite  unfairly  treated 
throughout  this  matter  of  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching.  It  had  been  described 
as  Nonconformist  teaching,  and  it  was 
always  talked  of  as  if  the  Noncon- 
formists made  no  sacrifice  in  accepting 
it.  That  w^s  an  insult  to  the  Non- 
conformists who  had  their  creeds  and 
formularies  as  well  as  other  Churches. 
What,  however,  was  the  position  of 
Nonconformists  with  regard  to  this 
matter  ?  Their  position  was  that  they 
had  obeyed  the  law,  and  carried  out 
the    compromise.      Then     they     were 
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asked  to  accept  another  comproipise, 
and  the  inquiry  was  made  what  they  had 
given  up.  They  replied  that  they  had 
given  up  the  right  to  teach  their 
creed  for  the  sake  of  setting  up 
a  good  system  of  education  in  the 
schools,  and  they  asked  the  Church 
to  follow  their  example.  He  thought 
the  Church  had  hitherto  got  the  best  of 
it ;  and  as  we  had  got  in  this  country 
one  system  which  had  had  such  a  proud 
record,  and  which  secured  so  much  to 
everybody,  they  ought  to  hesitate  before 
they  swept  it  away.  Let  them  look  at 
the  effect  it  would  have  upon  schools 
if  they  did  this.  A  short  time  ago 
there  was  not  one  Liberal  on  those 
benches  who  would  not  have  agreed 
with  everything  he  had  said,  but 
what  startling  change  had  come  over 
them.  In  eloquent  language  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
said  that  if  they  took  the  course  set 
up  by  the  Bill  they  would  create  pande- 
monium. He  did  not  wish  to  put.it 
so  high  as  that,  but  he  said  that  they 
would  create  great  confusion  if  religious 
teaching  were  introduced  in  this  way. 
If  hon.  Members  studied  the  Bill  they 
would  see  that  it  bristled  with  dangers. 
The  two  mornings  did  not  mean  two 
mornings  a  week  altogether,  but  two 
mornings  a  Week  for  every  child,  so  that 
this  sort  of  teaching  would  go  on  every 
morning.  Then  it  was  imagined  that  only 
religions  with  creeds  would  be  taught,  but 
they  might  have  Christian  Science  and 
atheism  brought  in,  and  they  might  have 
a  dozen  jarring  sects  struggling  in  the 
schools  for  the  bodies  and  souls  of  the 
poor  children.  They  were  told  that  at 
this  moment  war  was  going  on,  and  that 
they  ought  to  make  peace,  but  the  war 
was  among  the  politicians,  and  there 
was  peace  in  the  schools.  In  the  Catholic 
schools  of  the  country  the  children  were 
not  experiencing  any  difficulties  with 
regard  to  religious  instruction,  and  in 
the  Church  and  council  schools  they  were 
getting  on  very  nicely,  and  they  had  a 
great  deal  to  thank  this  Parliament  for.  It 
had  passed  a  food  Bill  and  measures 
for  medical  inspection  and  sanitation. 
They  had  done  much,  and  the  cause 
of  education  was  not  stopped,  but  they 
were  making  great  progress,  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  there  was  anvthing 
in  this  Bill  which  would  advance  educa- 

Mr,  Lough, 


tion  one  whit.  What  would  the  Govern 
ment  do  by  it  ?  They  would  transfer 
the  strife  which  was  raging  amoni 
politicians  to  the  schools,  and  he  d*q 
not  want  that  to  be  done.  They  wi»r« 
grown-up  people,  and  were  accustometj 
to  strife,  and  could  carry  it  through  witl 
comparatively  little  damage  to  them^ 
selves.  But  if  it  was  introduced  into 
the  schools  it  would  do  permanent  injun^ 
to  the  young  mind.  They  had  no 
experience  of  ttiis  system  in  this  count  n% 

Lord   R.    CECIL   {Marylebone.   E.): 
The  day  industrial  schools. 

Mr.  LOUOH  said  he  did  not  allu  t^ 
to  them ;  he  was  speaking  of  the  ordinArr 
elementary    schools.     In    the    ordinary 
elementary   school,    whether    it    wa*  a 
Church  school  or  a  council  school  tht*y 
had  got  only  one    S3r8tcm  of    leli^iim* 
teach' I. g.      There   were   7,000  of   these 
schools  in  which    there  were  5,000,O«> 
children  in  attendance,  and  he  thought 
the    House   ought    to   pause  before   it 
disturbed  a  system  which  had   worki:d 
so  long  and  so  well.     What  would  be  tli<* 
effect  of  the  Bill  if  it  passed  ?    It  wd5 
said  that  only  extremists  were  agaiiut 
it,   but  that  was  not  the    case.      lie 
was    not    an    extremist.      He    did  not 
like  to  mention    another    matter,   ami 
yet  he  felt  bound  to  bring  it  before  tbw 
House.     He  did  not  think  the  financi&l 
provision  of  the  Bill  was  satisfactory. 
This  was  part  of  the  difficulty  in  which 
they  were  placed  owing  to  the  extra- 
ordinary hurry  with  which  the  Bill  hiwl 
been  produced.     He  should  like  to  a»k 
this  question  :  Would  the  council  schoob 
get  the  grant  which  was  given  to  the 
contract^ -out  schools  ? 

MR.RUNaMAN:  My  right  hon.  frieuJ 
will  find  the  financial  proposals  of  my  pre- 
decessor were  published  on  26thFebnuuy 
last,  and  they  have  been  before  the  Houm 
ever  since. 

Mr,  lough  was  glad  to  have  elicilfJ 
that  information.  He  believed,  thexe- 
fore,  that  the  same  granta  would  bo 
given  to  the  couticil  schools  aa  would  h^ 
given  to  the  contracting-out  schoob.  If 
that  was  so  it  would  go  a  great  way  to  ntf^ 
the  difficulties.  In  London  they  ^'^  ^^ 
under  the    Education    Bill   by  gettiu$ 
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about  25.  less  tiLan  they  ought  to  receive, 
atMi  if  anything  was  done  with  regard  to 
oJncation   grants   something   should  be 
done  to  remove  the  inequalities  in  regard 
to  London.    The  financial  proposals  of 
the  Bill  were  of  a  very  8ub:le  character 
ii  another    respect.      He    wanted    th^ 
House  to  look  at  the  character  of  these 
issociations,  which  were  distinctly  bound 
ap  with    the    financial    arrangements. 
Tl^  were  told  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
.Issociation   might   get   an   amount   of 
r750,O0O,  and  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
did  not  think  that  was  sufficient ;    and 
perhaps  they  might  be  able  to  make  out  a 
cftse  to  that  efEect.    But  he  wanted  to  see 
the  position  of  the  Church  Association. 
Tlds  question  had  been  discussed  as  if  it 
▼ere  quite  certain  that  all  Church  schools 
would  be  transferred  to  the  local  authori- 
ties, but  there  was  not  a  word  about 
tnoisfeiring  Church  schools  except  the 
5,000  schools  in  the  single  school  areas, 
iod  ahhough  that  was  a  great  number 
there  was  no   compulsory  provision  for 
transferring  any  other    schools.     These 
5,000  schools  had  only  500,000  children, 
iod  there  would   still  remain  about   a 
millioa  and  a  half  of  other  Church  school 
children.    If  all  those  contracted  out  the 
Chtireh  Association  might  have  an  income 
nf  three  or  four  millions.  He  thought  it  was 
I  very  serious  question  for  this  House  to 
eoQgider  at  the  end  of  an  Autumn  session 
whether  associations  of  this  kind  were  to 
be  set  up,  and  given  such  large  sums  as 
those  proposed  by  the  Bill.    The  very 
forefmt  of  the  Bill  said  that  all  tests  for 
teachers  would  be  removed  by  it,  but 
^  vas  afraid  that  those  tests  although 
dnren  out  in  one  place,  were  put  back 
»gwn  in  another.    He  could  not  see  how 
the  teacher  could  be  asked  to  volunteer 
to  give  religious  teaching  without  intro- 
dnemg  in  a  subtle  way  the  tests  which 
▼ere  condemned  in  the  first  clause.    A 
teacher  would  make  an  excellent  reputa- 
tiott  for  himself  by  volunteering  to  give 
Tcfipous  teaching,   and   a   great  many 
▼wild  ingratiate   themselves   with   the 
wthorities  in  that  way  with  a  view  to 
pmootioa.    These  were  a  few  of  the 
<^ifiratties  which  he  saw,   and  which 
^  had  always  seen,  in  any  system  of 
citafaGAiiig  a  right  of  entry  or  interfering 
^th  the  Cowper-'Temple    compromise. 
TVey  were  difficulties  which  he  did  not 


think  the  Grovemment  had  fully  con- 
sidered. It  was  not  enough  for  them 
to  say :  "  Let  us  meet  this  in  a  spirit  of 
conciliation  ;  let  us  give  up  something, 
and  the  other  side  give  up  something, 
and  all  will  be  right."  It  did  not  follow 
in  human  aSairs  that  all  would  be  right, 
and  he  saw  a  subtle  danger  in  the  way 
in  which  the  Grovemment  were  going  about 
this  that  appealed  to  him  very  strongly. 
If  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion had  brought  down  a  Bill,  and  said  it 
was  out  of  his  own  mind,  and  expressed 
the  conviction  that  he  had  been  brought 
to  it  by  a  long  struggle  as  a  politician 
in  this  country,  he  would  have  re- 
ceived that  Bill  with  greater  respect. 
He  did  not  like  these  arrangements  be- 
hind the  back  of  Parliament.  They  had 
had  two  of  them  this  year,  and  the  effect 
of  them  was  to  reduce  this  House  to  a 
registering  assembly  and  their  free  judg- 
ment was  not  exercised  upon  them. 
They  were  told  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  there  was  an  equilibrium  about  this 
settlement,  but  what  was  the  result  of 
it  ?  It  meant  that  they  were  going  to 
waste  ten  days  more  in  Committee  and  do 
nothing.  They  were  the  legislative 
authority  of  this  country  and  he  did  not 
know  who  gave  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury a  right  to  dictate  to  the  Nonconfor- 
mist majority  of  this  House.  He  had  a 
great  respect  for  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, and  all  other  clergymen  in  their 
proper  places,  but  when  they  came  to  mal  e 
laws  he  said  they  had  not  been  selected 
by  the  people  for  that  purpose,  where- 
as the  Members  of  this  House  had 
been,  and  they  ought  to  approach  the 
making  of  the  laws  with  every  faculty 
that  they  could  bring  to  bear  upon  the  tasK 
and  witli  perfect  freedom.  They  ought 
to  be  asked  to  express  their  opinions  with 
due  regard  to  limitations  as  to  length, 
and  as  he  did  not  wish  to  break  that 
excellent  nile  he  would  not  continue  his 
remarks  further,  except  to  say  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  conciliation  ["  Oh ! "] 
Certainly  he  was,  his  whole  record  proved 
that.  He  was  for  conciliation  and  he  had 
mentioned  those  points  in  a  perfectly 
business  way  to  his  right  hon.  friend  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  until  the  last 
moment  when  they  might  have  to  give 
a  decision  on  the  subject  he  would  cer- 
tainly give  the  Government  the  benefit  of 
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any  doubts  which  he  had  in  his  mind, 
and  if  they  could  remove  those  doubts 
they  should  certainly  have  his  support. 

♦Mb.  butcher  (Cambridge  Uni- 
Tersity)  expressed  the  opinion  that  no 
one  on  thd  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
whether  he  approved  or  disapproved 
of  this  Bill,  was  insensible  of  the  admir- 
able spirit  and  intention  of  its  authors. 
The  Bill  itself  was  in  marked  contrast 
to  that  which  it  displaced.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  last  Bill  was  that  if  you 
wanted  religious  freedom  you  must  buy 
it  at  the  cost  of  educational  efficiency, 
and  if  you  desired  educational  efficiency 
you  must  forfeit  all  claim  to  religious 
freedom.  That  could  not  be  said  of 
this  Bill.  On  the  whole  it  would  be 
unfair  to  say  that  any  large  section  of  the 
community  was  to  be  penalised  for  its 
religious  convictions.  But  there  was  one 
-exception,  and  that  was  the  intolerable 
position  in  which  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  placed.  Those  who  desired,  from  the 
€hurch  of  England  point  of  view,  to 
•come  to  a  settlement  could  hardly  do  so 
without  a  sense  of  betrayal  and  dis- 
lionour  resting  upon  them  so  long  as 
something  better  was  not  done  for  the 
Boman  Catholics,  and  he  trusted  that 
in  Committee  the  case  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  receive  much  more  care- 
ful consideration.  Many  people,  both 
in  the  House  and  outside,  felt  that  this 
Bill  inflicted  so  great  an  injustice  on 
^he  Church  of  England  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  members  of  that 
communion  to  accept  it.  He  owned 
that  some  ominous  remarks  dropped 
on  the  previous  night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  West  Norfolk  seemed  to 
portend  mischief,  and  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion which,  after  all,  was  the  main  ques- 
tion before  the  House — Was  this  in- 
tended to  be  a  lasting  settlement,  a 
permanent  peace,  or  merely  a  truce  ? 
He  confessed  that  those  remarks  dis- 
quieted him,  nor  did  the  text  of  the  Bill 
appear  fully  to  embody  the  understand- 
ings arrived  at  in  the  published  corre- 
spondence. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  that  day  done 
something  to  reassure  them  on  that 
score.  He  had  told  the  House  that  if  it 
were  maintained  that  the  Bill  did  not 
give  full  effect  to  the  agreement,  he  would 
^ivejcareful  attention  to  such  criticisms. 

Mr.  Laugh. 


Everjrone  was  alive  to  thie  enormoiu 
sacrifices  which  the    Bill    entailed    on 
both  sides.    On  the  side  of  the  Cknrcli 
of  England,  whether  they  considemi  it 
bom  the  point  of  view  of  the  aaorifire 
of  money  or  of  cherished    sentimeiUs, 
the  sacrifices  were  immense   and   incal- 
culable.   In  the  rural  areas  and  coon^ 
villages  the  Church  gave  up  everTtkiniZ 
and    gained    nothing.     If    the  eountrr 
clergy  looked    at  this   Bill   oily  from 
the  point  of  view  of  their  own  sckooli 
he  would  not  be  surprised  if  they  said  tlut 
the  terms  were  impossible  to  accept.    Tbe 
only  grounds  upon  which  they  could  he 
accepted  were  that  there  might  be  foand 
in  the  Bill,  as  a  whole,  other  oompensi- 
ting  advantages  which  made  these  grMt 
sacrifices  i^orth  incurring.      There  wen 
two  novel  features  in  the   Bill,  wbkh 
he  put  down  as  gain  from  the  CliurrK 
of  England   point   of   view.    One    wi* 
that  for  the    first  time    the   rights  ol 
parents  were  here  explicitlv  recognisfd 
to  have  that  form  of  religious  instrv- 
tion  which  they  desired  given  to  tbnr 
children.    That  had  been   the  demsud 
of  the  Church   for  years   past,  but  it 
had    never    yet    fotmd    expression   u:, 
legislation.      Hitherto,  the   parent  ks^i 
a  right  to   say,  *'The   child  shall  not 
learn  this";    and  so  the  parent  might 
withdraw  the  child;  but   until  now  ro 
right  had  been  given  him  to  say  **  tk'* 
child  shall   learn    that.'*     This   was  i 
great  and  a  positive  gain.    It  was  brought 
about  mail  Iv  through  the  uiaveTssl  right 
of  entry.     It  was  said  that  these  facihtiff 
were  precarious  and  illusory  ;  that  an  Ofi- 
friendly  Board  of  Education  or  a  hoitiV 
local  authority  might  defeat  their  par* 
pose ;  that    the  plea   might  be  put  in 
that  the  administration  and  disinpliiie 
of  the  school  made  it  impossible  eitb«r 
for  a  school  teacher  or  a  stranger  to  gi^ 
special  religious  instruction.    But   thf 
working  of  this  Bill,  as  of  so  many  oUtff 
things  in  our  social  and  political  life,  mitft 
depend  on  the  goodwill  of  those  wlio 
worked   it.     As   for  the   words  of  thf 
Bill,  they  could  be  so  amended  as  to  nuh» 
the  intention  more  clear  than  it  wsi  st 
present;   for   the   rest  it  mmt  be  kh 
to  the  local  authorities,  who  thioaglu>at 
England  had  shown  remaikabk  ies«^^ 
ableness  and  toleration,  and  had  maoigMi 
to  work  out  a  difficult  Act  with  woodprfii 
harmony.    Anyhow^he  did  not  feel  Mt 
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Department  towards  the  training  colleges 
during  the  last  two  years.  He  welcomed 
the  signs  which  had  already  been  given  by 
the  Minister  of  Education  that  there  was  to 
be  a  new  departure  in  that  respect.  He 
would  only  say  a  passing  word  upon  the 
question  of  undenominational  or  Cowp  3r- 
Teraple  teaching.  It  was  siid  tliat  it 
h3nceforth  received  a  preferential  place 
in  our  educational  system;  also  it  was 
described  as  "  a  new  creed,"  a  "  State 
religion."  As  regards  preferential  treat- 
ment, the  Bill  did  not  for  the  first  time 
give  it  preferential  treatment;  that 
treatment  had  been  giv^n  for  m^-ny 
years.  As  regarls  the  oth3r  objection, 
he  could  not  persuade  himself  that 
Cowpsr-Templeism  was   a   creed    or  in 


to  depieciate  the  right  of  entry  as  had 
been  done  by  some  of  his  friends  both 
made  and  outaide  the  House.  He 
ngaided  this  as  a  great  opportunity 
wUeh  had  come  within  the  reach  of  the 
doxch  of  England,  and  had  hitherto 
leemed  unattainable.  The  value  of  that 
opportunity  would  depend  on  what  the 
Clraioh  made  of  it.  It  would  provide 
»  test  of  the  vitality  of  the  Church 
ukd  of  the  convictions  of  the  parents. 
If  the  Church  had  sufficient  organising 
power,  and  the  parents  sufficiently  strong 
religious  convictions,  the  rigH  of  entry 
would  be  the  greatest  boon  ever  con- 
toed  on  the  Church  of  England.  It 
piobably  could  not  be  worked  merely 
through  the  teachers  in  the  schools.  He 
pat  aside  the  question  of  the  head 
teacher  for  a  moment,  though  in  passing 
k  would  say  that  the  one-sided  liberty 
givm  to  the  head  teacher  was  most 
ineqimtable.  If  he  was  to  be  allowed 
to  refuse  to  give  religious  instruction, 
he  ought  also  to  be  allowed  to  give  it  if 
he  Hked.  He  thought,  howevc,  that 
the  Church  would  find  it  necessary  not 
to  eall  in  mere  amateur  teachers  but 
tohringin  trained  volunteers,  and  they 
vonld  have  to  devote  their  energies  to 
the  tiaining  of  such  teachers. 

'The  second  gain  was  this.    It  was  the 
intention   of   the    Bill   to   secure    that 
Chzistian  teaching  should  be  given  on 
the  demand  of  the   parents   in    every 
school    in      England.      It      was      no 
longer  to  depend  on  municipal  contests 
ot  on  the  warfare  of  local  factions,  it 
m  now  to  be  a  statutory  right.    That 
hid  been  criticised  as  one  of  the  blots  of 
the  Bill.    To  his  mind  it  was  one  of 
its  chief  merits  that   it  lifted  religious 
teadiing  above  municipal  squabbles,  and 
Reognised  the  duty  to  give  that  teaching 
IS  something   enjoined   by   the    State. 
Bat  this  Chnstian  teaching — a  descrip- 
tioa  disputed  by  some  of  his  friends — 
would  not    be   made    effective  merely 
hj  such  provisions  as  that  for  the  forma- 
tion of  a  religious  instruction  committee. 
It  vodd  be  necessary  to  provide  religious 
inspeetion  of  that  teaching;  and  there 
most  also   be   a   complete    change  of 
poiicj  of  the  Department    as    regards 
the  tnining  colleges.    There  must  be  no 
Boie  of  that  policy  of  harsh  repression 
vhich  had  characterised  the  Education 

VOL  CXCVn.    [Fourth  Sbrms.] 


any  strict  sense  an 


ism 


at  all.     He 


quite   admitted    that    for    the    Roman 
Catholics  it  was  a  form  of  religious  creed 
which  it    was    impossible  for  them  to 
accept.    But    to    the    great    mass    of 
English  Churchmen  it  was  the  common 
basis  of  Christian  teaching,  the  ground- 
work upDn  which  the  rest  of  the  fabric 
was  raised.     Church  membership  might 
be  saperaided  to  that  teaching.   Church 
teaching  could   supplement  it.    If  that 
were  not  so,  how  could  English,  Church- 
men so  long  have  acquiesced  in  a  majority 
of  their  children  being  taught  this  form 
of  religion  in  the  Council  schools  of  Eng- 
land ?     That  fact  alone  showed  that  in 
the    mind     of   most    members  of    the 
Church    Cowper-Temple    teaching    was 
not  pthe      poisonous     thing     it      was 
thought   to    be    by    some  extreme    de- 
nominalionalists.       He      frankly      ad- 
mitted that  the  imified  denominational 
school,  both  educationally  and  from  the 
point  of  view  of  religion,  was  far  better 
than  the  other  kind  of  school ;  yet  the 
description  often  given  of  undenomina- 
tional schools  could  not  be  sustained  by 
anybody  holding  the  moderate  views  of 
the  Church  of  England. 

But  he  would  add  another  remark — it 
was  a  vital  consideration — that  'the 
Church  of  England  must  look  ahead — it 
must  look  to  the  future.  In  the 
course  of  the  debate,  figures'Jhad  been 
quoted  which  showed  that  the  Church 
schools  were  dwindling  in  number  every 
year,  many  of^them  had  been  recently 
closed,  the  number  of  children  attending 
them  was  steadily  declining,  while  the 

2  C 
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number  of  children  in  the  Council  schools 
wa%  steadily  increasing.     He  had  heard 
no      answer     from     his     friends     who 
took  the    other    view     to    this    quer- 
tion  :     "  What  do  you  propose    to  d ) 
looking    to    tbe    future  ?    Your  whole 
interest  seems  to  be  concentrated  upon 
the  Church  children  in  Church  schools. 
Have  you  no  concern   for    that  much 
larger  number  of  Church  children  who 
are  in  the  council  schools,  who  in  a  very 
few  years  will  form  an  enormous  majority 
over  the  others  ? '  *    There  were  many  poor 
parishes  in  the  suburbs  of  London  and 
in  all  the  great  cities  where  there  were 
no  Church  schools,  and  now  for  the  first 
time  the  Church   would  get  access  to 
tho?e  Church  children ;    it  would  have 
the  right  of  entry  which,  if  it  wore  used 
well  and  wisely,  might  be  in  the  end 
the  salvation  of  the  children.    Further, 
the  Church  of  England  was  the  Church 
of  the  nation,  and  not  the  Church  of  a 
sect.      Her  first  obligations  v  ere  to  the 
members   of   her   own   communion,  but 
8h3   had   also   duties   to   those  outside 
that  communion.     Other  denominations 
m^ght  regard  their  duties  as  disoharged 
when   they  had  provided  for  the  needs 
of   their    own    children.      Not   so   the 
Cnurch  of  England ;  she  was  the  trustee 
of  the  religious  life  of  the  whole  people, 
B\e  must  have  regiid  f  Jt  the  spiritual 
interests    of     the    nation    as    a   whole. 
It   was  surelv   a   matter   of    the    first 
moment    to    the    Church     of    England 
that  the  State  should   not  be  secular, 
but  that  religion  should  be  recogaised, 
as  it  was  solemnly  recogaised    in  this 
Bill,  as    a    concern    of   the   State.    He 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  special  duty 
the  Church  of    England  owed  to  those 
who  were  not  o  ily  outside  her  own  com- 
munion, but  outside  all  the  Churches. 
T^.ere  was  a  mass  of  children  in  our 
great  industrial  centres  whose   parents 
were  untouched  by  the  organisation   of 
any  Church;    and  if  a  secular   system, 
which  many  advocated,  were  established, 
who    would    be    responsible    for    those 
children  ?    What  body  was  there,  what 
organisation  ?     There    was    no    agency 
other  than  the  State,  and  that  form  of 
religion  which  the  State  authorised.    Th^ 
Church  of  England,  therefore,  could  not 
take  a  narrow  or  sectarian  view.    She 
could  not  get  absolute  equality  in  the 
sense  in  which  that  phraee  was  tom^- 

Mr*  Butcher. 


times  used.  She  must  xnake  soni 
sacrifices,  and  provided  that  she  couJ 
safeguard  the  principles  for  whidi  h< 
own  schools  existed,  she  might  we 
consent  to  surrender  her  strict  right 
in  order  to  fulfil  larger  daties.  If  tb 
present  settlement  were  rejected,  the 
candidly  he  saw  nothing  before  them  bu 
the  secular  solution.  It  seemed  to  hie 
that  they  would  be  steering  atraigh 
for  the  secularisation  of  the  schooli 
and  he  could  not  wonder  that  the* 
who  desired  that  solutim  entered  tin 
passionate  protest  which  they  heard  \mm 
night  against  the  propose  1  ci'mpromi^ 
It  was  not  a  matter  for  the  Church  oJ 
England  only,  but  for  all  who  cared  Un 
religious  education,  to  avert  such  i 
result.  He  trusted  that  Church  peopW 
would  consider  this  matier  not  only  frum 
the  point  of  view  of  their  own  scbook 
the  surrender  of  which  might  be  to  tlmu 
a  grievous  hardship,  but  that  they  take 
care  that  their  allegiance  to  their  own 
Church  did  not  prevail  over  their  allegiafice 
to  religion  itself. 


♦The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OP  EDUCATION 
(Mr.  Trevelyan.  Yorkshire,  W.R, 
Elland):  My  right  hon.  friend  theMembfi 
for  Islington  stated  with  great  truth  tlut 
most  of  us  who  are  supporting  thi» 
Bill  are  practised  fighters  in  tb 
education  field,  and  I  am  remindfd 
that  my  first  political  pilgrimage  with 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  P^sident,  wm 
in  an  autumn  campaign  denouncing  the 
Bill  of  1902.  Probably  most  of  us  envy 
in  some  degree  those  who  are  still  com- 
pelled to  maintain  an  attitude  of  splendid 
irreconcilabilitv.  It  has  verv  m^tf 
attractions.  But  also  because  we  hs^t 
fought  so  long  we  have  been  able  fairtf 
and  correctly  to  measure  the  stfraith 
of  the  position  of  those  who  have  hitbert« 
been  opposed  to  Tis.  I  think  we  are  wi«lj 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  »«j 
cr.nnot  have  peace  except  on  terms.  Tbd 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  forth* 
City  of  Ix)ndon,  speaking  tenlay.  w**4 
emphatic  in  his  opinion  that  we  im»*  t4 
us  approve  this  arrangement,  aad  tki* 
we  none  of  us  support  it  on  its  intriniat 
merits.  Is  that  true  ?  Is  it  the  «« ^ 
Most  of  us  see  in  this  Bill  tbe  uece^  • 
of  some  of  our  cherished  prinrip^* 
though    it    is     true    that     thtn   ^[ 
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^ijigreeable  concessions  in  it  that  we* 
ahoold  very  much  like  to  avoid.  For 
mjBeU,  I  should  be  no  party  to 
«mBgements  whch  did  not  in  essentials 
give  JIB  those  things  for  which  I  and 
mv  &>rbear3  have  been  working.  To 
my  mind  this  controversy  has  always 
ling^d,  more  than  upon  anything  else, 
on  the  question  of  the  test  of  teachers. 
Tlte  first  time  that  I  hoped  for  accommoda- 
tkm  ia  this  controversy  and  the  effectual 
coding  of  this  long  warfare,  was  in  the 
spdog  of  this  year,  whei^  I  listened  in 
tke  House  of  Lords  to  the  Archbishop  of 
Cuaterbury  speaking  on  the  Bill  of  the 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph.  He  used  these 
vords,  speaking  on  30th  March — 

**  Tben  this  Bill  admits  the  principle  of  the 
fntdom  of  the  teacher  as  such  from  religious 
t^s.  That  is  the  more  difficult  question,  I 
think,  of  all  the  many  difficult  questions  which 
«it0  in  comieotion  with  our  educaticmal  pro- 
tim.  I  have  myself  all  my  life  supported 
(be  princi^e  of  freedom  from  tests  of  all  those 
»fco  occupy  public  offices  in  the  Civil  Service, 
<*  is  other  similar  public  capacity.  I  think 
tWt  it  is  accepted  now  by  most  people,  and  I 
nolMt  I  have  come  to  admit  it  myself  even 
{'«  tMchers  in  their  professional  capacity." 

I  cune  away  from  the  House  of  Lords  on 
tbt  occasion  with  new  hope  after  these 
<Aierv*tions  of  the  Archbishop.    I  want 
to  lay  ft  few  words  about  this  question  to 
Qjhon.  friends  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
IIds  Bill  intends  to  abolish    tests  for 
tciehm  and  I  think  it  does  so.    The 
'^itieum  which  requires  most  to  be  met 
^  this  side  of  the  House  is  the  allega- 
^  that  we  have  incidentally  reimposed 
^«U  for  teachers  by  this  BUI.    I  think 
Jkt  everyone  will  admit  that  in  rate- 
^iifld  schools  at  any  rate,  legal  tests  are 
|wng  to  be  abolished  for  teachers.    You 
cinaoi  abolbh  tests  absolutely,  because 
Tvaoftimot  prevent  a  bias  in  the  minds 
^  the  selectors  of  the  teachers.    Some 
•01  do  not  know  what  religious  liberty 
aeiM,  and  until  you  get  perfection  of  pub- 
lic opinion  you  cannot  get  perfect  freedom 
^  tests.    It  is  alleged  by  some  of  my 
8on.  friends  that  clergymen  and  other 
^thuaiastic  Churchmen  will,  in  order  to 
f^  the  assistance  of  the  assistant  teachers 
^  the  piAlic  schools,  practically  impose 
*tttt  upon  them  by  letting  it  be  knowil 
^  when  it  comes  to  promotion  they 
■  *ffl  have  their    sufErages.    I    am    not 
P'^pwwi  to  say  that  there  would  be 
Jjjwiger  of  this  occurring  among  small 
^'^  of  joanagers   wbere^there    are 
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clergymen  who  have  a  somewhat  narrow 
view  of  their  responsibilities.     In    this 
Bill   we   make  an  attempt    to   remove 
the  appointment  of  teachers  out  of  what 
from  the  educational  point  of  view  I 
regard   as  the   unsatisfactory  parochial 
atmosphere  where  local  prejudice  and  the 
limited  power  of  selection  injures  the 
chances  of  free  choice.    We  propose  that 
the   local   educational   authorities   shall 
henceforward  appoint  the  teachers  them- 
selves, and  when  the  time  comes  I  am 
ready  to  argue  that  as  a  great  and  valuable 
education  reform.    Here  the  provision  is 
inserted  as  being  an  absolute  safeguard 
agiinst  any  systematic  use  of  the  power 
of   promotion  in   order  to   reward  the 
teacher.  Among  the  varieties  of  partisan- 
ship which  you  find  on  county  councils 
and    corporations    religious    fanaticism 
very    rarely    appears.     Since    1902    the 
county  councils  and  the  corporations  have 
very   often   with    very   great   difficulty 
worked  what  many  of  their  members 
regarded  as  a  partial  Act  with  singular 
impartiality.     What  I  say  now  is  that 
when  all  moderate  men  are  determined 
to  make  this  Act  work,  as  they  will  be 
if  it  is  passed,  the  last  thing  that  any 
county  council  will  do  is  to  tolerate  the 
appointment  of  its  teachers  by  religious 
prejudice.    I  believe  in    the    common- 
sense  of  the  average  Englishman,  and  I 
believe  he  will  prevent  the  county  councils 
being  made  th)  fi;h  ing  ground  for  sects, 
for  everybody,  from  the   squire  to  the 
working-man,  is  thoroughly  sick  of  this 
kind  of  thing.    I  think  those  teachers 
who  take  the  view  of  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Nottingham  are  singularly 
ill-advised  in  their  attitude  towards  this 
Bill.    As  a  matter  of  fact  the  teachers 
stand  to  gain  more  than  anybody  else  by 
it.     There    are      5,000      schools      now 
closed  to  half  the  teachers  of  the  country 
which  will  certainly  be  open  to  their  free 
competition  under  this  Bill.    It  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  somewhat  short-sighted 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  teachers  for  the 
sake  of  an  indefinite,  exaggerated,  and 
speculative    mistrust    of   their    average 
fellow-citizens  to  reject  what  is  for  them 
a     great     actual    professional    emanci- 
pation.   I   say  that,    as   far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  believe  many  people    on 
this  side  of  the   House  holding  Liberal 
principles  are  thoroughly  satisfied  by  this 
Bill.    We  get  freedom  for  teachers,  and 
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by  the  control  of  the  schools  coining  into 
the  hands  of  the  local  autjxorities  passive 
Tesisters  can  now  pay  their  rates  with 
peace  and  honour.  But  we  have  to  make 
concessions.  I  do  not  myself  like  the 
Tight  of  entry,  and  I  do  not  think  we 
should  concede  the  right  of  entry  except 
to  get  a  far  greater  thing,  namely,  the 
public  control  of  th3  schools  and  a 
non-sectarian  system.  I  very  much  wish 
that  the  clergymen  would  leave  the 
.  schools  alone,  and  I  am  sorry  they  are  not 
satisfied  with  the  ordinary  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching.  But  it  is  a  solid  and 
undisputed  fact  that  they  are  not  satisfied 
with  it.  That  may  be  regrettable  from 
our  point  of  view,  but  it  is  very  easy  to 
exaggerate  the  harm  which  the  clergy  or 
anybody  else  can  do  by  coming  into  the 
public  schools.  There  may  be  here  and 
there  a  clergyman  who  will  try  to  make 
himself  a  nuisance  by  interfering  and 
proselytising.  I  do  not  think  they  will, 
but  that  is  a  possible  danger.  Again  I 
say  that  I  do  not  believe  public  opinion 
on  the  local  education  authorities  will 
allow  that  to  take  place.  I  think  this 
fear  in  the  minds  of  those  who  suggest  that 
if  this  Bill  is  passed  everybody  from  the 
parson  to  the  managers  are  going  to  be 
unreasonable  is  wrong.  I  think  that  is  a 
grotesque  view  of  my  fellow-countrymen. 
The  Bishop  of  Manchester  has  used  some 
words  in  which  he  spoke  of  something 
like  an  epidemic  of  sentimentality  passing 
over  the  country.  What  there  is  through- 
out the  country  is  an  atmosphere  of 
conciliation  and  common-sense  and  if 
we  pass  this  Bill  by  the  New  Year  we 
shall  be  able  to  go  down  to  our  counties, 
where  we  shall  find  everybody  in  re- 
sponsible positions  anxious  to  consider  all 
the  foibles  and  difficulties  cf  oth?r8,  reso- 
lutely and  determinedly  ready  to  work  the 
arrangements  in  the  Bill.  It  is  in  that 
spirit  of  confidence  in  our  fellow-coufi try- 
men  that  I  should  like  to  see  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  approaching  these 
proposals.  Nat  urally  we  do  not  expect  all 
sections  of  the  Church  to  approve  of  this 
Bill,  but  I  think  we  may  fairly  ask  that 
those  who  care  primarily  for  the  rights  of 
parents  to  support  us.  Since  1870  they 
have  never  been  in  a  position  of  ease  or  se- 
curit  V.  Thev  have  had  a  limited  number 
of  Church  schools  which  have  been  mam- 
tair.ed  at  great  expense  and  with  little 
advartage  to  the  Church  owing  to  the 
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unpopularity  of  the  system.  Then- 
children  in  the  provided  schools  were 
unable  to  obtain  on  any  terms  the 
religious  teaching  which  they  thoa^t 
they  had  a  right  to  have.  Until  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  presented  these 
possible  terms  to  his  Church  they  were  w 
far  away  as  ever  from  obtaining  whatther 
wanted.  A  diminishing  proportion  of 
the  children  of  the  country  were  able  to 
get  Church  teaching,  and  thej  wew 
always  liable  through  turns  of  pditicJ 
fortune  to  lose  even  the  opportunities 
which  they  had.  By  this  Bill,  if  honegtly 
and  properly  worked,  parents  will  have 
the  absolute  right  conceded  to  them  of 
getting  their  special  religious  teaehkg. 
The  greater  part  of  the  afguments  whid 
have  come  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  from  those  who  are  nnt 
wholly  against  these  arrangements,  has 
teen  that  the  facilities  which  the  Goven  - 
ment  are  ofEering  under  this  Bill  are  r^* 
real.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  U 
Marylebone  said  that  the  facilities  under 
this  Bill  were  an  excrescence  which  was 
likely  to  disappe^.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Chichester  said  they  were  meant  to 
be  illusory,  and  even  the  hon.  Memher 
for  the  Oxford  University  had  sonif 
doubts  as  to  whether  these  facilities  were 
really  effective.  Now  let  us  be  quite  flea: 
as  to  what  the  Government  mean.  K^T 
of  all,  this  Bill  is  meant  to  be  an  hone>r 
settlement.  The  granting  of  those  facu- 
ties  is  meant  to  be  a  real  permissioL. 
They  are  meant  to  be  as  fair  as  possible, 
and  they  are  meant  to  be  an  absofaite 
right  to  the  parent  limited  only  by  the 
TTiininnim  of  precaution  neeessary  to 
prevent  educational  chaos.  You  migbt 
have  a  condition  of  things  where  theie 
was  an  application  by  so  many  denomini* 
tions  that  the  educational  effidcncv  of 
the  school  would  be  impossible  to  main- 
tain during  the  first  three-quarters  of  an 
hour.  When  we  produce  the  provisiocs 
by  which  the  local  education  authoritv 
have  the  absolutely  necessary  adminis- 
trative control  over  the  management 
of  facilities,  we  are  turned  upon  an<J 
told  ty^t  then  the  Church  is  to  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  local  education  authority, 
who  may  squeeze  the  teaching  out  of  the 
schools  in  detail  if  not  in  the  gro?*. 
Again,  look  at  the  condition  of  the  public 
mind.  If  this  Bill  were  passed  would 
moderate    opinion    allow    the    county 
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comcil  todo  anything  of  the  kind  ?    The 
iu>ble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone 
mid  tii«  other  day  that  if  this  Bill  were 
you    would   have    the    various 
going  into  local  politics  in  order 
toaee  that  ^ilities  were  properly  worked. 
The  ynty  last  thing  that  the  members  of 
the  e^Minty  councils  want  is  to  have  their 
kodiies  turned  into  cockpits  of  religious 
Mjoabbles,  and  they  will  take  very  good 
tne  to  work  these  facilities  honestly  and 
Jtimigktforwardly  in  order  to  avoid  any 
nch  occurrences  as  that.    If  it  should 
kippea  that  there  are  one  or  two  counties 
CO  perverse  as  to  attempt  to  break  up  the 
natkmal  settlement  we  may  rely  upon  the 
kooesty  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
«{  Education  doing  his  best  to  prevent 
it.   I  want  to  know  why  we  should  expect 
the  gianting  of  these  facilities  becoming 
%  lufaire.      A  few  years  ago  I  was   in 
lastoalia,  in   New  South  Wales,  where 
they    have    a    system    like    the  settle- 
ment  which   the    Government   is   now 
proposing   in   this    Bill.     There    are    in 
New  South  Wales  State-aided  schools, 
Slate-managed,  no  tests  for  teachers,  and 
no  dogmatic  or  polemical  theology  taught. 
GeBfiial    religious    teaching    is    part    of 
^  normal  course  of  instructions  in  all 
the  idiools  of  the  Colony,  but  superadded 
UB  facilities  which,  with  the  exception  of 
certain  details,  are  almost  exactly  what 
'Ae   Government    are    now    proposing. 
Provision  is  made  for  setting  apart  one 
hour  each  day  during  which  the  clergy- 
«e&   may   give    special    instruction  to 
those   aeholars   of   his    own    particular 
IKiBvasion.     As   a  matter  cf  fact,  the 
CQoqnomise   we  give   is   rather   better, 
beewe  they   do   not  allow  instruction 
hy  the  assi  tant  teacher.    I  made  very 
tmiol   inquiries,    and    I    elicited  that 

^  privilege  of  gi^ang  special  religious 
teiching  was  availed  of  by  the  Church 
of  En^nd  and  by  that  body  alone. 
Thit  was  the  system  which  had  teen  work- 
ing in  New  South  Wales  some  ten  or  fifteen 
TMn,and  there  has  been  no  case  of  friction 
recorded  between  the  educational  authori- 
tiei  and  the  Church  in  carrying  out 
^ow  facilities.  In  order  that  the  House 
niajr  Bee  it  was  a  real  concession  I  should 
fib  to  read  from  one  of  the  Reports 
^ttied  in  the  diocese  of  Sydney,  where  the 
Ckurch  displays  a  great  activity,  from 


[the  Rev.  Arthur  W.  Payne,  on  special 
religious  instruction — 

**  A  good  record  of  work  done  during  the 
past  year  can  be  given.  It  is  impossible  to 
fumisb  an  absolutely  complete  statement,  but 
there  has  been  an  increase  in  the  number  ol 
clergy  and  catechists  engaged  in  this  work. 
Altogether  at  least  449  classes  were  taught, 
representing  about, 28,000  children.  These  are 
the  highest  figiues  yet  reported." 

This  seems  thoroughly  satisfactory.  I 
never  heard  anyone  say  there  was  any 
harm  in  it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Church.  The  Church  was  thoroughly 
satisfied.  And  on  the  other  hand,  when 
I  was  there,  although  I  made  many 
inquiries,  I  never  heard  any  complaint 
on  the  part  of  other  Protestant  Churchea 
of  the  use  made  by  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land of  a  privilege  which  was  on  their 
part  deliberately  neglected.  I  believo 
it  might  work  in  the  same  way  here. 
Some  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  are 
alarmed  because  some  of  my  friends  on 
this  side  say  there  need  be  no  fear  in 
granting  facilities  because  they  will 
not  last  long;  in  ten  years  nobody  will 
be  utilising  them.  Of  course,  it  ia 
possible  that  at  any  rate  in  some  parts 
of  England  the  Church  may  prefisc 
to  restrict  the  denominational  teaching 
to  the  Sunday  schools.  It  may  prefer 
to  keep  its  money  for  other  purposes 
than  paying  teachers  to  come  in  for 
denominational  teaching.  I  am  entirely 
disinclined  to  be  prophetic  myself.  I 
do  not  know  what  is  likely  to  happen. 
But  even  if  that  should  happen  it  would 
not  vitiate  the  arrangement  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Church.  They  could 
always  re-adopt  the  system  if  they 
pleased,  I  prefer  to  say,  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University,  the 
right  of  entry  will  be  whatever  the  Church 

chooses  to  make  of  it..  None  of  us  like 
contracting  out.  Some  Churchmen  want 
all  schools  that  can  be  to  be  contracted 
out,  and  they  are  asking  for  a  grant 
which  is  equivalent  to  the  present  rate 
aid.  Obviously  that  would  be  no  settle- 
ment at  all.  Clearly  there  are  districts 
which  are  not  covered  by  the  single 
school  area  provisions,  in  which  there 
are  two  or  three  denominational  schools, 
&  the  case  may  be.  If  contracting  out 
were  allowed  with  enormous  grants 
equivalent    to    rate    aid,    what    would 
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happen    in    those    districts  ?    All    the 
Church  schools  would  remain  and  costly 
public  schools  would  have  to  be  built 
lor  those  childrenjwho  did  not  want 
to  go  there.    There  would  be  from  the 
point  of   view    of   a   large   numb^  of 
people,  no  public  gain,  and  a  great  deal 
of  educational  and  financial   loss.    We 
«re  all  agreed  with  regard  to  contracting- 
out,  if  contracting-out  there  must  be, 
that  it  should  be  as  limited  as  possible, 
.because  it  is  an  educational  evil,  and 
where    it    is    specially    desired     there 
must     be     some     kind     of     readiness 
to  contribute  towards  it.    Last  night  we 
had  a  surprising  speech  from  the  hon. 
Member    for    North-West    Manchester. 
jBe  informed  us  that  in  the  unfortunate 
parishes    of    Lancashire    there    are    no 
subscribers.    He    did    not    appear    to 
appreciate  that  even  if  that  were  true 
they  could  get  assistance  horn  the  rich 
subscribers  to  their  association  in  other 
parts  of  England.    But  really  are  we 
to  believe  that  the  Lancashire  Churchmen 
are   so   determined   to   be  outside   the 
national  system,  and  yet  so  unable  to 
.pay  for  the  privilege  ?    Surely  ther^  must 
be  some  exaggeration  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's   figures.    Either   the   Churchmen 
of  Lancashire  are  not  so  anxious  for 
itheir  separate  schools  or  else  they  are 
not  quite  so  poor  as  he  represents  them 
to  be.    The  Church  can  very  well  afford 
to   pay   for   this   exceptional   privilege. 
In  1901  £64^,000  were  subscribed  by  the 
Church   of   England   to    these   Schools, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  pay  a  large  proportion  for  the  special 
privilege  of  standing  outside  the  national 
system.    Again,  on  the  Roman  Catholic 
aspect  of  the  question,  from  an  educa- 
tional  point  of   view,   we   regret    con- 
tracting out,  but   the    terms   we    offer 
cannot  be  regarded  as  ungenerous.    In 
Australia    they    have    systems    which 
absolutely    satisfy    the    whole*  of    the 
Protestant  part  of  the  population.    But 
what  happens  to  the  Catholics  there  ? 
There  is  no  money  for  Catholics  at  all. 
They  are  pariahs.     The  whole  of  the 
money  has   to   be   found   by   them — a 
terrible    misfortune    for    the    education 
and  the  progress  of  the  country.    We 
are  being  generous  to  those  who  choose 
to  hold  themselves  out  of  our  national 
system.     I  believe  this  Bill  is  the  basis 
for  some  kind  of  settlement.     I  believe 
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we  are  in  it  reverting  to  whftt  mi^t 
have  been  achieved  in  1870  if  the  oppo^ 
tunity  had  been  taken,  a  national  system 
with  the  fewest  possible  exceptiona  in- 
stead of  the  exceptions  being  made  the 
rule.  I  do  not  believe  in  1870  the 
National  Church  need  ever  have  been 
outside  the  national  system.  I  do  not 
believe  it  ever  wanted  to  be  o«twd« 
the  national  system,  but  a  bribe  was 
offered  it  to  stay  outside,  and  no  in^ 
ducoments  were  offered  it  to  come  in^ 
side.  We,  to-day,  honestly  offer  tem« 
to  the  Church  to  enter,  and  many  <»f 
its  wisest  leaders  are  anxious  to  accept 
these  terms  if  they  can.  I  believe  our 
country  will  be  intensely  angry  witk 
us  if  we  reject  this  Bill.  We  aJ-al  be 
felt  to  represent  neith  r  the  Ch*  rcheft 
nor  the  State.  The  mass  of  the  electoit 
want  a  settlement.  They  may  -be  the 
less  articulate  part  of  the  electors,  bat 
they  are  the  more  numerous,  and  in 
the  end  it  will  be  found  they  are  tit 
more  important. 

♦Mr.  GEOBGE  BOBEBTS  (Norwich) 
quite  agreed  that  some  conatitueati 
might  be  angry  if  the  Bill  was  rejected. 
But  he  was  perfectly  sure,  even  ii 
the  Bill  was  enacted,  no  consider- 
able part  of  the  people  wonld  be 
very  enthusiastic  about  it.  He  wiabcd 
to  give  his  reasons  for  having  decided  tf> 
vote  against  the  Second  Reading.  He 
had  generally  agreed  that  a  Bill  ahooU 
secure  Second  Reading,  and  that  there 
every  privilege  should  be  availed  of 
to  edSect  desired  Amendments.  Bat  in 
regard  to  this  Bill  if  he  read  the  sif^ 
aright  there  would  be  no  chanoe  of 
emendation  in  Committee.  They  had  ti> 
take  the  Bill  as  a  whole.  They  wookl 
be  able  to  make  their  speeches  bot  tbr 
Oovemment  and  tfie  8upfK>rters  of  the 
Bill  would  be  able  when  occastoa  re- 
quired to  rally  their  forces  and  outvote 
any  argimienta  which  might  be  adduced 
against  any  provision  of  the  Bill  Tktf 
seemed  to  be  a  grave  violation  of  Fsrbi- 
mentary  privilege.  He  entered  an  «d- 
phctic  protest  against  these  compromtteft 
being  entered  into  and  Bills  being  fianwd 
upon  them  simply  with  the  idea  thit 
Parliament  had  the  power  on!r  ti» 
ratify  but  neither  to  amend  nor  reje<t 
them.  They  had  been  plainly  UAI  br 
Ministers  that  the  Bill  was  to  be  accepted 
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m  A  whole,  that  if  any  portion  of  it  was 
modified  or  tampered  with,  the  balanoe 
vonld  be  distorbed  and  the  whole  ar- 
anganent  would  have  been  broken.  He 
Vt  iiMt  that  was  an  undesirable  thing. 
fas  House  of  Commons  was  the  repre- 
mtathre  body  of  the  nation,  and  Bills 
ought  to  be  passed  through  the  House 
as  the  result  of  free  expression  of  opinion 
and   due  consideration   of  the   various 

Kts  comprised  in  th:m.    One  wondered 
fir  this  system  of  conference  and 
compromise     was     likely     to  proceed. 
Would  they  see   a  conference  to  con- 
ader  whether   it   was   possible    to   get 
«   licensing    Bill    through  ?      He    did 
not    see   why,    if    it    was    possible    to 
bring   two    hitherto    irreconcilable    ele- 
ownts  such  as  the  bishops  and  Non- 
conformists together,  it  was  not  equally 
practicable  to  bring  the  brewing  interest 
md  the  temperance  reformer  into  co- 
operation.    He  would  have  no  objection 
to  a  Licensing  Bill  going  through,  but 
ke  did  not  think  it  was  practicable  on 
these    lines.    He    had    never    contem- 
plated seeing  Nonconformists  accept  a 
Bin  containing  such  startling  provisions 
M  this.    During  the    general    election, 
ahhoogh    in   the    whole,  of   his   public 
career  he  had  been  convinced  that  the 
floly  abiding   and   natural   solution   of 
the  question  was  the  secular  solution, 
his  sympathies  were  Nonconformist,  and 
he  had  pledged  himself  in  his  consti- 
twcy  to  see  redress  for  the  undoubted 
irieranees  that  Nonconformists  laboured 
•nder.    But   if   this   was   the   way   in 
which    Nonconformist    grievances    were 
to  be  remedied  he  could  not  read  the 
Wms  aright.    In  this  compromise  they 
seemed  to  think  that  the  nation  was 
wttposed    entirely   of   Churchmen   and 
Nonconformists.    There  was  a  consider- 
able proportion  of  people  who  perfectly 
bonertly   rejected   all   creeds.     He   had 
B«ver  heard  previously  that  the  reject - 
*W!i  of  creeds  invalidated  the  rights  of 
citizenship,  and  he  could  not  see  how  the 
ri^te  of   this   considerable   portion   of 
pwple  were  properly  preserved  in  this 
BiD.    True   the   conscience   clause   was 
'^tsined,  but  there  was  no  man  with  a 
pwper  respect  for  his  children  who  liked 
tbexQ  to  be  marked  as  heretical  in  the 
•chools.     They  had  a  strong  objection 
^  the  children  being  called   upon   to 
^  the   whole   responsibility  for   the 


i  liosyncrasies  of  their  parents,  and  he 
felt  that  even  the  retention  of  this  so- 
called  conscience  clause  did  not  com^ 
pensate  for  the  abrogation  of  the  rights 
of  a  consiierable  class  of  people,  many^ 
of  whom  he  was  acquainted  with    as 
being  good  citizens  and  equally  worthy 
of   consideration    with    any    sects    who 
were     parties     to      this    compromise. 
They  had  been  told  repeatedly  that  if 
this    Bill   was   not   accepted   the    only 
alternative    was    the    secular    solution. 
Others  said  that  that  would  neVer  be 
accepted  by  the  nation  as  a  whole,  but 
he  was  convinced  that  more  and  more 
people  were  coming  to  recognise  that  it 
was  the  only  enduring  solution  of  this 
vexed    question.    Undoubtedly    in    the 
realm  of  sectarianism  the  non-combatants 
were    diminishing.    More    people    were 
becoming  convinced    of  the  desirability 
of  the  State  confining  itself  to  the  impart- 
ing of  what  was  kaown  as  secular  in- 
struction.   Another  portion  of  the  people 
were  so  sick  and  weary  of  this  sectarian 
bitterness  that  they  had  turned  to  the 
secular  solution,  some  said  as  a  policy  of 
despair,  because  they  desired  to  put  an 
end  to  this  question.     The  Government 
ought  to  accord  more  credit  to  those  who 
had  advocated  the  secular  solution.    If 
it  had  not  been  for  the  spread  of  that 
idea  he  did  not  think  the  bishops  and 
Nonconformists  would  ever  have  coma 
together    in    this    matter.     The    Arch- 
bishop of   Canterbury  had   referred  to 
''the  gaunt    spectre  of   secular  educa- 
tion."   He  felt  his  Grace  had  become 
convinced  that  some  sort  of  settlement 
ought     to    be    arrived    at,     otherwise 
the  nation  would,  as  a  whole,  embrace 
the  idea  to  which  he  had  referred.    It 
was     proposed     by     subsection    (h)  of 
Clause  1  of  this  Bill  that  Cowper-Temple- 
ism  was  for  the  first  time  to  become  a 
statutory  part  of  our  national  education. 
He  regarded  that  as  a  most  undesirable 
departure    from    the    State     point    of 
view.  Although  Churchmen  and  Noncon- 
formists might  have  succeeded  for  the 
time  being  in  coming  to  an  arrangement 
on  this  matter  he  believed  they  would 
find  that  they  were  opening  up  fresh 
difficulties,  and  that  strong  resentment 
would  be  manifested  against   this   new 
provision.      Hitherto     they    had    had 
a  more  or   less   correct   idea  of   what 
was  meant  by  Cowper-Templeism,  but 
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did  tbe  provision  in  Clause  7  mean  that 
a  committee  of  religious  bodies  was  to 
decide  about  the  syllabuses  which  were  to 
prevail  in  the  public  schools  ?  Were  they 
to  have  a  free  hand  in  compiling  the 
syllabuses  ?  Was  it  to  be  that  accord- 
ing to  the  composition  of  the  committee 
the  syllabus  was  to  have  a  delicate  de- 
nominational tinge  in  one  district,  and 
a  vividly  coloured  denominational  tinge 
in  another  ?  He  saw  a  grave  danger 
that  Cowper-Templeism  as  they  had 
understood  it  in  the  past  might  be  a 
pronounced  form  of  denominationalism. 
If  the  local  education  authorities  were 
to  have  power  to  appoint  the  special 
committees  these  committees  could  com- 
pile the  syllabuses  which  would  satisfy 
the  whole  of  their  denominational  de- 
mands. He  hoped  that  his  fear  on 
this  point  was  unfounded,  and  that 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  assure 
him  that  no  such  power  was  contemplated. 
He  was,  for  a  number  of  years,  connected 
with  the  school  board  of  his  own  district, 
and,  whatever  might  have  been  his 
speculative  difficulties,  he  had  always 
sided  with  his  Nonconformist  friends  in 
protesting  against  the  right  of  entry 
into  the  national  schools.  Until  th's 
Bill  was  sprung  upon  them  he  did  not 
think  that  certain  members  of  the 
Cabinet  would  ever  have  allowed  such 
a  principle  to  be  embodied  in  a  measure 
brought  forward  by  a  Liberal  Grovem- 
ment.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
Government  were  placing  them  on  the 
slippery  slope  of  denominationalism. 
He  felt  sure  that  they  would  ultimately 
be  convinced  of  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ment which  had  been  constantly  made 
that  there  was  no  logical  halting  place 
between  the  exclusion  of  all  religions 
and  the  inclusion  of  all  denomina- 
tions in  our  educational  system. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ix>uth,  speaking  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  1906  Bill, 
stated  that  he  had  a  strong  objection  to 
the  Tieht  of  entry  to  public  schools  being 
conceded  to  the  clergymen  of  every 
Chorch,  because  the  Church  of  England 
was  approximating  more  and  more  to 
Soman  Catholicism.  The  attitude  of 
some  undenominationalists  on  the  benches 
opposite  was  somewhat  remarkable ;  he 
never  conceived  that  it  would  have  been 
possible,  but  there  they  had  it.  The 
teachers  were  still  as  strenuously  opposed 
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to  this  as  ever.    Their  desire  was  to 
promote  education,  and,  dierefore,  tb^ 
were  not  prepared  to  temporise  with  ifait 
arrangement  at  all.    The  teachers  ought 
to  know  whFt  sort  of  supervision  vo^ 
be  exercised  by  those  who  were  lo  have 
the  right  of  entry  into  the  schools.    Wers 
those   who    entered    to    be  allowed  to 
impart  anything  they  liked  1    He  had 
seen  a  letter  from  a  NonconformisI  who 
sent  his  children  to  a  particular  sehod  as 
a  matter  of  convenience.     The  childten 
on  returning  from  8chtK>l  one  day  stated 
that  they  had  been  told  that  unbaptised 
children  could  never  enter  the  kingdoa 
of  heaven.     It  seemed  to  him  that  nodft 
the  proposals  contained  in  the  BiU  they 
were  laying  their  children  open  to  ih^ 
kind  of  teaching.      He  could   oooceiva 
that  some  children  might  be  penned  off  in 
one  classroom  to  receive  such  teaching, 
while  others  in  another  class-room  might 
be  taught  something  entirely  differeDt. 
It  was  undesirable  that  such  conflktiDg 
ideas    should  be  imparted   to    children 
attending    the    same    school.     Did  the 
Government  desire  to  see  a  system  of  fee 
paying  growing  up  in  the  schools  f    fie 
could  not  understand  the  meaning  of  the 
provision  with   respect  to   that  matter. 
He  hoped  that  no  provision  would  be  pot 
in  any  Act  of  Parliament  to  enooonge 
the  establishment  of  schools  on  the  fee- 
paying  principle.     He  presuised  there 
was  a  desire  in  some  quarters  to  hare  a 
sort  of  class  schools  established,  becaoie 
some  parents  were  able  and  willing  to 
pay  fees.    That  provision  would  ha«e  to 
be  closely  watched  in  Committee,  and,  if 
necessary,  excised  from  the  Bill    Ai  to 
teachers  being  allowed  to  give  rdigioai 
instruction,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Camberwell  put  it  in  a  ntber 
paradoxical  way  last  night  when  he  said 
that    the  teachers  would    be  asked  to 
volunteer.     A  teacher  misht  be  asked  to 
volunteer  by  a  member  of  the  authority 
by  whom  he  was  engaged.     That  would 
simply  mean  that  the  teacher's  economic 
dependence  would  not  allow  him  to  rrfuie. 
If  a  local  education  authority  desired  that 
a  certain  kind  of  religious  instruction 
should  be  given  and  a  teacher  refused  to 
give  it,  the  refusal  would  militate  agipwt 
the    teacher's     chance     of     promotion. 
Therefore,  teachers  did  not  want  to  be 
placed  in  that  position.     All  educstioniiti 
were  opposed  to  the   principle  of  c<»* 
tracting-out.      There  had  not  been  •» 
argument    adduced  that   day  in  fa^oor 
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4  it    It  meant  that  public  control  over 
antrtcted-ottt  schools  would  be  lost,  and 
d  UMSMrily  followed  that  the  standard 
ai  education  would  be   depreciated  in 
tboM  schools.    Under  the  system  of  con- 
crKtiiig-oat»    the    management    of   the 
tAfock  would  become   largely  clerical, 
ad  he  was  afraid  it  would  become  loose 
aoi  in^Rcient.      Further,  the  teachers 
Toold  always  be  liable  to  have  extraneous 
dimei  bid  upon  them.    Very  often  they 
tookl  be  selected,  not  because  they  were 
ibis  to  impart  certain  secular  knowledge, 
bat  because  they  were  willing  to  perform 
finties  which  did  not  come  within  their 
funetions.      He    and    his  friends    who 
diired  his  views  had  a  genuine  complaint 
igunt   this    Bill      He    never    offered 
^ustioas  opposition  to  any  measure.     He 
vooJd  preform  this  case,  if  it  were  possible, 
toezereise  restraint  in  order  that  the  Bill 
night  be  passed,  and  the  path  cleared  for 
the  tickling  of  other  social  reforms.     He 
VMcoorinced  that  this  Bill  would  afford 
DO  permanent  solution  of  the  question. 
h  had  heard  Nonconformists  say  that 
%  did  not  believe  that  the  right  of 
«tijr  would  be  readily  used.    It  was 
^Qse  he  thought  it  would  be  largely 
^  and  that  it  would  be  detrimental 
to  tke  development  of  a  national  system 
of  eincation   that  he  objected  to  the 
Bill  They  should  look  at  this  matter 
^1  the   standpoint   of   the   children. 
U  they  did  so  they  would  appreciate 
the  fntiHty  of  teaching  these  sectarian 
lormohe  to  the  children.      He  did  not 
^lieve  that   the   children  could  grasp 
thtte  sectarian  subtleties.    They  accepted 
'hem  because  they  were  told  to  do  so, 
f^ttt  when  they  grew  up,  if  the  teaching 
^^  these  matters  remained  with  them 
*t  all,  they   accepted  it   instinctively, 
lot  as  the  result  of  reason  and  reflection. 
He  Wlieved  tbat  in  all  spheres  of  thought 
theii  conclusions  ought   to   be   arrived 
»t  fioni  study  and  reflection.     For  his 
^^  part,  he  wanted  to  see  the  children 
^iven  as  full  an  education  as  it  was 
P<*«ible  for  them  to  acquire,  so  that  when 
^7  arrived   at   marturity  they  would 
^  able  to  judge  these  religious  matters 
^r  themselves.     They   would   then    be 
^  *  position  to  determine  for  themselves 
**4er  these  formulee  were  incongruous 
^'»i«eon  the  whole.    He  did  not  believe 
|hat  sectarian   teaching   had   improved 
^  character    of    the    people    of    this 
^witiy.    Religion    did   not   consist   in 


an    intellectual    assent    to    theological 
propositions.    Heligion  was  a  thing  they 
could  not  explain  and  could  not  put 
into  the  clauses  of  a  Bill.     It  was  some- 
thing to  believe,  and  he  insisted  that 
to  allow  clergymen  into  a  school  for  a 
certain   period   two   or   three    days   in 
the  week  was  not  to  promote  a  true 
idea  of  religion  as  he  had  been  able  to 
apprehend    it.    He    agreed    with    other 
hon.     Members     that    it     was      time 
this  religious   difficulty  in   the   schools 
was  got  out  of  the  way.    He  felt  that 
they  could  do  more  to  promote  genuine 
educational  progress   by  putting   aside 
religious    and    sectarian    controversies, 
and   by    extending   the    school   age   of 
the  cluldren,   reducing  the   number  of 
children  in  the  classes,  improving  the 
qualifications  of  the  teachers,  and  making 
it  easier  for  the  children  to  pass  from 
the  elementary  to  the  higher  forms  of 
education.    These    things    would   never 
be     possible     until      they      put     this 
religious  controversy  outside  the  field  of 
educational  afiairs.    He  was  convinced 
that   this   Bill   would   not    effect   that 
desirable  consummation,  but  would  do 
something  to  accentuate  the  existing  evils. 
He  believed  that  sectarian  issues  would 
be  imported  into  Parliamentary  elections, 
and   it   was  evident   from    his    speech 
that  day,  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion would  not   let  this   question   die. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  practically 
said  that  if  he  was  in  power  again  he 
would  be  met  with  a  demand  for  the 
extension    of    the    privileges    given    in 
this  Bill  to  the  denominations,  and  he, 
admitted  the  possibility  of    his   party 
acceding  to    the    demands  of  the  de- 
nominationalists  and  placing  denomina- 
tionalism  completely  on  the  public  funds.. 
Municipal   squabbles   would   arise   over 
the  question  ;  Parliamentary  issues  would 
be  obscured  by  sectarian  conflict,  and 
progress  would  be  arrested.     The  duty 
of  the  State  was  to  educate  the  children 
only  in  that  which  was  common  to  all. 
This  country  did  not  consist  alone  of 
Churchmen    or    Nonconformists.     There 
were    other   sections    that    had    to    be 
considered ;     and   he   very   respectfully 
submitted   that,   however  objectionable 
the  idea  of  secular  education  might  be 
to  some  people,  it  was  the  only  practical 
solution   of   this   vexed   question*     He 
apologised   for   the   length   of  time  he 
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had  taken,  but  lie  wanted  to  make 
periectly  clear  the  conBcientious  reasotiB 
which  he  held  for  voti'^g  against  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)   said   he    wished    to   give   his 
reasons  foe  voting  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.     It  was  no  ordinary  Bill, 
and  it  had  to  be  considered  in  its  relation 
to    the    circumstanceB     in     which    the 
measure  had  been  brought  in  and  the  in- 
tentions with  which  it  had  been  intro- 
duced.     The  objections  he  had  to  the 
Bill,  though  very  great,  were  all  clause 
objections,  which  might  well  be  ai^ued 
and   enforced    in   the   CommittM   stage 
and  finally  given  effect  to  by  a  protest 
on  the  Third  Reading.    His  inclination 
to  support  the  Bill  on  the  Second  Reading 
had    received    some     disturbance    since 
the    beginning   of    the     debate.    There 
were   two  causes  of    disquietude.    The 
hon.  Member  for   North-West   Norfolk, 
who  occupied   a    position    of   a  rather 
representative  character  in  this  matter, 
had  used  the  strange  expression  that  this 
BiU  was  what  he  called  an  instalment. 
He  would  not  be  doing  Us  duty  if  he  did 
not  draw  attention  to  the  use   of   that 
word.   Again,  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  this  Bill  was  to  be  taken  "  as  a 
whole,"  andtherighthon.  Gentleman  had 
also  used  the  expression  that   to    make 
any  material  alteration  in  the  Bill  would 
be  to  "disturb  its   balance."    He  quite 
recognised  that ;     but  he   was  entitled 
to  ask  whether  that  meant  merely  that 
they  were  not  to  move  for   concessions 
b1  and    material    kind, 
*ant   that    they   were   not 
•ncessions  which  some  of 
1    to    be    only    apparent, 
verted    in    the  course  of 
'   stage   into    real    conces- 
men  and  the  trustees  and 
jrch   schools    were    being 
:    with    something    which 
ver   regain.     Vendors   of 
isually  part  with  the  po»- 
iir   land    until    the   cash 
tid  on  the  table.    In  this 
rch   was    asked    to   part 
)ls    tor    something   which 
«  taken    back    again,  or 
de    altt^ether    nugatorv. 
its      value.      He     did 
impute    want    of    faith, 
iobetlB. 


or  anytlung  of  that  Idnd.  Bills 
were  not  usually  framed  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  whole  population *m« 
going  to  enter  into  a  conspiracy  to  defeat 
them  when  passed  into  law ;  but  on  this 
Bill  they  were  justified  in  proceeding 
with  the  utmost  possible  caution,  and 
were  not  entitled  to  proceed  on  the 
most  optimistic  assumptions.  Hs  did 
not  irish  to  mention  names  or  to  give 
currency  to  phrases  used  in  th?  oourw 
of  private  conversation,  but  rmnours 
had  reached  him  and  his  friends,  which 
showed  that  there  had  been  no  sbatf- 
ment  on  the  part  of  certain  local  a^tho^ 
ities  of  their  hostilitj-  to  Church  schools. 
Was  there  any  person  on  the  benches 
opposite  who  could  give,  and  ni  ra- 
titled  to  give — was  there  any  leader 
of  thought  and  opinion  in  or  out  of  the 
House,  who  was  prepared  to  give  aasoi- 
ancea  that  local  authorities  were  pre- 
pared to  change  their  conduct  in  relation 
to  Church  schools  on  advice  from  head- 
quarters ?  If  such  aasuranoea  eoM 
be  given  they  would  go  far  to  remove 
the  objection  which  many  on  that  adt 
of  the  House  had  to  voting  for  tki> 
Second  Reading.  He  wished  to  enter  the 
caveat  that  in  voting  for  the  Second 
Reading,  he  detached  himself  from 
approval  of  the  actual  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  His  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  meant  do  more  than  that  be 
wished  to  keep  alive  beyond  that  ninbt 
the  poesibility  of  a  settlement,  becauM 
he  felt  that  to  close  the  door  that  night 
was  to  close  it  much  too  eoon,  and  hs 
did  not  wish  to  make  impoMible  the 
carrying  of  Amendments  which  mijiht 
make  the  Bill  an  equitable  and  a  durtMe 
settlement. 

*8iR  ROBERT  PERKS  (Lincohwhire, 
Louth)  did  not  think  that  any  KonNO* 
formist  in  this  House,  or  in  the  ooniitrT 
either,  could  or  would  express  miKh 
enthusiasm  about  this  BiU,  aitd  he  grestir 
doubted  whether  it  was  in  aocoraanM 
with  many  of  the  electioa  ple<ig<* 
which  they  gave  prior  to  the  I»»* 
election.  He  ventured  to  diaaeot  from 
the  view  expressed  by  the  JCiu«« 
for  Education  when  he  said  tb>| 
in  its  main  features  it  really  i*"^ 
out  the  principles  which  thev  h»d 
been  for  many  years  conteodiog  t"- 
Indeed,  if  some  of  them  had  gone  to  thnr 
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eonstitaencies  tkree  years  ago  and  told 

tlmm  tiiat  they  proposed  to  throw  open 

the  portals  of  the  old  school  board  schools, 

BOW  the  council  schools,  to  the  incursions 

of  the  clergy  of  every  sect  for  the  purpose 

of  teaching  their  doctrinal  theory,  and  if 

they  had  told  them  that  they  intended 

to  extend  the  principle  of  contracting- 

oqI,    and  been  asked  to  support  such 

«diicatbnal  measures,  the  only  answer, 

be    thought)     that    they    could    have 

prea  them  would  have  been  :    "  Is  thy 

serrant  a  dog  to  do  this  ? "     None  of 

them   ever   contemplated   the   remotest 

pessibility  of  having  to  stand  up  in  the 

House,  and  give  even  a  measured  degree 

of  ap|»oval  to  a  Bill  of  this  description. 

His  right  hon.  friend  the  Minister  for 

Education  was,  he  Imew,  familiar  with 

tbe  past  history  of   Nonconformity  in 

this  country,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 

Urtofy  was  stran|;ely  repeating  itself  in 

coimeetion  with  this  measure.    He  turned 

iq»  last  night  a  passage  from  a  letter 

wtitten  by  Lord  Ripon  to  Mr.  Forster 

in    1870,     in     which     he    stated    the 

difficulty   in   which    he    found   himself 

pboed  in  forcing  through  the  House  a 

Bill  whieh  undoubtedly  proved,  as  they 

h«d  been    told    that    afternoon,    fairly 

latisfactory  for  many  years,  and  which 

«u  sometimes  caUed  a  settlement.    Mr. 

Focster,   as  they  aU  remembered,   was 

Wonght  to  task^  as  he  had  no  doubt  the 

jwwnt  Government  would  be,  by  many 

people  throughout  the  country  for  being 

I  party  to  a  concession  which  was  then 

oonndered    educationally   unsound   and 

eonfficting  absolutely  with  the  principles 

of  religious  equality  and  the  teachings 

of  Nonconformity.    Lord  Ripon  replying 

to  Mr.  Forster  said — 

^'Tour  business  and  mine  is  simply  to  try 
od  get  the  Bill  through  without  alteration. 
UGUdstone  prefers  to  carry  it  by  the  aid  of  the 
^pry  rather  ttian  by  consulting  the  bulk  of  the 
libenls,  that  is  his  affair  not  ours,  and  we  must 
let  kiiQ  do  what  he  likes  on  that  point." 

Tnat  ^as  the  view  of  what  possibly  som^ 
people  might  call  a  practical  politi- 
cian, and  others  would  call  a  political 
'^^portnnist.  At  all  events,  the  result 
^^  the  action  was  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  was  deserted  by  many  of  its 
n»st  active  supporters  throughout  tho 
<^mntrT,  and  the  Liberal  Party  in  1874 
^  beaten  hopelessly  at  the  polls.  The 
^eminent  unquestionably  must  have 
^-d  all  these  faT5ts  before  them  when  thev 


"  t 


entered  upon  these  negotiations,  to  which 
such  frequent  reference  had  been  made 
in  the  House  and  in  the  Press.  He 
would  like  to  say  that  he  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church,  which  was  the  largest  in 
this  country  next  to  the  Church  of 
England,  and  when  he  said  that  no 
negotiations  of  any  sort  whatever  had 
taken  place  between  the  (Government  and 
the  educational  authorities  of  that  Church, 
ia  connection  with  this  Bill,  prior  to  its 
ijitroduction.  They  knew  absolutely 
nothing  about  it  officially.  He  did  not 
thiak,  with  one  or  two  exceptions  possibly, 
that  any  of  their  leading  ministers  or 
laymen  were  consulted,  and  therefore 
th^y  were  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
The  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church  were 
in.  absolutely  the  same  position.  As 
rcpresentiig  a  village  constituency,  he 
would  confine  his  remarks  for  the 
moment  to  the  rural  districts,  and 
he  would  ask  whether  in  the  rural 
parts  of  this  country  they  were  going  to 
gain  or  lose  educationally  by  this  Bill. 
It  certainly  seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill 
for  rural  districts  had  three  very  distinct 
advantages,  coupled,  as  it  now  stood, 
with  two  serious  drawbacks.  In  the  first 
place,  the  parson  ceased  to  be  the  ruler 
of  the  school,  and  the  sectarian  majority 
on  the  management  committee  for  the 
first  time  disappeared.  The  school,  there- 
fore, became  a  public  school  under  the 
management  of  the  local  education 
authority,  and  that  was  unquestion- 
ably a  great  advantage,  because  it 
brought  6,000  single  area  schools 
in  the  country  within  the  purview  for 
the  first  time  of  a  national  system  of 
educational  control.  He  ventured  to 
point  out  that  this  was  not  an  effective 
control  unless  this  Bill,  or  some  future 
Bill,  was  going  a  step  further,  and 
provide  foi^  very  much  smaller  educa- 
tional areas  of  management.  Those  who 
were  familiar  with  the  rural  districts 
knew  that  in  many  counties — ^let  them 
take  Lincolnshire  as  an  illustration, 
there  they  had  a  great  Nonconfor- 
mist county,  and  its  representation 
at  present  showed  it  to  be  a  preponder- 
ating Liberal  county,  and  yet  the  district 
and  county  educational  authorities  were, 
unhappily,  through  the  smash-up  of  the 
school  board  system,  now  Anglican  and 
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Tory,  and  failed  altogether  to  represent 
either  the  political  or  religious  complexion 
•of  the  county.  Consequently,  unless  thev 
restored,  and  very  quickly  restored, 
the  local  educational  authorities  in  small 
areas,  they  i^ouli  not  have  the  advantage 
•of  the  educational  assistance  and  super- 
Tision  of  the  men  in  the  locality.  It 
i^as  illusory  altogether  to  suppose  that 
this  Bill  gave  efiective  local  control  over 
their  schools,  and  the  point  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  below  the  gangway 
who  spoke  a  few  minutes  before  with 
reference  to  Clause  7,  was  a  very  practical 
one  in  such  a  county  as  Lincohi,  because 
there  it  would  be  possible,  under  Clause 
7,  which  he  should  very  much  like  to  see 
•excised  from  the  Bill,  for  the  Lincolnshire 
<!!ounty  Council,  and  many  other  county 
•councils,  to  provide  a  small  sectarian 
committee  for  the  purpose  of  formulating 
the  religious  curriculum  to  be  used  in 
public  schools,  this  being  Cowper- 
Templeism.  But  there  was  no  doubt  in 
these  districts  it  was  a  great  advjantage 
to  get  rid  of  the  parson  who  controlled 
the  school  and  to  make  it  into  a  public 
flchool,  and  place  6,000  schools  under 
the  national  system.  In  the  next  place, 
the  Bill  undoubtedly  emancipated  in 
those  districts  the  teacher  from  clerical 
■control,  and  he  became  for  the  first  time 
a  free  man,  not  appointed  by  managers 
of  sectarian  schools,  whether  they  were 
Anglican,  Wesleyan,  or  British,  but 
he  was  appointed  regardless  of  sec- 
tarian qualifications  by  the.  central 
educational  power.  That  was  a  great 
step  forward  in  the  English  village  and 
the  small  town,  because  it  threw  open 
for  the  first  time,  he  thought  he  was  not 
wrong  in  saying,  some  10,000  or  12,000 
places  for  head  teachers  and  assistant 
teachers  to  the  Nonconformist  boy  or  girl. 
That  was  the  second  great  advantage  of 
this  Bill  in  the  rural  district.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  but  one,  he 
thought,  spoke  quite  correctly  when 
lie  said  that  possibly  this  Bill  found 
them  in  a  position  of  readiness  to  accept 
it,  owing  to  the  spectre  of  secularism 
in  the  distance — in  the  near  distance. 
The  paramoimt  reason,  however,  was 
that  they  believed  that  religious  or 
irreligious  conflict  was  hostile  to  educa- 
tional efficiency  and  progress..  In  the 
next  place  he  believed  that  most  of 
them    were    anxious    for   a    settlement, 

^tV  RobeH  Perks, 


because  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
controversies  of  the  last  few  years  had 
thrown  into  hostile  camps  many  men 
who  were  anxious  to  work  togeUier  for 
religious,  social,  and  moral  reform.    Bat 
there  was  no  doubt  there  was  a  third 
reason  which  governed  many  man.  and 
that  was  to  keep  away  from  the  Touig 
life    of    the    country    an     edocatioiul 
system    without    the    teaching   of  tbr 
Holy  Scriptures  in  schools.    Thertfon 
while    he    would    prefer    to    leave   the 
local  authorities  the  powers  which  thev 
enjoyed  under  the  Act  of  1870  to  decide  frir 
themselves    whether    they    would   have 
Bible  teaching  in    the    schools   or  not, 
whether  they  would  have  Cowper-T«n- 
pie  instruction  or  not,  yet   he  was  a* 
anxious  to  base  the  education  of    tk« 
country   upon   the   moral    law    denred 
directly  from  the  reading  and  the  teach- 
ing  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  that  h^  was 
prepared  to  give  up  his  views  in  that 
respect    and    consent    to    a    statvtorr 
obligation  on  local  authorities  to  provide 
for    Cowper- Temple    instructioii    as   t 
normal  condition   in  all  the   State<QC- 
trolled  schools.    Those  were  the  thR« 
advantages  of  this  Bill,  but  they  were 
face  to   face   with  the   right  of   entir 
and     **contrac  ting-out.'*      He     unhesi- 
tatingly said   that   he  did   not  believe 
that    the    right    of     entry    would    be 
used  for  many  years  to  come*    He  did 
not  belieVe  the  right  of  entry  would  be 
used  for  many  years,  because  what  the 
people  of  this  country  deeired  for  their 
children  was  >imple  Bible  teaching,  gite& 
by  the  teachef,  and  not  by  a  cleric  of  sor 
denomination.  \ What  was  the  positioa  of 
the  teacher  who  might  ofier  to  give  tiu5 
♦eaching  1    In  tfte  first  place,  he  mi|At. 
and   probably   wt>uld,  give    plain  Bible 
teaching.    He  wout4  then  be  called  «  br 
the  parents  to  gi^  secUrian  relipnu* 
instruction.    He  wcJuld  receive  no  p*j- 
ment  for  it,  and  he  ^ould  have  to  phnr 
into  Biblical  studies  Bbout  which  be  b^i 
hitherto  not  troubled  himself.    Ths  im- 
portation of  the  cleric.%1  teacher  to  imptrt 
to  the  children  the  theOry  of  transttbitac- 
tiation  and  other  doct'tines  would  redw* 
the  schools  to  a  stato  of  pandeniopii"B 
if  long  continued.    Whpe  he  believed  th*t 
contracting-out  was   l^d  educatiowUy, 
bad  for  the  children  and  the  te^^-bm 
alike,   one  could  noy  fail   to  see  tUt 
the  trend    of    edu<Ational  life  in  ""» 
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eoantiy  was  wholly  in  the  direction  of 
tooncil  schools  under  public  control. 
Balancing  the  advantages  of  the  Bill 
igainst  its  disadvantages,  and  believing 
dat  the  right  of  entry  and  contracting- 
oat  were  conditions  not  destined  to  very 
long  continuance,  he  came  to  the  con- 
ehucHi  that  his  duty,  much  as  he  disliked 
it.  was  to  make  the  best  of  a  bad  job. 
He  hoped  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  would  not  under-rate  the  depth 
of  feeling  which  existed  among  Non- 
ccnformists  in  regard  to  the  BiU.  His 
ri^t  hon.  friend  had  spoken  lightly 
and  flippantly  about  the  views  of  an 
eminent  Nonconformist,  the  Rev.  Hirst 
HoQowell.  That  gentleman  was  supposed 
to  represent  the  extremists,  but  where 
vonld  the  Liberal  Party  be  but  for  the 
extremists  ?  Their  battles  were  won  by 
men  who  were  called  fanatics,  enthusiasts, 
and  extremists.  To  under-rate  men 
of  that  sort  would  be  to  strike  a 
fatal  blow  at  Liberalism  for  years 
to  come.  Much  as  he  disliked  the  com- 
pimnise,  it  contained  elements  of  ad- 
vantage, and,  taking  a  debtor  and  creditor 
aecount,  he  thought  the  balance  came 
down  a  very  little  way  in  favour  of  the 
Bil 

Mr.  BOLAND   (Kerry,   S.)  said  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  speaking  about  con- 
tra(fting-out,  had  stated  that  the  figures 
of  the  schedules  would  be  the  subject  ot 
diacosaion  at  a  later  stage.    Of  that  the 
House  would  take  due  note,  but  if  the 
gmlbtine  was  going  to  fall  on  the  Bill 
tke  time  given  for  that  discussion  would 
be  very  short.    In  the  Scottish  Education 
Bill  discussion   recently  it   took   three 
bonrs  to  wring  from  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  an  admission  which  they  had 
been  trying  to  get  for  a  long  time,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  in  this  Bill  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  would  see    that  there 
was  full  time  given  for  discussing  the 
figures  of  the  schedules.     Contracting- 
oat  was  not  the  special  privilege  which  it 
was  supposed  to  be,  in  so  fai  as  it  enabled 
tboae  who  supported  voluntary  schools 
to  stand  aloof  from  the  national  system. 
On  the  contrary  it  was  the  Government 
deforced  the  supporters  of  voluntary 
schools  out.    The  Catholic  authorities  had 
not  been  consulted,  and  it  was  not  a  proper 
lue  of  language  to  speak  of  a  privilege 
being  presented  to  the  Boman  Catholics 


and  other  voluntary  school  supporters  irt 
suggesting    that     they    could    contracts 
out.     He  would  use  the  analogy  of  the 
Parliamentary    Secretary,   with    regard 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  schools  of  Aus- 
tralia  getting  no  grant  from  the  Govern- 
ment,   for    his    own    argument.     That 
was    certainly    a    great    hardship,    but 
even  if  they  got  no  support  from  Govern- 
ment funds  they  were  able  in  spite  of 
that  to  maintain  their  schools  in  a  high 
state  of  efficiency.    With  regard  to  the 
statement  of  the  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary yesterday  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
schools    of    Scotland    were    maintained 
at  40s.,  and  that  the  Roman  Catholics, 
had  made  an  extra  claim  of  lOs.,  bring- 
ing it  up  to  50s.,  which  was  the  exact 
amount  that  had  been  put  in  this  Bill,  he 
would  say  that  as  regarded   Scotland^ 
they  were  not  asking  for  the  utmost 
that   they   were    entitled   to.     If   they 
asked  for  full  justice  they  would  ask  for 
25s.  and  net  for  10s.  The  Scottish  parallel 
was  not  a  sound  one  ;    a  second  parallel 
to  that  of  Scotland  could  be   brought. 
In  the  White  Paper  issued  that  day  the 
voluntary  and  council  schools  were  all 
lumped  together  and  the  average  struck 
for  the  coimty,  but  if  all  the  voluntary 
schools  were  taken  out,  and  then  the 
average  of  the  council  schools  struck^ 
the  average,  instead  of  being  64s.  lOd.,. 
as  it  was  now,  would  be  94s.  lOd.  for  all 
children  attending  the  voluntary  schools. 
The  fact   that  they  made   a   moderate 
claim  in  connection   with   the   Scottish 
Education    Bill    was    brought    against 
them,    but    he    feared    that    if     these 
figures  were  not  looked  into  it  might  be 
that  the  cost  of  the  council  schools  in 
England  would  be  brought  into  juxta- 
position with  the  cost  of  the  Catholic 
schools  and  rate-aided  schools  in  Scot- 
land.   It  had  been  said  by  more  than  one 
Member   on    the   opposite    side   of   the 
House,  notably  the  present  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  that  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Party  on  a  previous  occasion  had 
voted  for  contracting-out.    That  was  not 
the  case.    All  they  ever  did  was,  as  a  last 
resort,  and  in  order  to  save  a  certain 
number  of  schools,  to  vote  only  in  respect 
of  those  schools  which  were  not  taken 
over  by  the  local  education  authority  in 
order  to   evade   granting   the   facilities 
which  were  provided  in  Clause  4  of  the 
Bill  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary.    In 
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that  Sense  only  had  they  voted  tor  con- 
tracting-ont,  and  in  no  sense  could  it  be 
said  that  the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
had  ever  voted  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  contracting-out.  He  wished  to  put 
that  on  record  now,  not,  he  was  afraid, for 
the  last  time,  because  the  memory  of  the 
House  was  proverbially  short.  Unless 
satisfactory  proposals  were  made  for  con- 
tracting-out, either  on  the  figures  ad- 
duced or  on  the  merits,  he  hoped  that  they 
were  opposed  to  contracting-out ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  the  President  of  the  Boara 
of  Education,  who  was  present,  would 
bear  that  in  mind  when  he  came  to  deal 
with  the  matter  in  the  Committee  stage. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devonshire, 
Honiton)  said  he  was  anxious  to  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  the  Second  Head- 
ing of  this  Bill.  He  did  so  with  no 
light  heart.  He  approached  the  subject 
in  the  same  spirit  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth.  He  did  not  often  agree 
with  him,  but  he  thought  that  on 
the  present  occasion  what  they  had  to 
do  was  to  make  the  best  of  a  bad  job. 
It  was  with  regret  that  he  thought  this 
should  be  necessary.  It  wouid  cause 
great  heart  burnings  to  many  of  those 
who  had  given  their  life  and  substance  to 
the  work  of  education  for  years  past. 
He  was  afraid  that  it  would  not  tend  to 
educational  efficiency  and  that  it  would 
impose  very  heavy  burdens  on  the 
Exchequer  already  greatly  pledged.  Yet 
they  were  bound  to  face  the  situation 
in  spite  of  the  lurid  prophecies  of  hi< 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Isling- 
ton, who  was  speaking  of  the  old 
experience  which  they  both  had 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  of  the  most 
grievous  influence  of  the  change  which 
was  to  be  wrought.  But  he  thought 
that  a  Bill  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation and  compromise,  and  regard 
for  the  feelings  of  opponents,  must 
commend  itself  to  them,  and  ensure 
from  them  very  respectful  attention. 
Their  object  must  be  to  make  the  Bill 
workable  and  fair,  and,  if  possible,  not 
to  leave  the  sting  of  cruel  injustice 
and  wrong  in  those  who  were  called 
upon  to  make  concessions.  It  was 
very  painful  to  listen  to  the  pitiful  appeals 
of  friends  and  supporters  who  said : 
*'  Why  not  leave  this  alone  ?  We  have 
in  time  past  done  our  duty  to  the  chil- 

Mr.  Bdand. 


dren;  we  have  made  sacrifices  and 
efforts.  When  the  State  cared  nothing 
about  the^  education  of  the  children, 
they  have  been  our  care,  until  gradoallr 
as  time  went  on,  and  the  educatioiul 
demands  of  the  country  caused  com* 
petition  to  arise,  we  were  ready  to  sUow 
the  use  of  our  schools.  We  accepted 
as  a  matter  of  obligation  rate  aid,  and 
we  admitted  public  control  into  th« 
management  of  our  schools.'*  With  the 
acceptance  of  rate  aid,  which  no  doubc 
was  a  necessity,  an  unfortunate  necessity 
for  the  Church,  fresh  complications  ami 
fresh  interests  were  brought  in  whick 
could  not  possibly  be  disregarded.  This 
Bill  had  received  very  strong  opposition 
from  Lancashire.  He  remembered  it 
was  to  Lancashire  that  they  owed  iht 
fact  that  they  entered  on  the  slippery 
path  of  rate  aid,  and  he  was  not  at  oil 
anxious  now  to  follow  the  lead  of  Lanci- 
shire  in  this  matter.  Those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  present  proposals,  wretf 
in  despair  saymg,  with  truth*  that 
they  had  fouglxt  the  battle  of  puritr 
and  morality  against  a  mass  of 
indifference  and  wickedness,  and  thit 
if  they  took  away  from  them  the  car? 
of  the  children  thev  were  depriving  th«n 
of  one  of  the  chief  instruments  of  main- 
taining true  religion  and  honesty  in  th" 
country.  Yet  if  they  ousted  the  parson, 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Loutb 
spoke  with  some  sitisfaction,  and  put 
in  his  place  a  teacher  of  whose  quali- 
fications to  give  religious  teaching  th^j 
were  in  ignorance,  they  would  be  doine 
a  very  doubtful  service.  In  spite  of 
his  hon.  friend's  rejoicing  over  th* 
total  abolition  of  tests,  he  hoped  that 
they  would  hear  sooner  or  later  thit 
there  was  to  be  some  guarantee  that 
those  who  were  appointed  to  teach 
religion  had  some  qualifications  for  it 
and  some  interest  in  it.  His  hon.  friend 
the  Parliam'^utary  Secretary,  who  w»« 
the  son  of  a  very  old  friend  an(i 
schoolfellow,  and  who,  he  was  rejoicfJ 
to  see,  was  coming  well  to  the  front, 
had  spoken  of  how  this  very  serioo* 
difficulty  was  to  be  met.  He  moM 
ask  his  hon.  friend  to  admit  that  t^«rr 
was  another  side  to  the  question,  and  to 
listen  to  the  counterplea  of  tboie  wfc<» 
considered  themselves  outraged  by  any- 
thing that  interfeced  in  the  leaSt  itfrtt 
with    abiolate    leligiooa    equality.    Be 
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voold  also  ask  hon.  Grentlemen  to  con- 
ader  what  they  seemed  to  have  for- 
Ijotteu,  that  a  very  emphatic  verdict 
w«s  giFen  hy  the  country  three  years 
1^  oa  this  education  question.  Having 
a^^  this  question  one  of  the  special 
pjaaks  of  the  Unionist  platform,  the 
toontij  had  most  emphatically  declared 
against  taking  schools  out  of  public  con- 
trol and  against  tests  for  teachers.  It 
wm  idle  to  suppose,  as  he  thought  their 
hon.  friends  were  supposing,  that  that 
Teidict  could  be  ignored  or  forgotten. 
Tvo  Bills  had  been  introduced,  and 
tkeir  failure  had  induced  people  to  try  to 
let  things  go  on  as  they  were.  There 
had  been  delay  in  carrying  out  what 
be  could  not  help  thinking  was  a  clear 
mandate  from  the  country,  and  it  was 
idle  to  suppose  that  the  State  in  these 
days  would  not  be  supreme  in  the  schools 
which  it  provided,  and  of  which  it  paid 
the  whole  cost.  He  would  ask  them  to 
remember  that  thougl^  this  measure  did 
a&et  them  very  strongly,  yet  there  were 
points  which  compensated  them  to 
some  degree  for  the  losses  which  they 
had  sustained,  and  the  Bill  went  further 
io  the  direction  of  justice  than  anything 
which  had  yet  been  proposed.  It  gave 
oj^rtunity  for  Church  teaching  in  many 
schook  fiom  which  it  had  hitherto 
been  excluded.  Whether  it  would  be 
a  lasting  settlement,  as  had  been  well 
said  on  those  benches,  again  and  again, 
most  depend  on  the  way  in  which  the 
diQioh  rose  to  her  new  opportunities 
sod  undertook  the  responsibilities  which 
would  be  cast  upon  her  if  this  Bill  became 
Uv.  fle  trusted  also  that  consultation 
committees  in  conjunction  with  the 
local  authorities  would  result  in  securing 
that  Cowper-Temple  teaching  should  be 
^finite  religious  teaching  based  on  the 
Holy  Scriptures,  the  Lord's  Prayer, 
the  Apostle's  Creed,  and  the  Ten  Com- 
laandments,  which  could  not  be  said  to 
he  distinctive  of  any  denomination. 
Kvciything  depended  on  that.  If  they 
st|ceeeded  in  securing  that,  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  that  it  should  be 
^Qed  fundamental  teaching  rather  than 
^nominatioual  teaching.  It  was  the 
^**«hing  of  the  Prayer  Book,  and  the 
t*»ching  of  the  baptismal  service ; 
^  children  were  to  be  brought  up 
^  the  Lord's    Prayer,  the    Ten   Coiii- 


mandments.  and  the  Creed.  It  did  not 
go  to  the  higher  and  more  difficult  por- 
tions of  Church  teaching.  The  children 
were  to  be  first  fed  on  pudding,  and  after 
a  time  they  would  come  to  meat  which 
was  the  real  basis,  and  was  suited  to 
stronger  tastes.  It  was  because  the  Bill 
held  out  a  hope  of  this  teaching  being 
enforced  in  every  school  by  those  who 
were  competent  to  give  the  teaching 
that  he  should  give  his  support  to  the 
Second  Reading.  It  was  very  easy  to 
talk  about  inequality,  and  to  say  that 
no  Bill  could  ever  be  satisfactory  except 
that  which  gave  perfect  equality  to  all 
sects  and  denominations.  He  under- 
stood that  the  demand  was  that  the 
State  out  of  the  rates  or  taxes  should 
provide  separate  religious  teaching  for 
all  the  difierent  denominations. 
It  was  because  he  thought  that  was  an 
absolute  impossibility  that  he  put  aside 
that  very  specious  plea  for  absolute 
equality  of  treatment.  It  was  true  that 
in  Germany  and  Switzerland  there  was 
denominational  teaching  given  by  the 
State,  but  the  circumstances  of  those 
countries  were  very  different  from  ours. 
They  were  roughly  divided  into  Catholics 
and  Protestants  and  certain  districts 
were  Catholic  and  certain  were  Protest- 
ant. They  were  not  mixed  up  as  they 
were  among  us  with  rot  merely  two 
divisions,  but  probably  ^ve  or  six  or 
more.  Therefore  he  could  not  admit 
that  there  was  any  precedent  in  that 
matter.  They  had  also  to  look  at  the 
question  in  the  face  of  what  was  spoken 
of  as  injustice  to  the  Church,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  Chutch  if  she  was  forced"  to  give  up 
her  buildings  for  inadequate  considera- 
tion. They  had  had  figures  put  before 
them  which  seemed  to  show  that  there 
was  a  fair  case  for  reconsideration  of  these 
figures  when  the  time  came,  and  he  also 
hoped  the  grievance  under  that  head 
would  be  removed.  There  was  another 
grievance  very  prominently  put  for- 
ward, that  the  Church  had  to  pay  for 
teaching  of  which  it  disapproved,  and 
again  for  the  teaching  of  its  own  faith. 
If  they  admitted,  as  he  had  been  con- 
tending, that  they  could  not  disapprove 
of  fundamental  teaching  based  on  the 
simple  Christian  faith,  there  was  no 
injustice  in  their  being  called  upon  to^pay 
for^that,  and^to  pay  specially  for  turmer 
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doctrines.  His  own  strong  feeling  was 
that  if  they  went  for  this  question  of 
absolute  equality  it  was  only  to  be 
had  by  the  adoption,  of  the  secular 
system,  and  it  was  because  the  Bill 
pointed  a  way  of  averting  that  —  it 
might  not  be  the  best  way  and  it  might 
not  have  the  success  that  was  hoped  for 
it,  but  it  was  a  fair  and  honest  attempt 
to  settle  the  religious  question  and  to 
keep  the  schools  of  the  country  religious — 
that  he  supported  the  Second  Eeading. 

♦Mr.  ADKINS  (Lancashire,  Middleton) 
said  he  thought  the  speech  to  which  they 
had  just  listened  would  not  only  com- 
mand great  weight  from  the  character 
of  the  right  hop.  Gentleman,  but  from 
the  tem.per  and  spirit  in  which  it  was 
addressed  to  a  position  of  unusual 
gravity  and  of  no  little  doubt  and  diffi- 
culty. He  was  quite  sure  that  in  so 
imusual  a  position,  one  might  well  avoid 
the  temptation  into  which  a  few  Mem.bers 
had  fallen  of  treating  the  highly  vulner- 
able parts  of  this  proposed  settlement 
with  the  rhetoric  and  invective  which 
might  be  so  easily  launched  against  it 
when  they  were  asked  to  consider  pro- 
posals brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  accord  with  the  vast  mass  of 
moderate  opinion  and  at  the  same  time 
in  grave  difference  from  previous  pro- 
posals. It  was  perfectly  obvious  that 
those  who  in  past  years  had  taken  any 
active  part  in  the  educational  contro- 
versy must  find  many  things  in  these 
proposals  which  they  not  only  regretted, 
but  to  which  they  were  vehemently 
opposed*  Yet  if  they  allowed  themselves 
to  deal  with  these  proposals  in  a  spirit  of 
controversy  they  knew  they  would  find 
themselves  not  merely  where  they  were 
before  the  Bill  was  introduced,  but  really 
in  a  worse  position.  If  this  settle- 
ment failed,  it  was  not  merely  that  those 
who  in  any  way  supported  it  would 
have  their  flank  turned  by  opponents 
from  their  own  side,  but  the  failure  of  the 
settlement  would  undoubtedly  conduce 
to  embitter  this  controversy  more  than 
ever  and  to  bring  a  feeling  of  despair  to 
the  minds  of  all  who  felt  that  some 
working  settlement  was  essential,  ii  the 
educational  progress  of  the  country  was 
to  be  carried  on.  They  had  been  asked 
to  consider  whether  this  compromise 
•was  likely  to  make  a  permanent  settle- 
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ment,  and  for  that  purpose  they  were 
bound  to  scrutinise  carefully  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  and  to  ask  themselves 
whether    they   really   carried   oat    this 
compromise.    As    he    understood,   here 
was  a  proposal  in  the  first  place  to  have 
publicly  controlled  schools  in  every  part 
of  the  country.     That  was  a  proposal  for 
which,  upon  grounds  apart  from  religious 
controversy,  educationalists  had  for  years 
been  looking  forward.    Even  those  who 
on  grounds  of    highest    conscience  had 
maintained  with   ardour   existing   non- 
provided  schools  in  rural  districts  had 
often  in  moments  of  candour  admitted 
that  that  involved  grave  administrative 
difficulties.     Accordingly  to  those   who 
came  to  the  consideration  of  this  Bill 
from    the    point   of    view   of   practical 
administration  and  from  the  civic  point 
of  view,  first  of  all,  the  main  principle 
of  the   Bill,   that  there  should    be     a 
popularly   managed   school   within    the 
reach  of  every  ohild  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,   was  so  great  an  educational 
step  in  advance  that  it  might  well  make 
them  anxious  to  go  as  far  as  possible  in 
other  directions  of  concession,  if  only 
that  could  be  secured.    The  other  part 
of  the  compromise,  as  he  understood  it, 
was  that  there  should  be  in  all  the  schools 
thus  popularly  managed,   facilities    for 
special  religious  teaching.    They  would 
have  to  ask  themselves   in  Committee 
whether  these  facilities  were  on  the  one 
hand  genuine  and  adequate,  and  on  the 
other  hand  fully  guarded  against  the  char- 
acter of  the  School  being  changed  by 
means  of  them.    When  they  heard  in 
one  part  of  the  House  a  forecast  that 
these  facilities  would  be  of  no  value,  and 
from  the  other  side  a  forecast  that  they 
would  be  used  so  extensively  as  to  under- 
mine  the   national    system,   they   were 
bound  in  the  interests  of  a  permanent 
settlement  to  see  how  far  they  could 
Secure    that  parents   who   really  spon- 
taneously  wanted    those    facilities   for 
their  children  should  have  them,  and  at 
the  same  time  secure  that  no  pressure 
should  be  put  on  the  teacher,  that  no 
unneedful  disorganisation   should  come 
upon  the  school,  and  that  it  should  not 
be  made  easy  for  persons  to  proselytise 
by  these   opportunities.     It   would  be 
very     desirable      if      the      regulations 
governing     these     facilities     could    be 
embodied    in    the    Act    itself,    because 
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bom  whatever  poirt  of  view  they  ap- 
proached   this    settlement    they    were 
most  anxious  that  there  should  be  as 
little  ambiguity  as  possible.     He  hoped 
the  Minister  for  Education  would  conETider 
liiether  it  was  not  possible  for  Parliament 
to  know,  before  it  passed  the  Bill,  exactly 
what  regulations  were  intended  in  order 
to  see  that  those  facilities  were  genuine 
uid  yet  guarded  against  all  abuse.     In 
the  next  place  he  thought  that  if  those 
were  the  principles  of  the  Bill — and  they 
nonsidered  that  the  principle  of  having 
t  school  of  a  public  type  within  the 
mch  of  every  child  was  the  main  principle 
uf  the  Bill — and  if  facilities  were  only 
to  be  given  to  persons  who  genuinely 
desired  them,  and  given  in  a  way  which, 
in  one  sense,    was  subordinate  to  the 
uxmal  life  of  the  school,  but  in  an  equally 
t  tne  sense  was  specially  adapted  to  special 
J  needs— if   those    principles   commended 
»  themselves  to  the  House,  then  they  were 
I  free  to  consider  how  far  the  carrying-out 
'  of  those  methods  did  or  did  not  conflict 
■   with  those    religious   ideals    which    on 
,   their  better  side  had  done  so  much  to 
elevate  education,  and  on  their  worse 
had  done  so  much  to  embitter  it.    He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  attach  too 
orach  importance  to  the  grave  though 
periectly    honest    fears    expressed    by 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
After  all,  the    agreement    on  religious 
j    mitters  which  had  been   come  to  by 
!    most  of  the  trusted  leaders  of  Noncon- 
I    formity  on  the  one  side  and  was  obtaining 
*    the  support    of    the    bishops     of    the 
I    Anglican   Church  on  the  other,  was  an 
;    ipecment   in    which   neither   religious 
(    commonity  was  entitled  to  say  it  had 
[    been    sold    or    given    away.     It   was 
•juite  inconceivable  that  on  the  purely 
religious  aspect  of  this  problem  those 
^  had  great  authority  and  knowledge 
»nd  had  devoted  their  lives  to  the  religious 
*«pect  of  their  affairs  were  going  to  agree 
^  something  which  in    their   judg- 
ment really  involved  a  sacrifice  which 
It  was  not  conscientious  to  make.      He 
•greed  that  it  was  not  for  theologians 
or  divines  to   lay  down   principles   of 
«lijcational    administration.    Therefore 
he  based  his  guarded  and  anxious  support 
ot  this  Bill  on  the  ground,  first  of  all, 
^  the   administrative    principles    it 
**d  down  appeared  to  be  on  the  whole 
vorth  nipporting ;     and  in  the  second 
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place,  because  the   religious  aspects  of 
the  question  had  apparently  been  har- 
moniously arranged,  and  that  fact  was 
entitled    to    carry    the    very    greatest 
weight.    He   very  rarely  troubled   the 
House  with  a  discussion  of  the  purely 
religious  aspects  of  this  question,  but 
he  would  lite  to  say  a  word  or  two  in 
reply  to  speeches  of  great   power   and 
obvious  sincerity  which  had  come  from 
the  representatives  of  the  Labour  Party, 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  and  the 
hon.   Member  for  Norwich  were  both 
supporters  of  the  secular  solution,  and 
they  had  made  very  little  of  and  mini- 
mised in  every  way  the  religious  value 
of  Cowper-Temple  teaching  or  denomina- 
tional teaching  under  the  ordinary  condi- 
tions  of   elementary   school   life.    The 
great  value  of  the  Glovemment  plan  was 
that  they  would   have   taught    in  the 
schools,  as  in  practice  was  being  done 
now,  not  religion  in  any  full  sense,  but 
that  on  which  religion  could  be  based. 
At  any  rate  there  would  be  instruction 
given    to    the    children  in   that    great 
story  of  the  life   and  death  of   Christ, 
which  had   altered  the  life  of  human- 
ity  during   the   last   1,900   years,   and 
with  which  everyone  in  this  coimtry  ought 
to  be  acquainted  at  as  early  an  age  as  pos- 
sible.  Unless  children  became  acquainted 
with  it  at  an  early  time  they  would  find 
it  a  disadvantage  in  after   years  when 
they   would    have    to   put   their    own 
interpretation   upon   it.    He   had   only 
one  other  word  to  say.    He  supported 
the  compromise  at  this  stage,  but  he 
could  not  conceal  from  himself  the  fact 
that  this  compromise  was  one  in  which 
those  who  held  opinions  such  as  he  had 
held  for  years  on  this  subject  were  giving 
up  to  the  very  extreme  that  which  they 
could  give,  even  for  the  sake  of  peace 
and  for  the  sake  of  a  settlement.    In 
Committee  he  claimed  that  they  were 
entitled  to  discuss  whether  the  clauses 
of   the   Bill    actually   carried   out   the 
settlement  which  had  been   advocated 
by  his    right   hon.    ftic   J    the    Pn  ^[ 
dent   of   the    Board   of   Education.     If 
this   settlement   was   disturbed   in   any 
material  particular,  if  there  were  more 
concessions  made  by  those  who  placed 
the  highest  importance  on  public  control 
and  the  absence  of   privilege,  then  the 
compromise    would    be   sure    to    break 
down.    He    had    no    words    of   hostile 
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criticism  to  apply  to  his  hon.  friends 
who  felt  it  was  their  duty  to  support 
a  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
He  felt  certain  that  behind  them  there 
was  a  considerable  body  of  public  opinion, 
and  all  he  wished  to  say  upon  that  point 
was  that  the  settlement  proposed  had 
gone  to  the  extreme  limit.  With  a 
fidl  sense  that  he  would  be  doing 
his  duty  to  the  House  and  to 
his  constituency  he  intended'  to  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
He  should,  nevertheless,  watch  with  the 
utmost  concern  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
through  Committee,  and  he  should  retain 
absolute  freedom  of  action  upon  the 
subsequent  stages  of  the  Bill.  If  the 
hopes  of  peace  came  to  fruition,  he  was 
sure  they  would  all  be  delighted,  but 
this  could  only  happen  if  on  both  sides 
of  tho  House  the  greatest  riestraint  were 
practised,  and  if  the  basis  of  the  settle- 
ment remained  unmodified. 

♦Sib  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
addressed  his  speech  chiefly  to  his  col- 
leagues on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
That  speech  indicated  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  persuaded  himself  with 
some  difficulty  to  support  this  Bill. 
He  was  himself  compelled  to  announce 
with  deep  regret  that  he  was  obliged  to 
divide  himself  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  spoke  from  the  bench 
beside  him,  for  he  could  not  support 
the  Bill.  He  was  aware  that  in  a 
great  debate  like  this  it  was  only  fair 
that  each  hon.  Member  should  direct 
himself  to  one  aspect  only  of  the  many 
points  which  arose  throughout  this  Bill. 
It  was  a  great  responsibility  which  they 
all  recognised  for  anyone  to  resist  what 
apparently  appeared  to  be  a  movement 
towards  peace.  They  had  heard  exhor- 
tations which  had  moved  them  strongly 
in  that  sense,  and  he  would  be  the  last 
person  to  doubt  the  sincerity  of  those 
exhortations,  or  the  motives  which 
prompted  them.  He  was  struck,  in 
listening  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  with  one  curious  change 
in  his  speech  as  it  proceeded.  At  the 
beginning  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  those  on  both 
sides  who  found  difficulty  in  agreeing  to 
this  Bill  as  swash-bucklers,  bvt    at  the 

Mr.  Adkins, 


close  of  his  speech  he  spoke  of  them  as 
those  who  were  the  most  conscientious 
Members  of  each  Party. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  used  the  word, 
but  it  was  not  used  in  that  sense. 

♦Sir  henry  CRAIK  said  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  at  any  rate,  attributed 
the  difficulties  which  had  arisen  to 
the  swashbucklers. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  What  I  said  was 
that  during  the  last  ten  years  of  strife 
the  only  people  who  had  thoroughly 
enjoyed  themselves  were  the  swash- 
bucklers. 

♦Sir  henry  CRAIK  thought  those 
who  held  most  conscientious  convictions 
on  this  subject  were  entitled  to  greater 
respect.  He  felt  bound  to  say  that 
whatever  the  exhortations  for  concilia- 
tion might  be,  and  whatever  motives 
might  prompt  them,  he  had  his  doubts 
of  a  reconciliation  which  had  not 
been  brought  about  upon  sound 
and  strongly  held  principles,  but 
arose  in  a  great  measure  from  boredom. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  country 
had  been  bored  to  death  with  thia  ques- 
tion, and  it  ought  to  be  settled  in  some 
way  or  another.  He  was  opposed  to 
any  reconciliation  made  from  mere 
weariness.  The  point  he  wished  to 
direct  attention  to  was  whether  the  in- 
terests of  real  sound  administration  of 
education  which  were  not  likely  to  go 
to  the  wall  from  a  huddled  up  recon- 
ciliation between  two  fundamentally 
irreconcilable  standpoints.  The  Secr6tai  y 
to  the  Admiralty  had  told  them  how 
essential  it  was  that  they  should  advance  in 
education,  and  he  quite  agreed  with  him. 
It  did  not,  however,  do  any  good  to 
exaggerate  or  to  use  very  high-sounding 
words  about  the  great  work  that  had 
been  done  inside  the  schools.  On  the 
whole,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  -education  in  their  schools  wfts 
something  which  those  sitting  on  l^e 
Opposition  side  desired  to  advance  just 
as  much  as  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty. For  over  100  years,  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  said,  they  had 
been  fighting  this  question  of  religion 
in  the  schools.  He  wondered  whether 
the  hon.  Member  had  found  out  when 
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the  connection  of  the  State  with  educa- 
tion began.  That  connection  commenced 
exactly  seventy-six  years  ago.  It  was 
in  the  year  1832  that  grants  were  made 
by  Lord  John  Russell  to  education,  and 
it  was  a  curious  fact  that  for  exactly 
one  half  of  that  period*— namely,  thirty- 
eigjit  years — ^they  carried  on  education 
without  any  Education  Acts  at  all. 
Before  1870  they  did  not  have  any  of 
those  great  disputes  ahout  religion. 
He  liad  made  himself  acquainted  with 
this  subject  because  it  happened  to 
be  his  duty  to  do  so,  and  he 
WIS  fully  acquainted  with  the  pro- 
nsions  of  the  various  Minutes  of  the 
Education  Department  from  1832  to 
1870.  He  was  absolutely  ignorant 
of  any  sign  in  those  minutes  of 
those  acute  disputes  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  had  cited.  On  the 
contrary,  gradually  step-by-step  their 
tdministration  became  more  liberal. 
The  national  school  system  was  extended 
to  the  Catholic  schools  and  to  the  British 
whoob,  as  the  schools  of  the  Non- 
fo.iformists  were  then  called,  and  be- 
fcre  1870  the  necessity  of  a  connection 
with  any  religious  communion  was  done 
*wiywith.  The  advance  in  education 
nude  between  1832  and  1870  without 
«iy  Acts  of  Parliament  was  propor- 
tionately as  great  as  it  had  been  from 
1870  to  1908.  In  fact  a  great  deal  of 
their  difiSculties  had  been  caused  by  the 
disputes  which  had  arisen  from  the 
Aets  of  Parliament  which  had  been  passed 
dealing  with  education.  An  Act  of 
Parliament  was  necessary  for  certain 
ftdministrative  reasons  because  they  had 
to  establish  local  authorities,  and  they 
bad  to  confer  upon  them  the  right 
to  raise  an  education  rate.  But 
»hat.  after  all,  were  the  Education 
Acta?  They  were  not  really  Educa- 
tion Acts  but  administrative  provisions, 
fe  Speaker  had  held  over  and  over  again 
that  educational  directions  were  matters 
far  the  administration  of  the  Department 
»nd  for  the  Code,  and  not  matters  that 
^Jught  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  Education 
Acts  at  all.  What  was  the  first  principle 
"luch  had  thus  emerged  out  of  the 
ijputea  over  thes^  Ed  ;  cation  Acts  ?  It 
*M  OQC  of  which  they  hea  d  much 
ni  1906,  and  it  was  that  there  should  be 
no  duality  in  schools,  but  one  unity  of 
*Wustration.     Where  had  that   gone 


now  ?     He  himself  saw  no  need  of  it 
in  1906,  and  he  had  not  pledged  himself 
to  that  shibboleth.     The  other  day  the 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies  made  a 
speech  in  which  he  said  that  **  the  greater 
variety   the    better,    and   that   nothing 
could  be  worse  than  one  fixed  immutable 
type  of  school."     Those  were  the  very 
words  which  he  himself  used  in  1906 
and  for  which  he  was  denounced.     Was 
unity    the    ideal    now  ?    Duality     was 
expressly   allowed   in   the   management 
under  this  Bill.     Another  principle  was 
no  tests  for  teachers.     He  made  bold 
to  say  that  there  never  had  been  a  test 
for  any  man  to  become  a  teacher  since 
certificates  were  first  granted.     [Cries  of 
"Oh,  oh!"]     Well,    was    any  religious 
test  or  examination  required  for  a  man 
who  desired  a  certificate  ?      The  Depart- 
ment  had   no   right   to   ask   what   his 
religion    was.     A    certificate    might    be 
granted  to  a  Buddhist  or  a  Mussulman. 
But  if  they  inserted  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  enabling  the  teacher  to  volunteer 
to    give    certain    religious    instruction, 
local  education  authorities  would  appoint 
teachers  whose  views  were  in  accordance 
with  their  own  in  this  matter,  and  so 
long  as  human  nature  continued  to  be 
what  it  was,   he  contended  that  that 
would  be  a  test.     If  he  were  a  member 
of  a  local  education  authority  at  this 
moment  he  would  endeavour  to  secure 
the  appointment  of  a  man  who  would 
carry   on    the    teaching   in    accordance 
with  his  own  views,  and  he  was  certain 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  a  like  position 
would    take    the    same    course.      If     a 
Mussulman  obtained  a  certificate  from 
the  Department,  was  it  the  least  likely 
that  he  would   find   a    post  'under   the 
London  Education  Authority,  or  would 
an  Anglican    obtain    a    post   under     a 
Nonconformist    education   authority  ? 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) : 
We  should  give  the  appointment  to  the 
best  man  regardless  of  his  private 
religious  views. 

*SiR  HENRY  CRAIK  said  the  last 
of  the  principles  which  had  emerged 
ia  thcic  disputes  ab  /Ufc  Edu  ation  BilN, 
was  that  they  were  to  have  public  control. 
That  had  become  a  sort  of  shibboleth,  but 
it  was  one  the  importance  of  which  might 
be^exaggerated.     They  had  been  told  a 
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'  great  deal  about  the  excellence  of  the 
educational  sjrstem  in  Germany.  Was 
there  public  control  there  ?  Everyone 
desired   that    education    should    be    as 

•efficient  as  it  could  be  made,  but  he 
did  not  think  anyone  cared  a  straw 
whether  it  was  given  under  public 
control  or  not.  The  former  contentions 
of  the  Liberal  Party  that  there  should 
be  no  duality  or  variety  in  schools,  and 
that  there  should  be  public  control  of 
all  schools,  were  abstract  theories,  formed 
in  discussing  the  administrative  pro- 
visions of  Education  Bills,  ahd  had  given 
way  one  after  another  when  they  were 
examined.  Now  the  Grovernment  were 
attempting  to  make  a  compromise  which 
would  cripple  education  and  make  fetters 
for  their  own  hands,  for  the  Department, 
for  the  local  authorities,  and  for  the 
teachers.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intend  that  the  fixed  grants  were  to 
apply  only  to  the  conttacting-out  schools? 

Mr.  EUNCIMAN  :  If  my  hon.  friend 
had  read  the  Schedule  he  would  know 
that  they  apply  to  the  contracting-out 
schools.  The  other  schools  are  dealt 
with  under  the  Memorandum  circulated 
by  my  predecessor  in  February  last. 

♦Sir  henry  CRAIK  said  he  knew 
quite  well  that  in  the  form  in  which 
the  Bill  was  presented  they  applied 
only  to  contracting-out  schools,  but 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was  whether 
they  were  limited  to  those  schools. 
Was  the  elasticity  which  had  existed 
hitherto  in  other  schools  to  go  on  ?  If 
so,  would  that  be  fair  treatment  to  the 
contracting-out  schools  which  were  repre 
sented  by  hon.  Members  below  the  gang- 
way ?  The  gianagers  and  teachers  would 
be  fettered  by  the  proposals  now  made. 
There  had  been  faults  and  defects  in 
connection  with  past  educational  methods 
in  Scotland  as  well  a^  in  England,  but 
if  th^re  w.^s  on3  thing  of  which  Scr>tland 
was  entitled  to  I  e  proud  it  was  the  old 
parish  school  w^hich  made  the  youth 
of  that  country  for  generations  what 
they  were.  The  parochial  teacher  in 
the  past  hcd  become  the  proverbial  type 
of  a  gool  teacher.  How  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  been  treated 
if  he  had  attempted  to  sr-y  to  one  of 
these  parochial  teachers  that  he  should 
have  no  part  in  the  giving  of  religious 
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instruction   to   the   children,    and    that 
somebody  else  would  come  in  at  a  certain 
hour  to  give  that  instruction  in  a  parti- 
cular   prescribed    form  ?    He    ventured 
to  say  that  such  an  attempt  would  have 
been  strongly  resented.    They  were  told 
sometimes   that   the    schoolmaster    was 
the  man  who  formed  the  character  of 
the  child,  but  if  they  took  out  of  his 
hands   that   part   of   instruction   which 
went  to  form  character,  how  was  that 
influence    to    be    exercised    in    future  ? 
Religion    was    not    the    only    thing    on 
which    there    might    be    d^erence    of 
opinion.    Were    they    going    to    extend 
their   limitations  to   such   questions   as 
temperance,  tariff  reform,  and  free  trade  f 
There  might  be  members  of  local  authori- 
ties holding  fanatical  views  on  these  and 
other   questions,   and  they  might   wish 
to  appoint  teachers  who  would  advance 
their  views.    Once  they  began  to  inter- 
fere with  the  freedom  of  a  school  they 
would  not  be  able  to  stop  at  religion ; 
they  would  be  forced  to  apply  the  same 
reasoning  in  connection  with  other  sub- 
jects.   He  held  no  brief  for  sectarians  of 
one  kind  or  another,  but  he  was  deeply 
interested  in  the  future  free  development 
of  the  schools.    He  concurred  with  what 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  earlier 
in  the  evening,  namely,  that  they  could 
settle   these   disputes   solely   by   giving 
perfectly  equal  treatment.    He  thought 
they  must  not  only  give  perfectly  equal 
treatment,  but  they  must  give  perfect 
freedom.    He  had  been  referred  to  as 
the  Member  who  first  of  all  moved  an 
Amendment  in  favour  of  contracting-out. 
When  he  did  so  he  had  not  the  support 
of  his  hon.   friends  on   this  side,  and, 
although  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
made    a    sympathetic    speech    on    the 
subject,    he    did    not   get   his    support. 
Matters  had  developed  in  the  direction 
he   had   indicated,   and   it   was   with  a 
feeling  of  pride  that  he  found  the  Secre- 
tary   to    the    Admiralty    supporting   a 
proposal    which    he    formerly    descnhed 
as    the    worst    expedient    which    could 
possibly    be    adopted.     But    there    was 
contracting-out  and  contracting-out.    He 
wished  a  contracting-out  \\hich  would  be 
fair  and    equal  to  both  sides.    He  did 
not    wish    a    form    of    contracting-oat 
mider  which  certain  schools  w^ould  be 
selected  and  others  excluded.    He  should 
then  leave  these  local  authorities  absolute 
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freedom.  It  was  on  these  grounds  that 
b«  felt  bound  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  ^ 


t 
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♦Mb.  WILLIAM  JONES  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon)  said  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  knew 
very  well  the  history  of  education  in 
Scotland,  but  he  did  not  understand  the 
history  of  the  development  of  education 
in  England ;  otherwise  he  would  not 
have  made  the  statement  that  these 
religious  wranglings  and  ecclesiastical 
sqnabbles  had  not  impaired  the  efficiency 
of  real  and  effective  education  in  this 
conntry.  Apparently  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  never  heard  of  the  Cockerton 
judgment,  which  had  impaired  the 
efficiency  of  the  school  board  and 
had  certainly  interfered  with  the 
efficiency  of  education.  That  judgment 
was  obtained  by  people  who  went  in  for 
denominationalism  in  the  interests  of  the 
denominations. 

•Snt  HENRY  CEAIK  said  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Cockerton  judgment  had 
laything  to  do  with  denominationalism. 

♦Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  said  that 
thej  knew  who  was  responsible  for  that 
jodgm'^nt.  It  was  not  obtained  in  the 
interests  of  the  London  School  Board,  but 
purely  from  sectarian  rivalry. 

•Sir  HENRY  CRAIK  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  suggested  that  the  permanent 
official  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
^  stopped  these  payments  was  moved 
by  sectarian  feeling  ? 

♦Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  said  that  the 
whole  inquiry  was  moved  by  sectarian 
Reeling  which  had  been  going  on  for 
y»T8.  Thousands  of  Church  parents 
in  London  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
what  had  been  going  on  before  the  Cocker- 
ton jadgment,  and  had  freely  paid  their 
^tes.  He  had  only  referred  to  this  to  show 
that  it  was  because  of  these  ecclesiastical 
»nd  denominational  issues  that  the  real 
trend  of  educational  development  in  this 
*^tmtry  had  been  arrested ;  and  that 
that  was  why  we  were  so  far  behind 
»ote  of  the  other  countries  in  Europe. 
*W  was  a  desire  on  both  sides  to 
"*ppwt  the  compromise  embodied  in  the 
ofll   He  meant  to  vote  fpr  the  Second 


Reading,  although  he  could  not  say  that 
he  liked  some  of  its  provisions.    During 
the  controversy  of  1902,  he,  in  common 
with  many  of  his  colleagues,  tried  to 
get    something    not    imlike   this    com- 
promise, knowing  that  without  it  they 
might  go  on  for  generations  neglecting 
the  best  interests  of  education.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  he  well  remtmbered, 
wanted,  in  the  interest  of  the  children, 
to  allow  representatives  of  the  parents 
on  the  Education  Committee ;    but  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  opposite  went  into 
the  lobby  against  the  proposal.    The  fact 
was  that  they  had  had  no  real  education 
debate  in  the  House  at  all  for  a  long 
time.    He  was  not  blaming  educationists 
on    the   other   side ;    but   he   had   not 
heard  a  speech  with  a  real  grasp  of  the 
interest  of  the  children  since  the  days 
of    Mr.    Acland  and    Sir    John   Grorst. 
In  this  House  every  Education  Minister 
had  been  crippled  owing  to  the  fact  of 
these  controversial  issues  between  Angli- 
cans,   Catholics,     and    Nonconformists. 
Personally  he  had  always  been  a  believer 
in  religious  education.    He  was  not  for 
secularism.    He  had  been  in  some  places 
in  England  and  Wales  where  Catholics 
and  Anglicans  had  imited  to  frame  a 
syllabus  based  on  the   Christian  faith, 
suitable   to    meet   the    desires   of     the 
parents,  and  to  be  taught  to    the  chil- 
dren.   He  could  never  see  the  possibility 
of  the  Catholic  schools  coming  into  the 
great  unity  to  obtain  a  fully  national 
system  of  education  ;   and  for  the  reason 
that  they  must  have,  and  always  had  had 
historically,    a    different    system    under 
which  the  authority  of  their  Church  was 
s^ipreme.     He  did  not  blame  them  for 
that ;       he   blamed   no    man,    whether 
Anglican,  broad  Churchman,  low  Church- 
man, or   Catholic   for   believing  in  the 
authority  of  his  Church.    His  regret  was 
that  the  Catholics  could  not  enter  into 
the  national  system,  because  they  believed 
that  their  Church  must  be  the  dominant 
factor  in  the  whole  education   of  their 
children.    He  respected  them  for   their 
convictions,   and  he  admired  them  for 
the  sacrifices  they  had   made  for  these 
convictions.      He     was     delighted      to 
find    the   development  they  had   made 
in    the  training  of   their  teachers,  and 
the     facilities    they    granted   some   of 
their    teachers    to    attend    lectures    in 
Universities    and    University    Colleges. 
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In  spite  of  some  progress  like  this  the 
nation     had     still     those     ecclesiatical 
difficulties    between   it  and  the  highest 
training  of  the  teacher  and  the  develop- 
ment    of     the      continTiation     schools. 
The  most"  of  the  time  of  the  permanent 
officials  at  the  Board  of  Education  was 
taken  up  with  these    ecclesiastical  diffi- 
culties.  Combatants  on  both  sides  who 
had  fought  furiously,  each  looking  at  the 
question  from  their  own  point  of  view, 
now  desired  to  call  a  truce.    He  knew  it 
would  be  said  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  had  fought  so  valiantly 
in  these  educational  struggles  could  not 
possibly  be  a  good  conciliator.    But  had 
the  right  hon.    Grentleman    not   shown 
himself  to  be  a  wise  and  tactful  conciliator 
in  various  disputes  ?     More  than  that,  two 
cr  three  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  treaty  with  a  Welsh  bishop 
and  they  would  have  come  to  a  pacific 
compromise  which   would  have   settled 
the    education    question    for    a    whole 
generation  but  for  outside  interference. 
What  had  happened  now  ?     His  right 
hon.  friend  the  Minister  for  Education, 
as   representative   of   the    Grovemment, 
had   entered   into   communication   with 
the  Nonconformists  and  with  the  Primate 
of  all  England ;   and  was  met  in  a  spirit 
of  conciliation.     He   heartily  congratu- 
lated  both   the   representatives   of  the 
Anglicans  and  the  Nonconformists.     The 
Primate  ought  to  know  what  the  majority 
of  his  Church  wanted.     He  knew  there 
was  a  small  minority  of  High  Anglicans 
who  were  against  compromise  and  they 
might     contract-out,     but     there     were 
thousands  more  who  would  come  into  this 
great  unity  in  order  to  secure  a  national 
system.     He  looked  upon  this  arrange- 
ment as  a  step  forward  towards  getting 
more  education  for  our  children  along  the 
right   line.     He   would   deal   generously 
with  his  Catholics  friends.     He  had  dis- 
cussed the  question  with  members  of  their 
Hiearchy,  but  had  failed  to  get  anvthing 
like    a    true    understanding   with    them 
that   they  could  ever  in   England  and 
Wales,  as  things  were,  enter  into  a  truly 
national  system.     Well,  apart  from  these 
Catholic  friends,  the  combatants  on  either 
side  had  come  to  the  pobit  of  forgetting 
to  intensify  then:  difficulties  in  way  of  a 
settlement.     They  had  come  to  acknow- 
ledge that  there  was  another  standpoint 
than    their    own.     They    had    sufficient 
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imagination   to    see    that   their    enemy 
might  become  their  friend.    The  Non- 
conformists  had   seen   that   there   was 
a  Church  case,  and  the  Church  had  seen 
that  there   was  a   Nonconformist  case, 
and  by  doing  that  they  helped  to  clear 
the  way  and  open  a  broad  avenue  for 
educational    development — a    develop- 
ment which  seemed  so  close  now,  but 
which    before    stood    so    far    off.     He 
meant    educational    development,    not 
only  in  the  elementary  schools,  but  in 
the  continuation  schools  similar  to  that 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  schools  of 
Germany,    Switserland,    Denmark    and 
America.    He  wanted  more  power  given 
to   the   Education    Department.    There 
were  some  of  the  most  expert  education- 
ists in  the  country  in  the  Department 
who  knew  everything  that  was  best  with 
regard  to  education  in  other  countries 
as   well   as  at   home;    and  he    hoped, 
when   the    religious    controversies  had 
been      settled     by     this     compromise, 
that    his    right    hon.    friend,   who  was 
young,       capable,     and      enthusiastic, 
would  be  able    to    turn    his    attention 
in   the   future  to    the  development  of 
those  great  educational  problems.    There 
were  several  practical  problems  before  us 
before  we  could  compare  with  Germany, 
Switzerland  or  Denmark.    For  thorough- 
ness of   method   he   thought   we   were 
in  advance  of  many  of  them,  and  he  had 
seen  some  of  the  best  schools  in  America 
as  well  as  in  Germany  and  other  Contin- 
ental countries.    He  had  examined  them 
pretty  studiously,  and  had  come  into  close 
contact  with  the  directors  and  teachers. 
American   and   Continertal   experts   all 
agreed  that  for  thoroughness  of  method 
we    were   equal    to   anybody,    but    the 
average  was  not  raised.     The  continua- 
tion period  was  cut  short,  and  we  want^ 
to  deal   with   the   most  critical   period 
in  the  child's  life  between  fourteen  and 
snvei^teen    or    fourteen    and    eighteen. 
What  were  we  doing  for  our  children 
during    that    period     of    adolescence  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  our  education 
system    was  crippled   in  its  endeavour, 
to    those    needs.      It    was    important, 
for  the  sake  of  all,  that  this  religious 
difficulty  should  be   settle<l.    This    pro- 
posal wouM  settle  the  teachers  problem, 
because     the     overwhelming     majority 
would  come  into  the  same  category,  and 
I  would  derive  the  same  advantages  and 
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the  contracting-oat  schools  would  grow 
leas  and  less.     In  the  course  of  every  year 
it  was  an  alarming  fact  that  more  than 
5<)1),000  children  in  England  and  Wales 
left  the    public   elementary   schools  at 
Uurteen  or  fourteen  years  of  age,  and 
not  more  than  one  out  of  three  of  those 
children  received  in  point  of  general  or 
teehnical  education  any  further  systema- 
tic eourse  of  instruction.    That  was  the 
iMftt  critical   period   in   a  child's   life, 
i'>d,    instead     of     taking     the     great 
qtttttion      in    hand,     hon.     and    right 
hxL  Gentlemen    had    bee^.  squabbling 
ibout     their     ecclesiastical    diSerer.ces. 
Tkey     forgot     the     great     period     of 
«lole6c«rce,  but  he  thought  they  ought 
to  put  their  minds  and  their  hearts  to- 
gether   to    settle  this  question   in  the 
inteiesttf  of  citizenship.    Let  them  cer- 
Uinly  give  a  child  religious  education, 
and  he  should  like  some  of  his  English 
fneads  to  come  to  gallant  little  Wales 
tfid  dee  how  they  gave  religious  educa- 
tion to  the  children  there  and  how  they 
continued      that      religious      education 
throoghout     life.     Religiouis     education 
was  not  merely  given  in  schools,  and 
•ometimed  it  was  not  given  there  at  all. 
In  three  or  four  counties  at  one  time  it 
VIS  not  given  at  all  in  the  schools,  but 
those  counties  were  the  most  crimeless 
coonties  in  Wales,  and  sacrificed  more 
lor  education,  elementary,  secondary  and 
University,  than   any  others   that   one 
foold  see  throughout  the  whole  realm. 
The  quarr3rmen  and  peasants  of  Carnar- 
vonshire, Cardiganshire  and  Merioneth- 
shire had  fine  Sunday  schools,  and  their 
athohirs   never   left  them.     He  wished 
KHQe  friends  of  his  in  the  House  would 
come  to  their  schools  and   see  children, 
parents,  and    grandparents    all    taught 
together,  and  at  night  in  their  homos 
they  would   see   sometimes   the   father 
writing   an    essay    on    some    scriptural 
^ject  in  competition  with  his  own  son. 
That  was   what  happened    constantly, 
wmI  that    was    the    way   to   look    to 
the  religious  education  of  the  children, 
•tot  to   leave    them    when     they  were 
thirteen  years  of  age  to  become  hobble- 
dehoys   and    irreverent    comer     boys. 
Therefore,  in  the  interest  of  peace  and  of 
education,  some  basis  should  bo  secured 
Wider  which   progress  could   be   made 
'Tth  this  problem.    They   had   helped 
Scotland  to  get  it,  and  nobody  was  more 


glad  than  he  was,  as  he  said  in  the  Grand 
Committee,   than   to   see  continuity  of 
education  being  made  compulsory  under 
the  Bill^or  Scotland.     We  also  wanted 
it  for  England  and  Wales.    He  did  not 
mean  that  they  should  have  a  system  of 
evening  classes  just  for  certain  boys  and 
girls  of  thirteen  or  fourteen,  but  they 
should  have  a  continuous  course  of  edu- 
cation.   To    work    them    by    day    and 
then  suppose  that  they  could  get  some- 
thing into  their  minds  at  night  was  not, 
however,  the  way  to  conduct  education 
in  this  country.     Some  employers  had 
opened   continuation  schools    for    their 
apprentices,  not  after  an  irksome  day's 
toil,  but  on  some  afternoon  in  the  week. 
They  had  sent  them  to  these  Schools 
without  reducing  their  wages,  and  the 
result  was  that  the  lads  became  better 
labourers,  better  citizens,  and  more  manly 
men.     If  they  could  only  get  this  sectarian 
issue  out  of  the  way  as  he  hoped  they 
would  by  this  compromise,  and  that  was 
why  he  believed  in  it,  if  they  could  get 
hon.   Gentlemen  from  all    sides  cf  the 
House  to  join  together  to  help  to  com- 
plete the  ladder  of  real  education  for  real 
citizenship,  for  science  and  for  the  best 
equipment    of    the    nation,    then    they 
would  have  better  training  of  teachers, 
a  better  method  of  joining  the  elementary 
schools  with  the  secondary  and   higher 
and  technical  schools,  as  well  as  build 
up    a    system  of   continuation   schools. 
Ttiat  was   why  he  wanted  the    Labour 
Members     to     join.       Let    them    look 
at     the     half-time     system     in      the 
textile    industries     in    Yorkshire     and 
Lancashire.     Could  anybody  there  defend 
it  ?     The    work    was   irksome   and    the 
task    in    the   school    became   drudgery. 
What  happened  ?     It  whittled  away  the 
beat  of  human  nature.     Let  them  think 
of  the  children  and  of  the  nation,  and  use 
this  compromise  as  a  bridge  and  solve 
this    question   once   for   all.     Let   them 
quench  this  ecclesiastical  brand  in  order 
that    the  educationist  and    the    school- 
master   might    bring    their    best     and 
highest    influences    to    bear    upon    the 
children  of  our  schools. 

♦Mr.  lane-fox  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash)  said  the  House  was 
always  pleased  to  welcome  the  eloquence 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  ad- 
dressed it,  and  if  he  could  agree  with 
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him  that  under  this  Bill  they  had  an 
absolute  safeguard  of  a  real  settlement, 
as  he  hoped,  and  if  he  could  al^o  believe 
as  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to,  that  there 
would  be  an  opportunity  of  better  secon- 
dary and  higher  education  and  of  better 
training  of  teachers,  that  would  be  a  very 
great  inducement  to  him  to  give  it  his 
support.  He  would  like,  however,  to 
remind  the  hon.  Grentleman  that  those 
subjects,  which  were,  perhaps,  the  most 
urgent  portions  of  our  educational 
S3rstem,  were  not  touched  in  any  sense 
by  this  BiU. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  JONES  pointed  out 
that  this  Bill  might  be  used  as  a  bridge 
to  them.    That  was  all  he  said. 

♦Mr.  lane-fox  said  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  question 
of  secondary  and  higher  education  was 
not  touched  by  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  in  a  most  illumin- 
ating speech  complained  that  he 
had  not  been  brought  into  negotiation 
in  connection  with  this  settlement,  and 
one  wished  very  much  that  he  had  been, 
because  if  he  had  made  h'"s  speech  to  the 
Archbishops  and  Bishops,  he  thought 
they  would  have  received  much  more 
charity  than  they  had  done,  the  result 
of  the  negotiations.  He  did  not  wish  to 
suggest  that  anything  that  had  been 
done  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  had  been  actuated  by  anything  but 
the  most  absolute  sincerity  and  a  desire 
to  solve  this  question.  He  gave  them 
full  credit  for  that.  Nobody  could 
pretend  that  they  were  doing  any  good 
in  the  constituencies  or  winning  votes. 
Nobody  could  suppose  that  they  were 
wishing  to  gain  electoral  advantages, 
and  he  learned  that  already  one  Member 
had  been  burned  in  effigy  in  his  con- 
stituency. He  gave  them  all  credit 
for  trying  to  meet  and  settle  this  very 
difficult  question,  but  there  was,  he 
thought,  less  absolute  urgency  in  regard 
to  it  than  hon.  Members  assumed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Caraberwell  spoke  of  the 
great  advance  which  Germany  had  made 
for  years  past  in  this  matter  of  education. 
It  was  true  that  advances  had  been  made 
in  technical  and  higher  education,  but 
it  was  elementary  education  to  which 
alone  tbJs  Bill  applied,  and  it  was  in 
elementary    education    alone    that    t\\e 
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Church  of  England  had  done   such  s 
great    work.  |^  The    hon.    Member    wbo 
seconded  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and 
also  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Islington,    an    ex-member    of   the 
Grovemment,  laid  stress  on  the  hct  that 
this  religious  difficulty  was  not  a  serioti* 
question  in  the  school  itseli     As  the  Iiod. 
Member  who  seconded  the  Motion  said, 
it  was  a  matter  for  parties  and  for  tlie 
platform,  but  it  was  not  a  matter  whick 
had   entered   largely   into    onr   scbook 
He    thought    that    when     they    were 
asked     to     accept     this      compromiM 
because  it  was    supposed    to    be    om 
which  was   satisfactory  to   the  Chnich 
of  England,   they  should   look  at  the 
last   letter  written  by  the   Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  on  this  subject,  in  whicn 
he  said  that  although  the    bishops  of 
the  Church  assented  to  it,  one  limb  o( 
the  body  was  paralysed.     Supposing  he 
was  engaged  in  selling  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  a  horse — which  h« 
should  never  try  to  do,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  much  cleverer  than 
he  wap,  and  would  have  the  better  of  it— 
but  supposing  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  was  the  case.     Supposing  he  wid 
the  horse  and  the   vcr\'   next  da?   hf 
wrote  and  told  him  that  one   limb  of 
the  animal  was  paralysed,  he  suppoM«l 
in  the  ordinary  practice  of  horse  deahnft 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  rtbut 
to  carry  out    the  bargain.      Until  the 
Government  were  able  to  show  that  the 
bargain    had    been    absolutely    earned 
out  they  must  abide  by  that  decUration 
that  one  limb  of  the  body  was  paralr«d 
That    was    one    of    the    grounds   upon 
which   he   was   i^oing   to    vote  again*' 
the  Bill.     Several  Members  were  goiiig 
to  vote  in  favour  of  it,  not  becaiue  ther 
believed  in  it,  but  because  thev  belief 
in  the  ideal  behind  it.    If  the  Ooreni- 
ment  improved  the  Bill,   as  he  hoped 
they  would,   on   the   C^ommittee  stage. 
he  would  on  the   Third    Reading  hsve 
an  opportunity  of  voting  for  it  if  he 
desired  to  do  so.     The  Bishop  of  LoDd<* 
in  his  letter  had  dwelt  upon  the  idTsa- 
tages    which    the    Church    of   Bngl**^ 
would  gain  by  the  Bill.     A^  to  the  right 
of   entry,    the   whole     thing    depended 
upon  whether  it  wa^  going  to  he  real- 
It  was  not  quite  so  much  a  matter  o' 
what  use  the  Church  would  make  of  the 
right  of  entry,  as  what  the  local  aothenty 
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wonll  allow  that  right  of  entry  to  be. 
Upon  that  depended  the  question  of 
whether  this  was  reallv  a  valuable  set 
off  to  the  undoubted  loss  which  the 
Caurch  must  suffer  in  her  control  and 
piv^tige  and  in  her  power.  In  the 
whole  of  the  rural  districts  they  lost 
th-  iiestimable  advantage,  from  the  point 
ft!  vi^w  of  those  who  valued  denomina- 
tional teaching,  of  having  that  instruc- 
tiori  given  by  the  head  teacher,  and 
tbsre  was  also  the  loss  of  the  appoint - 
m^mt  of  teachers.  It  seemed  to  him 
obvious  that  this  was  a  very  serious 
lo*w  indeed  for  the  Church.  He  was 
the  last  person  in  the  world  to 
«ay  a  word  against  the  clergy- 
man of  this  country,  but  a  man 
mt^bt  be  most  excellently  qualified 
to  be  a  parish  priest,  but  he  might  not 
be  able  to  take  a  class  of  unruly  boys ; 
tad  if,  under  the  right  of  entry,  the 
teaching  was  to  be  given  by  outside 
lep^hers,  it  was  not  going  to  be  of  any 
<eriotw  or  real  value  to  those  who  received 
it.  It  was  also  not  going  to  be  good 
for  the  conduct  of  the  school,  but  bad 
for  discipline,  and  all  the  objections 
which  had  been  so  strongly  emphasised 
by  the  teachers  of  the  country  were, 
he  thought,  likely  to  be  found  to  be  true. 
Bv  what  possible  right  did  the  Govern- 
ment deny  the  same  right  of  contracting- 
wit  to  the  rural  districts  that  they  gave 
to  the  urban  t  The  rural  schools  would 
loee  every  considerably  from  the  Church 
point  of  view  by  this  Bill,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  did  not  realise  how  much 
thtt  lo8«  appealed  to  those  who  believed 
in  denominationalism.  The  Bill  un- 
donbtedly  established  a  new  form  of 
State  religion,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
wby  the  bishops  and  archbishops  had 
v«itured  to  put  such  a  strong  argument 
in  favour  of  disestablishment  in  the 
BHrnths  of  those  who  would  use  it.  But 
tbt  most  important  question  of  all  was 
vbat  did  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  really  mean.  He  gave  them 
abwhitc  credit  for  wanting  to  settle 
this  question  in  the  best  interests  of 
everybody,  but  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  at  the  back  of  the  mind  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  behind  the  Grovemment 
»ho  were  going  to  vote  for  this  Bill. 
Were  they  voting  for  it  as  what  was 
called  an  instalment  or  what  Dr.  Clifford 
M  called   quite    a    definite    approach 


to  his  ideal,  or  were  they  going  to  carry 
out  this  compromise  in  a  genuine,  honest, 
and  uncompromising  spirit  1  They  had 
only  had  one  Member  for  Wales  speaking. 
Were  the  whole  of  the  council  schools 
in  Wales  really  going  to  be  thrown 
open  ?  Was  the  Church  teacher  to  be 
welcomed  in  those  schools  and  equal 
opportunities  to  be  given  to  all  the 
children  in  the  Welsh  schools,  and 
were  the  children  of  one  denomination 
to  be  treated  on  an  equality  with  the 
children  of  another?  They  had  not 
heard  that  stated  by  representatives 
from  either  Wales  or  Yorkshire.  Was  it 
intended  to  carry  out  this  compromise 
in  a  generous  and  full  spirit  ?  Was  any 
hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  get  up  and 
stake  his  faith  that  if  this  Bill  came 
into  law  there  would  be  absolute  equality 
of  opportunity  for  the  Church  in  every 
school  ?  The  right  of  entry  would  be 
absolutely  what  the  local  authority  made 
it.  The  local  authorities  might  say  that 
the  teacher  was  required  for  the  general 
conduct  of  the  school ;  that  there  was 
no  accommodation  available  ;  that  they 
had  not  proved  their  desires  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations.  Although  the 
House  was  told  these  regulations  were 
necessary  nobody  knew  what  might 
happen.  Experience  in  the  past  had 
taught  them  that  the  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Education  would  be  worthless, 
because  the  Board  of  Education  would 
find  themselves  in  the  position  of  not 
being  able  to  do  what  they  would  like 
to  do.  They  had  an  illustration  of  that 
in  the  West  Riding  case.  A  teacher, 
when  appointed  to  be  manager  of  a 
school  was  refused  the  appointment  by 
the  local  authority  on  educational  grounds. 
The  education  authority  had  no  chance 
to  refuse  to  appoint  except  on  educa- 
tional groimds.  Under  pressure  of  the 
National  Union  of  Teachers  that  man 
had  now  been  appointed  bv  the  same 
education  authority  to  a  bigger  school 
at  a  larger  salary,  but  the  Board  of 
Education  would  not  or  could  not 
reverse  the  original  decision  of  the 
education  authorities.  There  were  in 
this  Bill  not  one,  but  many,  loopholes 
far  bigger  than  that  in  the  Act  of  1902 
through  which  the  education  authorities 
could  drive  a  coach  and  four  if  they 
wanted  to  make  this  right  of  entry 
impossible.    The  assistant  teacher  would 
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have  to  volunteer.    In  a  hostile  area 
what  teacher  would  dare  to  volunteer  ? 
What  about  the  pressure  which  would 
be  put  upon  him  by  those  who  did  not 
wish  him   to    volunteer  1     There  would 
be   two    questions  to   consider  when   a 
teacher  volunteered.    He  was  not  going 
to  be  paid  for  this  teaching;  the  par- 
ticular denomination  was  going  to  pay  a 
fine  in  relief  of  the  local  rates,  and  that 
was   done   undoubtedly   so   that   there 
should  not  be  any  advantage  with  the 
teacher   who   ha^   volunteered   to   give 
the  teaching.     The  question  of  the  single- 
school  areas  hit  the  Church  far  harder 
than  the  Roman  Catholics  for  the  reason 
that  there  were  very  few  Roman  Catholic 
schools  in  these  areas.     There  was  one 
other  question  to  which  he  would  like  to 
ref^r,    and   that   was   the    question    of 
paying  the  expenses  of  the  new  schools 
in  the  county  areas.     In  the  West  Riding 
they  had  suffered  very  heavily  by  this. 
The  large  number  of  school  places  in 
excess  of  those  required  owing  to  the 
shifting  of  the  population  had  hit  th(gm 
very  greatly  in  the   rural  districts ;  'at 
the  present  time  they  were   paying,  for 
this  reason,  twice  the  amount  necessary 
for  school  accommodation  in  rural  village '^. 
They  were  told  that  the  Church  schools 
were  dying,  and  that  these  were    the 
best  terms   that  could   be  given.     All 
he  could  say  was  that  if  these  were  the 
best  terms  they  could  get,  and  if  the 
terms  that  were   given   to   them   were 
not  to  be  a  reality,  they  had  better  stick 
to  what  they  had  got  earlier  than  lay 
down  their  arms,  and  get  nothing  at 
all.    And  that   was  the   position   they 
were  prepared  to  take  up. 

♦Sir  BRAMPTON  GURDON  (Norfolk, 
N.)  hoped  the  House  would  bear  with 
him  for  a  moment,  because  he  did  not 
speak  one  word  through  all  the  inter- 
minable debates  on  the  Licensing  Bill. 
He  was  very  much  exercised  on  the 
present  Bill.  On  the  one  hand  he  could 
not  bear  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  right  of 
entry,  which  he  felt  to  be  very  wrong ; 
and  on  the  other  he  could  not  bear  to 
vote  against  public  control  of  rural 
schools,  and  the  abolition  of  tests  for 
teachers,  whilst  in  the  third  place  he 
did  not  like  walking  out.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  the  right  of  entry  would 
not  be  much  used,  and  that  it  would 
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perhaps  fall  into  disuse.    He  knew  what 
sort  of  pressure  would  be  brought   to 
bear  upon   people,   and  regarded  with 
horror  the  idea  of  a  Church  of  England 
red  or,  and  perhaps  two  or  three  Noncon- 
formist ministers,  possibly  even  a  Roman 
Catholic  priest  or  a  Jewish  Rabbi,  going 
round  the  parish  with  petitions  demand- 
ing denominational  education.     They  all 
knew  how  easy  signatures  were  obtained 
to     petitions.     LviU     Members     some- 
times   signed     petitions      which     they 
knew    nothing   about.     These    petitions 
would  all  be  signed  by  every  parent  in 
the  parish.     It  was  a  great  gain  that  no 
public    money    would    be    allocated    to 
denominational      teaching ;       but      he 
thought  there  should  be  a  small  rent 
charged  for  the  time  the  schools  were 
used  for  denominational  education .  .Great 
as  was  his  objection  to  this  right  of  entry, 
he   acknowledged   that  to   get   popular 
control  in  all  the  single  school  areas  was 
a    very    great    advantage.      He    shou^l 
have  been  very  pleased  if  it  had  been  as 
in.  the  old  days  of  the  elected  school 
boards,  when    people    were    encouraged 
to  take  an  interest  in  the  management 
of  the  schools.     He  wished  1o  say  that  he 
thought  a  great  mistake  was  made  as  to 
the  number  of  Church  of  England  schools. 
He  knew  that  in  his  part  of  the  country 
a  great  many  were  squire  schools.     They 
were  built  by  the  squire  of  the  parish, 
most     of     them    in    the    fir.t   half   of 
the    last    century.     They    were    never 
intended  to  be  denominational  schools, 
but  the  Church  of  England  in  the  old 
days  was  very  evangelical,   and  there 
was   no   objection   to   its '  teaching ;   it 
was  only  in  the  last  few  years  that,  with 
the  spread  of  the    Romanising  thought, 
objections  had  arisen.     A   great    many 
of  what  were  called  Church  schools  now  did 
not,  therefore,  really  belong  to  the  Church. 
Another  great  advantage  was  that  there 
would  be   the  abolition   of   tests*;   and, 
taking  all  these  considerations  together, 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  tiiat  it 
was  his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Bill.    He 
owned  he  wished  a  bolder  line  had  been 
taken.    He  would  have   liked  to  have 
seen  a  Bill  which  would  have  defined 
an  elementary  school  as  a  school  over 
which  there  was  perfect,  absolute  control, 
in  which  simple  Bible-teaching  should  be 
given,   and   that  it   should  have  been 
enacted   that   i^o   oth^r  school   should 
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ramve  pdilic  money.  Such  a  Bill  might 
kavB  bc«ii  thrown  out  by  the  Lords,  but 
thej  might  have  retorted  by  refusing  to 
Tot«  the  grant.  Failing  that,  he  thought 
they  must  adopt  this  Bill,  despite  its 
great  ^olts.  There  was,  of  course,  the 
ftltemative  of  the  secular  solution.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  brought  that 
foorard  strongly  yesterday ;  and,  when 
fee  heard  that  most  devout  Noncon- 
brmists  and  a  great  many  clergy  of  the 
C^sich  of  England  were  all  equally  in 
ixvaai  of  secular  education,  he  must  say 
that  he  felt  almost  shaken  in  his  opposi- 
tioD  of  last  3rear.  He  was  rather  afraid, 
howerer,  that  it  would  engender  rivalry 
amongst  the  different  denominations  and 
make  them  apt  to  insist  too  much  upon 
their  own  particular  doctrines  and  not 
cnoiigh  upon  fundamental  principles. 
The  hon.  Member  put  forward  a  most 
extraordinary  plea  for  secular  education. 
He  aaked  what  was  the  use  of  religious 
mstroction  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
every  day.  He  thought  it  was  acknow- 
ledged by  all  experts  in  education  that 
three-quarters  of  an  hour  was  quite  long 
fikoagh  in  which  to  keep  a  child  occupied 
00  (me  subject.  He  did  not  suppose  any 
ptrent  gave  more  than  half  an  hour  or 
three-quarters  at  the  most  each  day  to 
the  religious  education  of  his  child,  and 
after  all,  that  was  the  best  instruction  in 
iehgi(m  which  the  child  could  receive. 

♦Mb.  C.  J.  O'DONNELL  (Newington, 
Walworth)  said  he  hoped  the  House 
would  give  him  an  opportunity  to 
T)eak.  He  spoke  on  neither  of  the 
two  previous  Bills  ;  and,  as  the  only 
r^tholic  Member  for  London,  he  claimed 
to  voire  the  feelings  of  his  cominuuity. 
He  wished  he  could  join  in  the  felicitations 
^f  both  siilcs  of  the  House  on  this  arrange- 
ment. He  appreciated  it  as  much  as  any 
non-Protestant  could  ;  but  he  felt  that  in 
this  matter  the  Catholic  schools  were  pay- 
'fV5  the  price.  He  regarded  it  from  the 
standpoint  of  educitional  efficiency. 
Thev  were  told  by  hon.  Members  on 
Wh  sides  of  the  House  that  they 
W  sacrificed  much,  opinions  and 
principles.  The  Catholics  were  sacrificing 
^oney,  a  very  important  thing.  The 
^itholic  school  was  the  earthen  vessel  that 
M  been  smashed  between  these  jangling 
Ptotestant  pots.  There  were  in  London 
30,000  pupils  in  the  Catholic  schools.    At 


present  the  average  grant  was  75s.  • 
whereas  the  school  board  grant  was  123s. 
The  Catholic  pupils  were  therefore  put  in  a 
position  of  extreme  inferiority.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  still  further  to  reduce 
that  small  grant  from  75s.  to  50s.  The 
Catholic  schools  would  thus  receive 
two-fifths  of  what  the  board  schools 
received.  This  Bill  affected  the  honour  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  He  saw  that  one  of 
the  Manchester  Members  only  yesterday 
referred  to  the  increased  grant  given  to 
the  Catholic  schools.  He  had  looked 
through  the  pledges  given  by  Lancas- 
shire  Members,  and  he  found  that  without 
exception  they  gave  the  pledge  that  in 
the  settlement  of  the  education  question 
the  Catholic  schools  should  rict  suf  er. 
The  Catholic  schools  were  suffering ; 
they  were  being  degraded  by  the  Liberal 
Party  from  the  position  given  them  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  It  was 
quite  true  they  were  not  as  efficient 
as  the  board  schools,  but  they  had 
been  steadily  rising ;  and  it  had 
fallen  to  the  Liberol  Party  to  associate 
themselves  with  an  act  of  religious 
persecution,  to  push  down  the  Catholic 
schc'olM  into  the  old  slough  of  despond, 
and  to  deprive  them  of  the  advantage 
which  the  Conservative  Party  had  given 
them.  There  was  something  peculiarly 
unbe<roming  in  a  democratic  party  doing 
thini  great  injury  tothe  children  of  the  poor. 
He  did  not  wish  to  intrude  long  on  the 
attention  of  the  House,  but  he  was  separa- 
ting himself  from  his  party,  and  he  did  it 
with  extreme  regret.  Three  years  ago, 
when  he  was  elected  a  Liberal  Member,  he 
naturally  thought  it  impossible  to  find 
the  Liberal  Party  doing  this  wrong  to 
the  poor  of  any  community.  It  would 
be  very  easy  indeed  to  escape  from  this 
wrong.'  The  Bill  brought  in  in  1 906  by  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  was  adopted 
practically  by  every  moderate  man  in  the 
House.  The  Liberal  Party  thought  this 
was  an  admirable  solution  of  the  question. 
Why  did  not  they  bring  in  that  Education 
Bill  again  as  they  did  with  the  Scottish 
Bills?  Why  had  they  brought  in  this 
thing,  which  was  an  agreement,  between 
a  most  rev.  prelate  and  one  or  two 
gentlemen  on  this  side?  Why  did  not 
the  Government  bring  in  that  measure 
again,  or  at  least  the  fourth  clause  of 
it,  instead  of  the  present  measure,  which, 
by    a    backrdoor    arrangement,    wx)uld 
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force  Catholics  into  a  position  of  in- 
•efficiency  and  inferiority  ?  Why  should 
the  children  of  Catholics,  who  had  to 
carry  out  every  duty  of  citizens,  be 
put  in  a  position  of  inferiority  ?  The 
Catholic  soldier  fought  for  his  country, 
and  when  he  came  back  and  settled  in 
London  or  Liverpool,  why  should  he 
have  his  children  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantages that  every  other  citizen  of 
the  country  received  ?  Being  forced 
by  these  considerations  to  vote  against 
his  Government,  he  thought  it  was  his 
duty  plainly  and  vigorously  to  state 
the  reasons  that  influenced  him. 

r  Lord  WILLOUGHBY  DK  ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire,  Homcastle)  said  that 
though  he  did  not  often  find  himself 
in  accord  with  the  views  of  Gentle- 
men opposite,  he  certainly  intended 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Barkston 
Ash  said  he  believed  the  right  of  entry 
clauses  were  not  strong  enough  and 
were  not  a  reality,  and  he  would  vote 
against  the  Second  Reading,  but  if  he 
found  in  Committee  that  they  were  a 
reality  he  would  vote  for  the  Third 
Reading.  He  (Lord  Willoughby  de 
Eresby)  hoped  by  voting  for  the 
Second  Reading  to  find  out  in  Com- 
mittee whether  the  right  of  entry 
clauses  were  a  reality  or  not,  and  if 
they  were  not  he  should  vote  against 
the  Third  Reading,  which  appeared  to 
be  a  rather  more  sensible  line  to  take 
up.  He  had  never  for  a  moment  s}Tnpa- 
thised  with  the  passive  resifttance  move- 
ment. He  had  always  recognised  that 
the  last  Conservative  Education  Act 
was  a  compromise.  The  Church  at  that 
time  made  very  large  concessions,  and 
equally  Nonconformists  did  not  get  all 
they  wanted.  When  the  passive  re- 
sistance movement  started  he  con- 
sidered it  had  very  small  gn)unds  of 
justification,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
owing  to  the  fact  that  all  the  rates  were 
paid  into  a  common  coimty  fimd,  no 
man  could  possibly  state  that  the  money 
he  paid  in  was  paid  to  a  particular 
school.  For  all  he  knew  it  might  be 
spent  on  some  council  school  orNcmcon- 
formist  school.  No  man  could  say  he  was 
paying  for  a  religion  of  which  he  disap- 
proved. He  had,  on  the  othor  han((,  al- 
wa]r8  felt,  especially  in  rural  districts,  that 
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there  was  a  very  real  griermnce  among 
those    who    held  strong  Noncpniormist 
views  that  they  should  be  bouiKl  to  send 
their  children  t  o  a  school  where,  according 
to   them,  the   Church   atmosphere   pre- 
vailed.    He  thought  this  grievance  wis 
largely  exaggerated  on  the  platform,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  recognised  that  at 
the    last     election    there    undoiibtedlr 
was  among  the  electors  a  very  stront 
feeling  that  fairness  was  not  being  met^si 
out  all  round,  and  that  there  should  br 
some  change  in  the  system  of  relifioa* 
instruction.     He  had  always  thouf^t  th^ 
only  two  possible  solutions  of  this  diffi- 
culty were  right  of  entry  or  the  secular 
solution.     He    believed    it    would    be  a 
very  serious  day  indeed  for  this  countrr 
when    religion   was  banished    from   our 
schools.     He    should    certainly    support 
this   proposal    for   the   right    of    entry. 
If    the    Church    of    England    did    itn 
duty,  as  it  had  done  in  the  past,  and 
really    was    the     national     Chorch,    it 
would    by  the  right  of    entry    be    a  We 
to  get  to  the   children    in   the   schooU 
and  to  teach  the  religion  of  the  Cliurrii 
of    England,    which    he    for    one    wan 
proud    to    have    been    brought    up  in. 
If    on    the    other    hand     the    Churdi 
was  decaying  and  had  not  the  same  vital 
force,  it  ought  no  longer  to  hold  that 
proud  position.     It  must  stand  on  rtn 
merits,  and  if  the  regular  teachers  conU 
not  be  got  to  give  the  instruct  icm,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  clergymen  t<» 
go  and  give  it  if  they  were  really  anxioof 
for  denominational  teaching.     It  had  b^en 
said  the  t^^achers  were  opposefi  to  thi« 
because  it  wouhl  not  make  for  e<lorA- 
tional  efficiency.     He  fully  believed  th''T 
ought  to  pay  every  attention  to  teacher** 
opinion  in  the  matter.     No  one  was  morf 
qualified  to  speak  than  they,  bat  Xhfij 
spoke  with  a  certain  amount  of  prejudice. 
They   had   first  of  all   to  consider  tkf 
schools  and  the  chiUlren,  and  not  thf 
teachers.     After  all,  the  teacher  existed 
for  the  school  and  not  the  school  for  tk« 
teacher.     He   therefore   hoped  "the  BOl 
would   pass  Second   Reading,   that  the 
right  of  entry  would  be  made  a  realitr, 
and  that  instead  of  hampering  the  work 
of  the  Church  of  England   it   wouU  be 
an  incentive  to  all   chorohmen  to  «ee 
that  denominational  teaching  waa  pn^ 
in  every  school  throughout  the  land. 
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*Jfc.  HUNT  (Shropshire,  Ludlow)  said 
it  was  allowed  by  the  Liberals  that  this 
was  a  very  difficult  Bill  to  understand. 
They  had  made  it  difficult    purposely 
because  they  wanted  to  rush  it  through  the 
House  before  anybody  understood  what 
it  meant.    They  did  not  want  the  country 
to  know  how  bad  and  unjust  a  Bill  it  was . 
It  seemed  pretty  clear,  according  to  the 
}fiiuster  for  Education,  that  its  object 
vM  to  squeeze  out  as  soon  as  possible  all 
tke  voluntary  schools.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Ham  had  put  it  very  nic3ly 
before  he  joined  the  Government.    He 
t4)ld  the  House  of  Laymen  that  when  the 
Qurch  schools  had  been  undenomination- 
alised  a  movement  would  arise  from  the 
same  quarter  to  treat  the  Church  in  a 
similar  manner,  and    the    Church    of 
England  Members  inight  have  a  pretty 
good  idea  from  that  what  was  likely  to 
happen  if  ina  fit  of  good  nature  or  indolence 
they  let  the  Bill  pass.    Let  them  look  at 
what  it  meant.    The  Government  was 
setting  up  a  religion  of  its  own,  and  it 
compdled  everybody  to  pay  rates  for  it. 
including  rates  for  new  schools  for  that 
religion,  and  it  was  a  religion  of  which 
miUions  of  people  in  this  country  did  not 
at  all  approve.    In  fact,  they  very  much 
objected  to  it,  and  people  who  did  not 
believe  in  it  were  to  have  large  numbers  of 
their  schools,   with   the   furniture   and 
apparatus,  taken  away  by  force  and  only 
paid  a  very  small  sum,  and  this  was  in 
spite  of  its  being  a  compulsory    sale. 
Then  with  a  quite  insufficient  Govern- 
ment grant    some    people    would    have 
to  bear   extra    financial    burdens    for 
their    schools,  and    he    thought    that 
iocloded   in   many    cases    repairs    and 
religious  teaching,  whilst  they  had  to  pay 
rates  towards  the  instruction  in  Govern- 
ment schools  of  this  Government  religion. 
The   voluntary    schools    in    the    single 
ichool  areas  were  in  some  cases  built  and 
endowed  by  people,  more  than  anything 
else,   80   that   their    particular   religion 
dumld  be  taught.    What  would  happen 
was    that     on    three    days     a    waek 
they    would   have      taught      in     those 
schools  a  religion  of  which  they  dil  not 
ipprove,    and     there   was    very    little 
chance    that    they    would    have    their 
^igion     taught     on    the     other    two 
lays.    No  child  in  Government  schools 
need  attend   any   religious    instruction 
ataQ  on  any  day  of.  the  week.    There 


were   no   religious   tests   to   be  applied 
to  teachers  at  all,     so    that    teachers 
with   no    knowledge   of  religion  would 
be     supposed     to    teach    the    Cowper- 
Temple  religion  or  some  similar  system 
which    might     be    invented    by    local 
authorities.       It  was  not  even  certain 
that    they    would    have    anybody   to 
give    religious    instruction    at    all    in 
those  schools.     The  teachers  were  not 
obliged     to     give     it.       If    they    all 
refused    there    would    be    no    religion. 
They  could  not  have  religious  teadoing 
if  there  was  no  one  to  teach  it.    But 
there  would  be  a  test  all  right  if  a  teacher 
declined  to  teach  it,    bacause  teachers 
who  refused  would  in  many  cases  lose 
their    employment.       They    put    very 
severe  tests  on  teachers  as  to  geography 
and  arithmetic,  but  on  the  question  of 
religion,  which  was  far  more  important, 
they  had  absolutely  no  test  at  all.    They 
might  be  anything.    The  whole  thing 
was  an  absolute  farce  if  religious  teaching 
was  to  be  of  the  slightest  value.    In 
(Jovemment  schools  if  children  were  really 
to  have  daily  religious  instruction,  they 
would  have  an  atheist  teaching  Roman 
Catholic  Church  of  England  children  and 
a    Nonconformist   teaching    Jews,    and 
things  might  get  very  awkward.    If   a 
Nonconformist  teacher  with  an  uncom- 
fortably powerful  conscience,  and  there 
were  such  things,   was  appointed  t(»  a 
Jewish  school,  he  might,  like  the  rider 
of  a   certain    celebrated    and  talkative 
roadster,  feel  compelled  to  teach  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  truth,  and  might 
tell   his   pupils   that    the    Jews    were 
composed    mostly    of     Pharisees    and 
publicans,  with  the  order  of  merit  very 
much  in  favour  of  the  publicans.    The 
religious    teaching    of    a   vast  number 
of   children  was  going  to  be  sacrificed 
for  the  worldly  advantage  of  a  very 
small  number  of  teachers,  and  he  sup- 
posed   hon.    Members    opposite    called 
that    democratic    legislation,   whilst   it 
was  really  the  very  reverse.     He    had 
not  been  able  to  make  out  whether  a 
child  could  be  compelled  to  go  to  a 
contracting-out  school  or  not,  but  schools 
which  contracted-out  were  expected  to 
be    just   as    efficient ^with   a  .very  in- 
sufficient Government  grant  as  schools 
which  had  the  rates  to  lean  on.     The 
first. Lord  of  the  Admiralty,   when  he 
was    Minister    for     Education,     when 
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a     Catholic    deputation     visited     him, 
said  he  did  not  pretend  that  the   47s. 
Government    grant    would    meet    even 
present  expenditure.     How  did  he  tell 
the   Catholics  to  get   out  of  it  ?    He 
suggested    that    Catholics    should    get 
teachers  who  would  come' for  less  money 
than  the  teachers  in  the  Government 
schools,  and  he  admitted  there  would 
not  only  be  a  large  loss  of  income  from 
public  funds,  but  that  it  would  not  cost 
the  Boman  Catholics  more  than  £100,000 
a  year.     In   his  opinion  it  would  cost 
them  a  lot  more.     The  right  of  entry, 
as    he    understood    it,    was    practically 
useless,  and  apparently  the  local  authority 
might  institute   any  syllabus  it  liked. 
It  might  very  possibly  be  nothing  but 
simple  Bible  reading  which  was  no  good 
at  all  and  would  merely  bore  the  children. 
Local    Authorities  hid    instituted    this 
kind    of     teaching     before     and      the 
probability  was  that  they  would  do  it 
•again.    There    was    a    great   difference 
between  this  coimtry  and  Germany.    In 
"this    country    Catholics    built     schools 
and    the  '  Government    did     its     best 
to-  take  them  away  by  squeezing  them 
out  financially.   In  Germany  the  Govern- 
ment built    schools  for    the    Catholics 
wherever  and  whenever  they  were  wanted. 
The  Minister  for  Education  told  them  that 
the  only  thing  which  would  make  the 
Bill  work  was  the  good  feeling  of  the  local 
authorities.     It  seemed  to  htm  that  was 
expecting  everybody  to  behave  in  a  fair 
and  reasonable  way.     He  thought  that 
was   certainly  not   the   custom   of   the 
Liberal  Party  generally,  or  of  their  Non- 
conformist supporters  in  particular.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  point  of 
the     proposal    which  would    confer  on 
contracting-out    schools   the   great    ad- 
vantage   of   being  able  to  charge   fees. 
That    was    not    free     education.       The 
Bill    was    a     chvin    cunning    attempt 
on  the  part  of  Nonconformists  to  hood- 
wink the  Church  of  England,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  was  what  had  happened  to  the 
poor  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.     If  the 
Bill  passed,  the  voluntary  schools  would 
Ire   gradually  wiped   out     of    existence. 
That  was  practically   admitted   by  the 
Minister  for  Education.     He   was  afraid 
that  the  Nonconformist  chapel  was  used 
in  many  places  more  for  politics  than 
prayers.     The  chief  origin  of  Nonconfor- 
mist dislike  and  jealousy  of  the  Church 
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of  England  rested  with  the  Noncon- 
formist ministers.  He  remembered 
that  on  one  occasion  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  told  them 
that  Nonconformists  were  very  jealous 
of  the  ivy-mantled  towers  of  the  Church 
of  England.  The  chief  reason  for  the 
attitude  taken  up  by  the  Nonconfor- 
mists was  a  social  one,  and  he  was 
extremely  sorry  for  it.  The  Church  of 
England  parson  was  reckoned  what  was 
called  a  gentleman.  By  reason  of  that 
he  went  to  the  squire'a  or  the  lord  of  the 
manor's  dinner  parties,  shooting  parties, 
and  his  wif  a  went  to  lawn-tennis  parties,tea 
fights,  and  dances.  The  Nonconformist 
minister  and  his  wife  were  not  asked  to 
a»'.y  of  these  entertainments.  Dr. 
Guinness  Rogers  complained  in  the 
public  Press  some  time  ago  that  he  had 
never  been  asked  to  a  single  decent 
coimtry  house. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  May  I  invite  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  his  attention  to  the 
Bill? 

♦Mr.  hunt  said  he  thought  what  he 
was  going  to  say  had  to  do  with  the  Bill. 
He  was  stating  one  of  the  reasons  for  the 
religious  difficulty.  The  consequence  of 
all  this  was  that  Nonconformist  ministers 
were  jealous  of  Church  of  England  par- 
sons and  preached  Radicalism  and  Little 
Englandism  in  the  pulpit  and  out  of  it, 
by  day  and  night,  whenever  they  got 
the  chance,  and  this  was  the  very  worst 
policv  for  the  welfare  of  the  working 
people  and  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
Empire.  He  really  could  not  imder- 
stand  how  the  Church  of  England  leaders 
could  accept  anything  but  a  really 
fair  settlement.  This  Bill  certainly  was 
not  one.  If  Church  of  England  people 
would  go  on  taking  everything  lying  down, 
they  might  depend  upon  it  that  the  Non- 
conformists would  go  on  kicking  them. 
The  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
and  of  the  Catholic  Church  built  their 
schools  and  gave  education  long  before 
the  State  undertook  the  work  of  educa- 
tion. That  being  so,  surely  they  ought 
to  be  as  well  and  as  fairly  treated  as  Non- 
conformists. Nonconformists  had  not 
done  anything  like  so  much  for  educa- 
tion as  the  Church  of  England  and 
the  Catholic  Church.  When  the  Noncon- 
formists found  that  they  could-  get  th«ii 
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teaching  for  nothing,  they  gave  up  a 
greet  namber  of  their  schools,  and  they 
nefer  had  any  of  the  terrible  trouble  with 
tkik  consciences  until  they  had  to ,  pay 
ntes.  The  Church  of  England  ought  to 
st4nd  out  for  fair  terms.  This  Govern- 
ment's driving  power  was.  fairly  gone. 
Tkbj  certainly  could  not  force  this  Bill, 
into  law  if  it  was  as  resolutely  opposed 
by  the  Church  of  England  as  it  would 
be  by  Catholics.  If  it  did  pass,  it 
vonld,  unless  the  law  was  altered  by 
the  next  Grovernment,  undoubtedly  mean 
the  destruction  of  the  volimtary  schools 
of  the  country.  That  was  what  the 
Governmient  meant,  and  that  would  most 
certainly  gradually  lower  the  religious 
ins^ction  in  the  schools  till  it  was 
btrely  worth  having.  He  did  not 
^k  there  was  any  doubt  about  it. 
Nothing  could  be  worse  for  the  country 
or  more  Kkely  to  lead  to  the  destruction 
of  the  nation  than  to  have  its  children 
brought  up  without  any  real  religion. 
He  hoped  that  none  of  his  hbn*  friends 

would  either  vote  for  the  Bill  or  abstain 
from  voting  against  it  from  any  craven 

4 

tetr  that  it  would  be  a  difficult  subject 
for  the  Unionists  when  they  came  into 
pewer. 

•Mb,    NIELD     (Middlesex,     Ealing), 
who     was      received     with     cries     of 

I 

"Divide,"  said  he  did  not  intend  to 
enmlate  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Udlow,  but  ho  intended  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  privilege  to  which  he  was 
^titled  of  speaking  on  behalf  of  nearly 
25,000  electors.  Even  if  the  Govem- 
nwat  were  in  such  a  hurry  to  push  the 
Kll  through^  hon.  Members  opposite 
night  afford  him  the  few  moments  neces-  | 
^to  enable  him  to  put  Kis  views  before 


them.  He  confessed  he  approached 
this  measure  with  very  great  diffidence, 
because  he  might  seem  to  be  opposing 
the  Bishop  of  London.  But  before 
he  was  acquainted  with  the  subsequent 
views  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  he 
felt  he  was  in  a  very  difficult  position  as 
to  how  he  should  deal  with  this 
Bill.  [Cries  of  "Divide."]  He  was 
not  speaking  from  a  party  point  of  view, 
but  dealing  with  the  Bill  from  the  point 
of  view  of  practical  politics.  [Cries 
of  "  Divide."]  He  would  stand  there 
until  he  got  a  hearing.  [Continued  cries 
of  "  Divide."]  He  had  been  inter- 
viewed by  a  most  important  deputation 
— a     deputation     representing    all    the 

teachers  in  his  constituency [Cries  of 

"  Divide."]^-who  pointed  out  to  him 
that  chaos  would  result  in  the  schools 
if  once  this  Bill  came  into  operation  in 
their  district.  **  Just  imagine  the  con- 
dition the  schools  would  be  in,"  said 
the  deputation,  **  in  our  district,  assum- 
ing that  there  was  a  right  of  entry  to  all 
denominations,  if  the  denominational 
teachers  were  late  in  their  arrival  at  the 
school !     It    would    be    impossible    to 

kepp  order  amongst  the  children."  Then 
the  members  of  the  deputation  pointed 
out  the  enormous  difficulties  that  would 
arise  in  the  administration  of  the  schools, 
and  they  asked  what  would  happen  if, 
in  a  sudden  emergency,  the  appointed 
person  to  give  the  denominational  in. 
struction  was  unable  to  come  at  the 
appointed  time.  And  they  asked  him, 
in  the  interest  of  the  children  and  in  the 
interest  of  education  itself,  to  support 
any  Motion  moved  in  the  Haase  that 
this  Bill  should  be  re j  ected.  In  the  case  of 
schools  where  mixed  religious  views  were 
represented,  the  deputation  asked  if  they 
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as  teachers  were  to  scour  the  neighbour- 
hood to  get  possession  of  a  certain  number 
of  children  to  make  up  a  sufficiently 
large  number  to  make  a  class  to  whom 
a  particular  religious  instruction  was  to 
be  given.  He  listened  to  the  criticisms 
of  the  members  of  the  deputation,  who, 
he  was  assured,  differed  very  widely  in 
their  religious  and  politioal  opinions, 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  he  said  to 
them :  "  Well,  gentlemen,  what  is  it 
you  propose  ? "  and  their  reply  was 
"  Leave  things  alone,"  for  the  existing 


condition  of  things  was  working  admir 
ably.  He  ventured  to  think  that  ii 
view  of  that  opinion  by  persons  wIm 
were  certainly  interested  in  the  educa 
tion  of  the  young,  he  was  entitled  to  aal 
the  House  to  pause  before  they  gave  i 
Second  Beading  to  this  Bill. 

Question  pnt. 

The     House     divided: — Ayes,     323 
Noes,    157.    (Division  List   No.  417.) 


Abraham,  \Villiam  (Rhondda) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Agar-Robartes,  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 
Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Armitage,  R. 

Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heaton 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.  HerbertHenry 
Atherley- Jones,  L. 
Baker,  Sir  John  (Portsmouth) 
Baker,  Joseph  A.(FinBbury,  E.) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barker,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Barry,  Redmond  J.  (Tyrone,N.) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  £. 

Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 

Beck,  A.  Cecil 

Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 

Bell,  Richard 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,Sir  J.  Williams(Devonp*rt 

Benn,W.(T'wer  Hamlet8,S.Geo 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augiistine 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brooke,'  Stopf  ord 

Mr.  Nield. 


AYES. 

Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanc8.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,RtHnSirJ.T(Cheshire) 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burt.  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Cau8ton,Rt.Hn.RiohardKDlght 
C:iiamberlain,RtHn.  J.A.  (Wore. 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
CJherry,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  R. 
Churchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
aough,  William 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Cochrane.Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Ollins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.  J.(S.PanoraB,  W 

Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Corbett,C.H(Sussex,E.Grinst*d 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Charles  Curtis(  Antrim,  S 
Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Crooks,  William 
Cross,  Alexander 
Crossley,  William  J.  [ 

Dalsiel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Daries,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
DaTies,M.Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 
Dayies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,Sir  W.Howell(Bristol,S. 
Dickinson,  W.H.(St.Pancras,  N 
Diokton-Poynder,  Sir  John  P 


Dobson,  ThoniM  W. 
Duckworth,  Sir  Jamea 
Duncan.  J.  H.  (York,  Otky) 
Dunne,MajorE.Martin  (WaM 
Edwards,  Enoch  (HanWy) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francu(Rsaiior| 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Laoey 
Fenwick,  Charka 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Hnnro 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
ilndlay,  Alexander 
Forster,  Henry  Willi»m 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  W««t) 
Glad8tone,Rt.Hn.HerbeftJota 

Glen.Coata,8irT.(Rcnfaew.  W.| 

Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Forf 
Gooch,  George  Pteabody  (Bsi*J 
Gordon,  J. 
Grant,  CJorrie 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 

(kiffith,  EUis  J. 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  dmreWn 

Guinness,W.E.  (B«ry8.Bd»' 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gurdon,RtHn.8irW.  Br»»P** 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Rici»«**  ^ 
Hamilton,  Marquf  m  of 
Haicourt,Rt,Hn.L(B«-«*»»* 
Harcourt,RobertV.  (Mwitto-*^ 

Hardy,  George  A  {Sf^^ 
Harmaworth,  Cecil  R  (^fV 
Hanniworth,B.L.  (Ott*»*^ 
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Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 

Hmrt-Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.E,(Derby8hire,N.E. 

Haekm,  James  (Derbyshire) 

HasUm,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

HeatoD,  John  Henniker 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Helme,  Xorval  Watson 

Hemmerde,  Edward  George 

Henderson,  J.  M.  (Aberdeen,  W. ) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,CoLSirIvor  (Mon.,  S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Hig ham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Holden,  £.  Hopkinson 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,K. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Idris.  T.  H.  W. 

QUngworth,  Percy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,SirD.  Brynmor(S  wansea 

Jones,  Wi!liara(Camarvon8hire 
Rearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 

Kennaway,  Rt.  HonSirJohnH. 

Kerry,  Earl  of 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Kinc,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

lambton.  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 

Lamont,  Norman 

Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 

Leese,Sir JosephF.  ( Accrington) 

Uver,W.H.(Cheshire,Wirral) 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

Levis,  John  Herbert 

Uojd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

We.  Sir  Francis  William 

Lapton,  Arnold 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

Lyn-h.  H.  B. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

Macraw,WUliam  J.  MacGeagh 

Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB'gh8 

Xackamess,  Frederic  C. 

MAclean,  Donald 

HAcnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

M*Cillum,  John  M. 

iTCrae,  Sir  George 

M^Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M'LMen,RtHnSirC.  B.(Leices. ) 

M  Uren,  H.  D.  (StaflEord,  W.) 

M  Kicking,  Major  G. 

*I««na8.  Sir  Philip 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Hwuficld,  H.  Rendall  (LincoUi) 


Marks,G.Ooydon(Launceston) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Middlebrook,  William 

Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montagu,  Hon.  E.  S. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murray,Capt.HnA.C.  (Kincard. 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Newnes,  Sir  George  (Swansea) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,CharlesN.(Donoast'r 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 

Partington,  Oswald 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pea6e,Herbert  Pike( Darlington 

Perks,  Sir  Robert  William 

Philipp8,Col.Ivor  (S'thampton) 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Price,Sir  Robert  J. (Nolf  oik,  E.) 

Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.  (Bradfotd,E.) 

Rainy,  A.  Holland 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Renton,  Leslie 

Richardson,  A. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rowlands,  J. 

Rimciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Samuel,Rt.  Hn.H.L.(Cleveland 

Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,Sir  C.E.  (Manchester) 

Scott,A.H.  (Ashton  under  Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,  SirCharle8Edw.(Stafford 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 

Sherwell,  Arthur  James 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 


Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith,  AbelH.  (Hertford,  East 
Snowden,  P. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 
Stanley, Hon.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley ,Hn.  A.  Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Staveley-Hill,  Henry  (Staff'sh. 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (MUe  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. ) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E. ) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W,H.(Somerset.E 
Thome,G.R.  (Wolverhampton) 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  G^rge 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Joseph 
Wardle,  George  J, 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,Rt.  Hn.  E.(Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Heniy  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Weir,' James  Galloway 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,J.Dundas  (Dumbart*nsh 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  RtHn.SirThomasP. 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,Llewelyn(Carmarth*n 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wiiioughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wil8on,J.W.  (Worcestersh.  N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wodehouse,  Lord 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes. — Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  of 
Elibank. 
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of  the  House, 


8?4 


NOES. 


Abraham,  WiUiam  (Cork,  N.E. ) 

Ambrose,  Robert 

Ashley,  W.  W. 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Baldwin,  Stanley 

Balfour,  Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond. 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

Barnes,  G.  N. 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Boland,  John 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 

Burke,  E.  Haviland- 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Oastlereagh,  Viscount 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lor  i  It.  (Marylebone,  E. 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cullinan,  J. 

Delany,  William 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 

Duffy,  WiUiam  J. 

Duncan,C.  (Barrow-in-Furness) 

Faber,  Gteorge  Denison  (York) 

Farrell,  James  Patrick 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Gilhooly,  James 

Ginnell,  L. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Qoooh,  Henry  Cubitt  (Peckham 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 

Gretton,  John 

Guinness,  Hon.  R.(Hagger8ton) 

Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Halpin,  J. 

Hardie,J.  Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 

Harris,  Frederick  Leverton 

Hay,  Hon.  (Maude  (ieorge 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 


Hills,  J.  W. 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hope,James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Joynson-Hicks,  William 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Keswick,  William 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 

Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 

Long,  Col.  Charles  W.fEvesham 

Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

MaoNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 

MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E.) 

M* Arthur,  Charles 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M'Kiliop,  W. 

Maddison,  Frederic]^ 

Markham,  Arthur  Basil 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,  Francis  E.  (Leitrim,N. 

Meehan,  Patrick  A.(Queen*s  Co 

Middlemore,John  Throgmorton 

Mooney,  J.  J. 

Muldoon,  John 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Petersfieki) 

Nield,  Herbert 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

O'  Brien,  Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

0*Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

0*Brien,  William  (Cork) 

O*('onnor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor.  T.  P.  (LiverjHwl) 

Oddy,  John  James 

O'Doherty,  Philip 


O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Donnell,  John'(Mayo.  S.) 
O'Donnell,  T.  (Kerry,  W.) 
0*Dowd,  John 
O'Grady,  J. 

0*KeUy,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
0*Kelly,  James  (Roacommoiijf. 
0*Shaughnes8y,  P.  J. 
O'Shee,  James  John 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
PickersgiU,  Edward  Hare 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,John  Frederick  FmI 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  K  (Waterfofd) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Remnant,  James  Farqnbanoci 
Renwick,  George 
Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  S.  (Sheffiekl,EocleHa]) 
Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 
Ronaldshav,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  John  (Laocashirp) 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sheehy,  David 

Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Stewart,  HaJley  (Greenock) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Ohk»he«ter) 
Talbot,  Rt,Hn.  J.G.(OxrdlmT, 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thomas,  David  Alfred(Mertlijr 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walker.  CoLW.H.f  Lancashire) 
Walsh,  Stephen 
Warde.  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  If  id) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  R.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhonghum) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  Georgt 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Telleba  por  the  Noes.— Mr. 
Hut  ton  and  Mr.  (Vnwat 
Edwards. 


Main    Question    put,    and    agreed    to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  for  Monday  next. — (Mr, 
Runciman.) 


Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  puf* 
suance  of  the  Order  of  the  Houb*  oi 
3l8t  July,  adjourned  the  House  withoiit 
Question  put. 


Adjourned     at     twelve     minot** 
before  Twelve  oVlock. 
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5OUSE   OF   LORDS. 
Triday,  21ih  November,  1908. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (No.  3)  BILL. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH: 
Mt  Lords,  late  last  night  the  noble  Earl 
the  Chainnan  of  Committees,  knowing 
that  he  would  not  be  able  to  be  here  early 
to-day,  communicated  with  me  with 
regard  to  this  matter.  I  am  acting  for 
the  noble  Earl  and  at  his  request,  and 
1  understand  the  Motion  to  be  entirely 
unopfposed.  I  believe  it  to  be  an  honest 
case  of  misunderstanding,  and  that  in 
sanctioning  the  course  proposed  we  shall 
be  doing  justice. 

Moved,  "  That  Standing  Order  No.  93 
be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dis- 
pensed with,  with  respect  to  a  Petition  o^ 
Owners  and  Ratepayers  in  the  Borough  of 
^  Hanley.'^ — (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

V 

\     On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Star  ding  Order  No.  93  considered 
I  (According  to  order)  and  dispensed 
.  I  with,  with  respect  to  a  Petition  of 
[  J  Owners  and  Ratepayers  in  the  Borough 
I  i  of  Hanley.  Leave  given  to  present  the 
i  ^said  petition. 


^ 

ji 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING  BILL 

Petitions  in  favour  of :  Churches, 
<tc.,  at  Hayle  (2),  Copperhouse,  Ari- 
fmack,  Copperhouse,  Hayle,  Angorrack 
Twelveheads,  Copperhouse,  Black  Rock 
<2),  Tienwheal,  St.  Erth  (4),  Camborne, 
Copperhouse,  Praze  Crowan  (2),  Gwinear 
U)iTownsend  (4),  Leedstown  ^4),  Middle- 
^oq;  Richmond,  (Jerrans,  Edmondsley, 
St.  Jiist,  Gwyddblwem,  Corwan,  Crag- 
Wd;  Wesleyan  Methodist  Church, 
P«low  Grange  ;  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Omrch,  St.  Levan ;  The  Lihabitants, 
St  Xary's  Scilly ;      Churches,  etc.,  at 

VOL  CXCVIL     [Fourth  Series.] 


Birmingham    (2),    Settle    (2),    Wisbech, 
Haslington,  Famham,  Mouldsworth  (2), 
Lanlivery;       Persons    signing,      Good 
Templars,  Sudbury,  Oirford,  Barnstaple ; 
121  Tents  of  the  Independent  Order  of 
Rechabites  ;  Litemational  Order  of  Good 
Templars  (3),  Meetings  at  Chesterfield, 
Cwm,      Great     Harwood,      Wiknslow; 
Women's  United  Prayer  Meeting,  Liver- 
pool ;    Shipley  and  District  Bible  Class ; 
Primitive  Methodist  Churches  at  Great 
Harwood,    Bristol    (15),    Bath,    Stroud 
(2),   Chalford,   Painswick,   Butter  Row, 
Sheepscombe,     Miserden,     Chippenham, 
Biddestone,  Corsham,  Derry  Hill,  Marsh- 
field,  Lawnden,  Box  Hill,  Coleme,  King- 
ston Langley,  Radstock,  Southsea,  Red- 
hampton,  Stamshaw,  Gosport,  Purbrook, 
Ventnor,  Ryde,  Wroxall,  Sandown,  Ash- 
ton-under-L)rne  (2),  Lynn,  Altrincham, 
Broadheath,     Carrington,    Glossop    (2), 
Hadfield,  Broadbottom,  Prestwick,  Uns- 
worth,  Hollandwood,  Bolton  (2),  Atherton 
Tyldesley,    Houghton     (2),     Hull     (2), 
Cannock,    Silkstone,    Thome,    Walesley, 
Middle   Rasen,    Swinbrook  ;      Wesleyan 
and  Congregational  Churches  at  Great 
Harwood  ;      Independent  Church,   Port 
Maddock ;      Baptist  Churches  at  Great 
Harwood,    Cardiff ;      thirty-four  lodges 
and  meetings  of  the  International  Order 
of  Grood  Templars ;    Inhabitants  of  the 
City  of  Leeds ;      Meetings  at  Everton 
Bradford,        Penzance ;        Independent 
Methodist  Church,  Pasture  Lane,  Barrow- 
ford,    Lancashire ;        Church    Members 
Meeting  ;  Inde':endent  Methodist  Church, 
Southport ;    The  Rev.  Walter  Holyoake, 
President  of  the  Dover  Evangelical  Free 
Church  Coimcil ;    The  Officers  and  Com- 
mittee of  the  Mount  Lion  Band  of  Hope, 
Sheffield  ;  The  Alwington  (North  Devon) 
Band  of  Hope  and  Temperance  Society ; 
The  Congregational  Church,  Gallowtree 
Gate,  Leicester ;  The  Hall  Street  Men's  . 
Own,  Hall  Street  Baptist  Mission,  Green- 
leys,  Manchester ;     Churches,  Societies, 
etc.,    at    Camelon,    Newcastle,    Aikten, 
Rechabites  ;     Persons  signing  ;      Read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Petitions  again&t :  Of  persons  signing 
(8) ;  Liverpool  and  District  (2) ;  Cam- 
bridgeshire ;  Cheshire  (6) ;  Guildford ; 
West  Cumberland  ;  Bradford-on-Avon  ; 
Macclesfield  and  District ;  North  Wales 
and  District ;  Licensed  Victuallers  of 
Oswestry  ;  Persons  signing  (6) ;  National 
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Trade  Defence,  Midland  District ;  East- 
bourne. Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

Petition  pra3ang  for  Amendment  of: 
Of  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  of  Carlisle ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


I  CENSUS  OF  PRODUCTION  ACT,  1906. 

Order  of  yesterday  for  the  printing 
of  Rules  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
discharged. 

EDUCATION    (ENGLAND    AND 'WALES) 

(No.  2)  BILL. 

Draft  regulations  under  Clause  2. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Return  of  advances  made  under  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  1963,  during  the  month 
of  April,  1908. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS  AND  TELE- 

PHONES. 

An  account  showing  the  gross  amount 
received  and  expended  on  account  of 
the  telegraph  service  during  the  year 
ended  31st  March,  1908,  and  the  balance 
of  the  expenditure  over  receipts,  prepared 
in  pursuance  of  Section  4  of  the  39th 
Vict.,  c.  5,  and  a  statement  additional 
to  the  above  accotmt,  prepared  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  same  section,  together  with 
an  account  showing  the  gross  amount 
received  and  the  gross  amount  expended 
in  respect  of  the  telegraph  service  and 
telephone  service  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  18  of  session 
1908),  and  certain  other  statistics.  I^aid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


LICENSING  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  read  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  to 
the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*, 
viz.,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
"  That "  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the 
following   words  :     '*  this  House,  while 


ready  to  oonsider  favourably*  any  Amend- 
ments which  ezperence  has  shown  to  be 
necessary  in  the  law  regulating  the  uk 
of  intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to  proceed 
further  with  a  measure  which,  without 
materially  advancing  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance, would  occasion  grave  incon- 
venience to  many  of  His  Majesty's  tab- 
jects,  and  violate  every  princijAe  of  equity 
in  its  dealings  with  tne  nunoerous  classes 
whose  interests  will  be  affected  by  the 
Bill" 

L  ^1 

^  ♦Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH  r 
My  Lords,  this  debate,  which  has  now  ex- 
tended over  two  da3rs,  has  covered  s 
great  variety  of  subjects — social,  poli- 
tical, financial,  a^  well  as  others; 
and  it  is  impossible  to  attempt  to 
deal  with  more  than  a  very  small  part 
of  the  issues  which  are  presented 
to  your  Lordships  for  consideration 
at  this  time.  But  I  think  one  thing 
stands  out  with  great  clearness.  Amidst 
all  the  diversity  of  opinions  which  hss 
been  disclosed  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
in  your  Lordships'  House,  theie  is  t 
practically  imanimous  desire  on  the  part 
of  every  Member  of  this  House  to  do  any- 
thing  we  reasonably  can  to  advance,  in 
the  best  sense,  the  cause  of  tempennce, 
and  to  make  easier  the  path  of  socit) 
reform.  And  with  almost  every  one  th*t 
desire  is  accompanied  with  a  hope  thftt 
whatever  is  done  should  be  done  with  dof 
regard  to  fairness  to  all  the  interest* 
concerned. 

K  I  may  venture  to  say  so,  some  of 
the    difficulties    in    which    Parlismect 
finds    itself    to-day     arise     from    the 
position  which  is  taken  up  by  the  ex- 
treme partisans  of  temperance  legiiii- 
tion.    It  is  no  new  difficulty.    I  think 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  one  of  tie 
greatest  obstacles  to  what  I  shall  venture 
to    describe    as    moderate    tempeianre 
reform  comes  from  those  who  desire* 
honestly  and  conscientiously  I  have  do 
doubt,  but  with  a  determination  which 
I  think  worthy  of  a  better  and  mort 
practical  cause,  totally  to  saj/pnm*^ 
do  away  with  the  traffic  ii  the  wbo> 
class  of   articles   which   they  cls»*  to- 
gether   as    intoxicatirg    liquors.    I  ^ 
not  believe  that  is  a  rasuh  which  tnr 
will  be  attained,  but  I  am  confident  thit 
much  more  could  have  been  done  in  the 
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ditectio&  wUch  all  of  us  desire  if  these 
lionest  bat,  as  I  think,  mistaken  par- 
thua  would  for  a  time,  at  any  rate, 
moderate  their  seal  I  have  no  doubt 
Aftt  many  of  your  Lordships  have 
reeeived,  as  I  have,  a  large  number  of 
p«m]^t8  and  papers  on  one  side  or 
tile  other  of  this  question.  I  have  done 
my  best  to  read  many  of  them,  and  I 
am  boimd  to  say  that  I  have  found  very 
km  which  reaUy  seem  to  me  to  take  a 
judicial  attitude  on  this  question.  But 
in  one  I  did  find  a  passage  which  I  com- 
mmd  to  your  Lordlships'  notice — 

*^  It  has  always  been,  and  always  will  be,  an 
Uapossibility  to  do  true  justice  without  some 
•ymptthy." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  that 
we,  or  anybody  else,  can  do  tim  justice  to 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  trade 
in  liquor  unless  we  show  some  realintelli- 
gsncc  o*,  and  som^  sympathy  with  them, 
in  the  difficulties  by  which  they  them- 
lelves  are  met  and  often  thwarted. 

I  venture  to  say  that,  in  the  quarters 
I  have  indicated,  and  in  the  pamphlets 
ind  papers  and  speeches  of  those  who 
aie  aiming  at  the  impracticable  object 
of  totally  suppressing  the  liquor  traffic, 
ijmpathy  is  wholly  absent.    Facts  are 
ignored,  and  the  difficulties  of  the  con- 
ditions  under   which   this   trade    must 
alvayB  be  carried  on  are  almost  alto- 
gether   lost  sight  of.    Some    of    these 
difkulties  are  inherent  in  the  circum- 
stances.    Others,   I  am  afraid  I  must 
say,  have  actually  been  caused  very  often 
by  the   very   legislation    which   is   in- 
tended to  mitigate  the  evils  at  which 
the  legislation  was  aimed,  and  it  is  not 
Ur  to  imply  that  the  trade  is  wholly 
responsible  for  all  the  evils  which  have 
ansen.    In   some   respects   they   are    a 
cause;     in  some  respects  they   are  the 
nsolt    But  cause  and  result  act  and 
le-act  upon  one  another  in  such  a  com- 
]&ated   fashion   that  it  is  impossible 
vhoUy  to  separate  the  one  from  the 
other  and  to  say  that  this  is  the  cause 
vui  ^t  that  is  the  result.    I  associate 
Ay^elf  entirely  with  those  who  say  that 
while  l^islation  cannot  do  everything, 
kgidation  can  do  much ;    and  I  pin  my 
^)e  and  my  faith  to  enlightened  public 
^'pouon,  which  is  certainly  making  way 
m  tihia  country,  and  which,  if  it  were 
'Bowed   to  have  free   play,   would,  in 


my  humble  opinion,  act  upon  the  trade 
itself  and  draw  out  sympathy  from  that 
trade  for  many  reforms  which  might, 
with  that  aid  and  that  83rmpathy,  be 
carried  out  much  better  than  in  any 
other  way. 

It  is  a  rather  melancholy  fact  that 
almost  the  whole  history  of  our  temper- 
ance legislation  for  the  last  fifty  years  has 
been  in  the  direction  of  restriction. 
There  has  been  hardly  one  Act  passed 
with  the  main  object  of  enabling  licence- 
holders  themselves  and  those  behind 
them  to  develop  and  improve  matters  in 
accordance  with  the  enlightened  public 
opinion  to  which  I  have  referred.  One  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  in  the  present 
system  is  the  prevalence  of  what  are 
known  as  tied  houses.  Up  to  a  certain 
point  tied  bouses  make  for  discipline 
and  good  conduct,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  undoubtedly  have  the  efiect 
of  putting  a  premium  upon  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  as  opposed  to  all', 
other  kinds  of  refreshment ;  and  it  is 
my,  sincere  opinion  that  if  this  Bill 
were  to  be  passed  as  it  stands — recom- 
mended as  it  is  by  many  people  who 
think  that,  it  would  tend  to  increase 
temperance  —  there  would  be  little 
hope  of  improvement  in  the  direction 
I  have  just  indicated  during  the  reduc- 
tion or  the  compensation  period.  I 
say  so  for  this  reason,  that,  owing  to  the 
terms  in  which  the  Bill  is  framed,  you 
would,  amongst  other  evil  results  that  you 
would  bring  about,  put  upon  licence- 
holders  and  others  interested  in  licensed 
property  the  absolute  necessity  of  squeez- 
ing out  of  their  property  everything  in 
profit  they  could  from  intoxicating  liquor. 
That  is  in  itself  a  great  evil.  But  if  you  go- 
upon  the  other  policy  which  I  see  some- 
times foreshadowed,  which  is  known,, 
roughly,  as  that  of  high  licence,  I  believe 
you  will  be  doing  for  true  temperance 
reform  one  of  the  worst  turns  it  is  possible 
for  legislation  or  administration  to  do, 
because  again  it  would  place  the  premium 
which  I  have  indicated  upon  the  licence- 
holder  to  do  everything  for  profit  and 
nothing  for  reform. 

It  is  a  commonplace  amongst  us  all  that 
improvement  is  going  on.  My  plea  in 
regard  to  legislation  is  this,  that  we 
ought  carefully  to  study  in  what  direc- 
tions we  can  do  our  best  to  put  a  premium 
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upon  that  improvement,  to  help  those 
whose  opinion  is  enlightened  who  are 
doing  the  best  to  make  things  better  than 
they  are  at  the  present  time.  While 
I  am  all  in  favour  of  legislation  which  is 
fully  up  to — perhaps  even  a  little  in 
advance  of — enlightened  public  opinion, 
I  feel  that  if  you  go  much  in  advance  of 
the  support  which  you  will  gf»t  from 
general  public  opinion  you  will  un- 
doubtedly do  more  harm  than  good. 
Scotsman  though  I  am,  I  have  had  some 
experience  in  English  matters.  May  I 
remind  you  Lordships,  without  conceit, 
that  I  was  chairman  of  a  Welsh  Sunday 
Closing  Commission  twenty  years  ago, 
I  was  responsible  for  the  English  Act  of 
1902,  and  the  Scottish  Act  of  1903,  and  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  learning  the  argu- 
ments on  both  sides  for  the  Act  of  1904, 
because  it  passed  during  the  year  that  I 
had  the  honour  of  acting  as  Chairman 
of  Committees  in  your  Lordships' 
House. 

The  problems  are  somewhat  different 
in  Scotland  and  in  England,  and  it  4oes 
not  do  to  draw  analogies  without  much 
care  and  consideration  between  the  two 
coimtries.  But  if  there  is  one  lesson 
in  Scottish  experience  which  should  be 
of  use  in  England  it  is  this — that  whatever 
you  do,  do  not  so  regulate  your  legislation 
as  to  put  a  premium  on  the  substitution 
of  spirits  for  beer,  or  of  clubs  for  public- 
houses.  I  greatly  deplore  a  condition 
in  Scotland  which  largely  arises  from  the 
fact  that  spirits  there,  as  everybody 
knows,  are  much  more  consumed  by  the 
rank  and  file  of  the  population  in  propor- 
tion to  beer  than  is  the  case  south  of  the 
Tweed,  and  that  there  the  public-house, 
the  well-conducted  public-house  even, 
is  by  no  means  so  much  the  resort  and  the 
club  of  the  respectable  working  man  as 
it  is  here.  Whatever  vou  do,  let  me 
put  it  to  you  with  all  the  earnestness  of 
which  I  am  capable — Do  not  in  your  legis- 
lation do  anything  which  will  make  it  more 
likely  that  the  great  body  of  the  popula- 
tion will  have  recourse  to  the  drinking 
of  spirits  and  stronger  liquors  rather  than 
beer,  especially  the  lighter  kinds  of  beer, 
and  other  similar  refreshments.  Clubs — 
bad  clubs  at  least — are  a  greater  evil  than 
public -houses.  There  are  good  and  bad 
clubs,  there  are  good  and  bad  public- 
houses.     But  I  venture  to  say  that,  even 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh, 


if  the  clubs  to  which  most  of  your  Lord- 
ships and  many  in  a  humbler  social 
sphere  are  accustomed  are  in  themaelvei 
good  things,  some  other  clubs  are  vfrr 
much  the  reverse,  and  there  is  nothing  so 
difficult  to  regulate,  nothing  so  difficult  to 
interfere  witl^  as  a  club  once  it  gets  a  real 
hold  upon  the  minds  and  feelings  of  thooe 
concerned. 

I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider  the 
Act  of  1904  in  its  relation  to  the  proposals 
in  this  Bill.      I  was  not  altogether  an 
admirer  of  the  Act  of  1904.     I  venturvd 
to  say  so  on  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill.    I  spoke  in  mild  terms — milder  than 
I  felt,  for  this  reason.     As  your  Lordships 
know,  it    was   not   very  long  after  the 
time    that    on    other    grounds    I    had 
occasion    to    sever    myself     from     mr 
friends      on      the      front      Opposition 
bench,  and   I  was    most   anxious   tlut 
it    should    not    be    thought    that    mr 
adverse  comments  on  the  Bill  of  1904  lud 
anything  to  do  with  other  matters.    I 
ventured  then  to  say,  and  I  think  stilli 
that  the  Act  of  1904  was  a  bad  bar^in 
for  the   State.     It  was  not   altogether 
a  bad  bargain  ;  for  it  had  many  redeeming 
features.     It  made  for  the  reduction  oi 
public-houses,  generally  speaking,  in  « 
wise    and    moderate    fashion.    It   cer- 
tainly got  rid  of  the  privileged  position 
of  the  anf€- 1869  beer- houses;     but  it 
seemed  to  me  then,and  it  seems  to  me  still 
that  in  return  for  those  two  advanta^* 
it  gave  a  greater  expectancy  of  renfwtJ 
of  tenure  of  the  ordinary  public-houw 
than  was  justified,  having  regard  to  the 
whole  terms  of  the  decision  in  the  well- 
known  case  of  Sharpe  v.  WohpU^   ^ 
venture  to  say  that  in  some  respecta  the 
Act  has  not  fulfilled  the  good  intention* 
of  those  who  promoted  it.    In  particulir. 
the  reduction  which  was  promised  h*i 
been  rather  less  rapid  than  wa»  bopf<J. 
and  one  great  defect,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
was  that  there  was  no  general  authontr 
whose  business  it  was  to  safeguard  th« 
fund  got  together  by  the  compensatiflo 
levy.     A  fund  of  that  kind  seems  to  me  to 
require  special  guardianship  in  caie  it  i* 
drawn  upon  in  improper  and  extr»vi<j*nt 
ways.  ^ 

The  Act  of  1904  met  with  unforeseen, 
and,  I  venture  to  say,  unde8er^'e<^  ^' 
culties  of  another  kind.  I  refer  to  ihfi 
points  involved  in  what  is  known  *»  ^ 
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Kennedy  judgment.  I  am  the  last  person 
to  say  that  that  jtidgment  was  not  in 
aocoidance  with  the  law.  I  am  certain 
that  it  was,  because  it  was  so  declared 
by  one  of  His  Majesty's  Judges  and 
no  appeal  was  taken ;  but  I  have 
never  been  able  to  see  that  the  point 
involved  was  a  reasonable  one  to  be 
decided  in  the  way  that  it  was.  I  am 
anxioos  to  know  whether  that  point  was 
lopescen,  and  whether  the  particular 
compensation  allowed  by  that  judgment 
was  intended  by  those  who  promoted  the 
Act.  I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  fair 
question,  the  point  involved  being  roughly 
whether  brewers'  profits  were  to  enter 
into  the  calculation  for  compensation 
when  a  particular  house  was  suppressed. 
The  conditions  of  the  Act  of  1904,  as  pre- 
«cribed  in  the  5th  clause,  seem  to  me 
eminently  reasonable.  It  was  laid  down 
that  it  was  to  be  the  difEerence  between 
the  value  of  the  premises  unlicensed  and 
licensed ;  and  there  was  a  distinct  in- 
ftraction  to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue,  who  are  responsible  for  ad- 
ministering it,  that  they  were  to  take 
into  consideration  the  same  principles  as 
were  to  be  considered  in  matters  of  estate 
duty.  They  did  so,  and  a  good  many 
cisea  were  decided  without  any  appeal 
to  the  law. 
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But  by-and-by  some  ingenious  person 
thought  that  it  was  possible  and  lawful 
to  get  a  calculation  in  respect  of  the 
brewers'  profits  on  beer  sold  in  the  house 
to  be  suppressed.  It  does  not  seem  to 
Btte,  having  regard  to  the  whole  circum- 
stances, that  that  was  reasonable.  I  am 
not  challenging  the  law ;  I  am  saying 
that  I  do  not  think  it  to  be  reasonable. 
Supposing  there  are  three  public-houses 
in  a  place  all  belonging  to  a  syndicate  of 
hrewers,  and  one  of  them  is  suppressed, 
the  expenses,  no  doubt,  are  saved  of  the 
third  one,  and  the  licence -holder  has  to 
be  compensated,  and  ought  to  be  com- 
pensated, for  deprivation  of  his  business 
^  *  proper  and  even  liberal  scale  ;  but 
I  *m  sceptical  of  the  belief  put  forward 
by  the  right  rev.  prelate  the  Bishop  of 
I^ndon,  on  the  authority  of  one  of 
bis  brewing  friends,  that  the  custom 
bestowed  on  the  suppressed  house 
altogether  evaporates.  I  believe,  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  would  go  to  one  of  the 
^r  houses,  and  in  so  far  as  the  question 


of  brewers*  profits  is  concerned,  I 
venture  to  say  that  extravagant  com- 
pensation was  given. 

I  have  even  stronger  evidence  than  the 
considerations  which  I  have  put  before 
you.  I  think  the  action  of  the  trade 
themselves  showed  that  they  did  not,  at 
any  rate  at  first,  expect  that  compensa- 
tion. I  have  been  referred  to  the 
annual  voltmies  of  licensing  statistics 
for  the  three  years,  1905,  1906  and  1907, 
and  a  friend  of  mine  who  knows  more 
about  this  matter  than  I  do  puts  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships attention  in  these  words — 

"  Can  it  be  thought  that  the  trade  did  not 
know  the  value  of  its  own  houses  before  the 
Kennedy  judgment  ?  Yet  in  some  200  cases 
the  trade  asked  and  got  from  various  compensa- 
tion authorities  sums  which  worked  out  at  about 
£600  a  house.  These  were  their  own  figures 
agreed  with  the  authorities,  and  not  referred  to 
the  Inland  Revenue.  Other  cases  out  of  the 
same  batch  of  extinctions — ^namely,  those  which 
took  place  in  the  year  1905 — were  not  agreed 
with  the  authorities,  were  referred  to  Inland 
Revenue,  were  held  over  till  after  the  Kennedy 
judgment  and  came  out  at  an  average  of  over 
£1,300.  Other  instances  are  to  be  found  of  the 
differences  in  the  trade's  own  valuations  before 
and  after  the  Kennedy  judgment.** 

These  are  very  remarkable  facts,  and  they 
seem  to  me  to  afford  a  strong  prima 
facie  case  for  a  wise,  just,  and  judicious 
revisal  of  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1904, 
as  interpreted  by  Lord  Justice  Ke  medy^ 

When  I  turn  to  the  Bill  imder  discussion 
the  terms  proposed  are  rather  difierent, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think  a 
case  has  been  made  out  for  their  fairness^ 
The  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  House 
on  this  point  hardly  said  anything  more^ 
than  that  he  regarded  the  terms  as  UberaL 
He  did  not  argue  it  out,  and  he  did  not,  in 
particular,  tell  us  whv  what  is  described 
as  personal  goodwill  should  not  be 
made  a  subject  of  compensation. 
If  a  man  is  dispossessed  of  his 
lawful  trade  surely  you  are  bound  to 
give  him  full  and  fair  compensation,  and 
in  calculating  the  compensation  you 
must,  as  the  noble  Viscount,  Lord  St. 
Aldwyn,  said  the  other  evening,  take  into 
consideration  the  profits  under  Schedule 
D  as  well  as  the  value  under  Schedule  A. 
When  property  of  any  kind  is  taken  for 
public  purposes  you  oujht  to  give  its 
fall  value,  that  is,  as  I  say,  its  market 
value ;  call  it  what  you  like ;  some 
would  add  something  for  the  compulsory 
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taking,  even  in  arbitration.  I  do  not 
ask  for  that.  The  point  I  put  to  the 
Government  is  this.  Successive  Govern- 
ments have  for  years  been  valuing  public- 
house  licences  for  estate  duty  on  certain 
terms.  Let  us  assume  that  it  is  a  proper 
valuation.  I  have  never  yet  been  able 
to  understand  even  the  fringe  of  the 
argument  which  justifies  the  Government 
from  departing  from  its  own  valuation 
when  it  is  proposing  to  take  for  its  own 
purposes  the  very  property  which  it  has 
just  valued  ako  for  its  own  purposes, 
though  ihoee  are  different  in  degree. 
That  seems  to  me  so  clear  and  so  just  that 
I  cannot  even  imagine  what  the  answer 
is  to  that  particular  contention.  The 
noble  Viscount,  Lord  St.  Aldwyn,  gave  a 
most  lucid  explanation  of  the  action 
and  reaction  upon  each  other  of  the 
compensation  during  the  reduction  period 
and  the  lime-limit.  It  seems  to  me  that 
a  great  deal  of  the  trouble,  apart  from  the 
insufficient  valuation  which  I  have  just 
mentioned,  arises  from  the  difficulty  of 
capitalising  properly  the  annual  value 
to  be  finally  settled ;  and  it  seems  to  me, 
if  you  are  running  reduction  on  the  same 
scale  as  this  Bill  proposes  and  at  the  same 
time  give  so  short  a  reduction  period  as 
iourteen  years,  that  towards  the  later 
part  of  that  time  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
that  your  terms  of  capitalisation  can  be 
fair  to  the  interests  which  are  taken  away. 
I  do  not  labour  this  point,  because  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  just  the  sort  of 
thing  it  is  impossible  to  argue  efiectively  on 
Second  Reading.  My  plea  is  that  it  wo  l  1 1 
have  been  reasonable  and  right  to  have 
aUowed  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 
While  in  favour  of  a  reasonable  and  well- 
thought-out  scheme  of  reduction,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  case  has  been  made 
out  for  the  particular  Schedules  dealing 
with  the  ratio  of  population  to  public- 
houses  contained  in  the  Bill.  Even  the 
Government  themselves  admit  the  diffi- 
culty, because  the  Schedules  are  crowded 
with  exceptions.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  exceptions  are  botmd  to  be  so  numer- 
ous that  it  is  hardly  worth  while  to  put  in 
a  scale  of  that  kind.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  leave  the  question  for  treatment 
by  a  well-constituted,  thoroughly  in- 
formed, and  judicial  body  of  local  justices. 

We  often  hear  it  said  that  this  Bill  is  a 
compromise.     Of   course,   it  is   a   com- 
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promise ;  at  least  it  is  an  intermediate 
stage  between  those  who  want  total 
confiscation  and  those  who  want  rather 
larger  terms  of  valuation.  I  think  th^t 
in  its  terms  the  Bill  urdoubtedly  goc« 
somewhat  in  the  direction  of  confiscation. 
I  wonder  if  your  Lordships  have  eror  heard 
of  the  story  of  Mr.  Abraham  Lincoln 
and  his  wife.  I  came  across  it  in  a  toIubw 
of  reminiscences  the  other  day.  It 
seems  there  was  a  discussion  between  them 
as  to  whether  their  house  should  be 
painted  white  or  brown.  He  said  white, 
she  said  brown.  The  discussion  raged 
rather  high,  but  a  few  days  afterwards 
Mr.  Lincoln  said  to  a  friend  that  ther 
had  come  to  a  compromise.  "Oh. 
and  what  b  the  compromise  ?  "  said  the 
friend.  "The  house  is  to  be  painted 
brown,"  was  the  reply.  I  venture  to 
think  that  in  the  scale  of  compensation 
the  Grovemment  have  leant  too  much  to 
the  side  of  confiscation  and  that  there 
is  not  much  ot  a  compromise  in  the 
matter,  at  any  rate  as  it  now  stands. 

I  turn  for  a  moment  to  Clause  26.  the 
clause  which  deals  with  what  is  known  »•» 
monopoly  value.     I  say  respectfully  thai 
that  clause  is  amazing  to  me,  both  in  it* 
history  and  in  it«  contents.     It  will  not 
ran  with  Clause  10,  which  is  the  compens*- 
tion  clause.     It  ought  not  to  be  exactly 
the  same,  I  agree.    The  precise  factors 
you  have  to  get  at  for  future  monopolr 
value  and  those  for  present  compensation 
are  not  the  same ;     but,  if  these  two 
clauses  are  compared,  it  will  be  teea 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  that  they 
can  both  be  right.     If  the  compensation 
clause  is  right  the  monopoly  value  is  tw 
little.    There  is  no  distinct  ratio  between 
the  two.     That  is  exactly  the  sort  of  point 
with  which  we  ought  to  have  got  to 
closer    quarters   in   Committee.    As  to 
the  history  of  the  clause,  I  believe  I  •«" 
right  in  saying  that  the  particular  terms 
of  it  were  only  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper 
in  the  other  House  on  the  morning  that 
they  were  to  be  discussed,  and  that  they 
passed  without  adequate  discussion  »w 
without  adequate  scrutiny.     Now  that  tf 
the  very  way  to  lay  pitfalls  and  <naw« 
and  traps  for  Parliament  and  its  iateo* 
tions,  just  as  was  done  by  the  Act  of  1 W* 
Clause   26   in  this   Bill  demands  »«« 
careful  scrutiny  and  mostampleconsid**" 
tion.    But  it  will  not  become  of  r^ 
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importaaoe  until  twenty-one  years  hence. 
It  k  of  some  importance  at  present,  no 
<loabt,  because  it  is  a  guide  to  the  Ohan- 
ttjkft  of  the  Exchequer  and  public 
authorities  in  the  case  of  new  licences,  but 
that  b,  relatively  speaking,  a  small 
astter.  I  should  have  been  prepared  to 
trast  to  a  large  extent  to  the  authorities 
IB  the  matter  of  new  licences,  because  , 
after  all,  it  is  a  question  of  option  for  a 
Bftn  if  he  wants  a  new  licence  whether  he 
win  take  it  on  the  terms  offered  to  him  ; 
hat  it  is  a  very  different  thing  to  say  that 
Ihese  are  the  terms  on  which  in  future, 
tweaty-one  years  hence ,  you  shall  have 
your  licence  if  you  have  it  at  all.  Is  it 
not  without  precedent  that  one  Parlia- 
ment should  seek  to  bind  another  in  this 
way  twenty-one  years  ahead  ?  There 
will  be  in  the  natural  course  of  events, 
aid  takingthe  average  Hfe  of  Parliaments, 
at  least  four  general  elections  between 
now  and  then.  How  can  you  attempt 
to  forecast  what  will  be  fair,  right,  and 
b  accordance  with  sound  and  enlightened 
pablic  opinion  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 
twentv-one  vears  off  ? 

I  pass  from  that  point.    I  deliberately 
3ay  nothing  in  detail  upon  those  provisions 
of  tbe  Bill  which  are  known  as  the  tem- 
perance  provisions.    I   share   the   view 
which  has  been  expressed  by  some  of  your 
Lordships  that  many  of  these  provisions 
are  extremely  valuable.    I  specially  in- 
stance the  one  which  has  been  found 
of  the   greatest    use    in    Scotland — the 
restriction  upon  the  sale  of  liquor  by 
means  of  vans  throughout  the   country 
districts.    That  was  a  clause  of  my  own 
in  the  Act  of  1903.    I  know  it  has  done 
the  greatest  good  in   Scotland,   and  I 
helieve  it  to  be  capable  of  enormous  good 
to  the  country  populations  in  England. 
I  also  wish  to  say  a  word  upon  Clause  22 
which  increases,  in  my  humble  opinion 
in  a  wise  and  proper  manner,  the  jurisdic- 
tion and  discretion  of  the  local  justices. 
1  think  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  in  the  renewal  of  licences  the  justices 
sbuld  have  a  wide  discretion  as  to  the 
conditions  which  they  will  impose  on  the 
holder 

I  am  not  going  at  length  into  the  ques- 
tkm  of  clubs.  They  require  regulation, 
aid  I  believe  that  the  proposals  in  this 
Bin  are,  in  the  main,  sound.  I  would 
kne  Hked,   however,  to  have  had  an 


opportunity  of  criticising  them  in  Com* 
mittee.  The  proposals  as  to  Sunday 
closing,  the  shutting  of  publio*houses  on 
polling  days,  the  presence  of  children  at 
bars  of  public-houses,  and  the  bona  fide 
traveller,  contain  at  any  rate  most 
valuable  reforms;  and  my  regret  is 
that  these  questions  have  not  been 
embodied  in  a  legislative  measure 
which  did  not  contain  other  provisions 
arousing  extreme  controversy.  I  hope 
that  a  Bill  of  that  kind  may  be  pro- 
duced. I  would  give  it  my  most  careful 
consideration,  and  probably  my  most 
earnest  support.  But  would  it  not 
have  been  of  advantage  to  pass  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  even  if  you 
drastically  altered  some  of  its  clauses  in 
Committee  ?  By  taking  this  course  your 
Lordships  would  have  been  enabled  to 
show  to  the  public  the  character  of  the 
provisions  which  you  were  willing  to  pass 
in  the  interests  of  temperance.  I  would 
have  been  most  anxious  to  show,  in  a  con- 
crete form,  what  it  was  that  the  House 
was  willing  and  anxious  to  do  in  the 
great  cause  of  temperance  reform. 

I  am  told  that  it  would  be  impossible 
on  two  grounds  to  follow  the  course  whidi 
I  would  like  to  have  seen  taken.  I  am 
told  by  my  friends  that  there  would  be  no 
hope  of  His  Majesty's  GU)vemment 
agreeing  to  the  changes,  in  some  ways 
the  drastic  changes,  which  I  want 
to  see  made,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
should  still  lose  the  Bill.  At  any  rate 
I  should  like  to  have  tried.  However 
enthusiastic  the  Ministerial  cheers  wluch 
my  last  sentence  elicited  may  be,  I  admit 
that  some  of  the  past  actions  of  the  GU>vem- 
ment  make  the  course  I  recommend 
very  difficult  for  noble  Lords  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  We  have  tried  our  hand 
at  amending  various  Bills,  but  we 
have  not  met  with  much  encourage- 
ment either  on  the  part  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  or  their  sup- 
porters. I  have  not  time — and  it  is 
not  germane  to  this  discussion — ^to 
analyse  the  causes,  but  the  noble  Earl  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  let 
us  in  a  little  behind  the  scenes  some  time 
ago.  In  one  of  his  very  candid  speeches, 
to  which  we  always  listen  with  so  muoh 
pleasure,  he  told  us  that  he  could  not 
do  certain  things  in  his  first  Agricultural 
Holdings  Bill  because  some  of  the  sup« 
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porters  of  the  Government  in  another 
place  were  such  terrible  fellows  that  the 
Government  could  not  control  them  and 
must  give  way  to  them.  Briefly  put, 
that  is  a  paraphrase  of  what  the  noble 
Earl  said  even  in  regard  to  a  particular 
provision  in  that  Bill,  which  he,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  had  accepted  in  this 
House.  Therefore  I  know  that  the  course 
which  I  would  like  to  have  seen  taken 
on  this  Bjfl  is  fraught  with  great  difficulty. 

I  am  confronted  also  with  the  question 
of  privilege.  I  am  the  last  person  to 
say  a  word  which  could  in  the  remotest 
way  be  held  to  criticise  the  action  of 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
His  action  is  guided,  and  rightly  guided, 
by  what  he  thinks  is  the  privilege  of 
that  House  and  by  his  duty  to  the 
House  to  which  he  owes  so  much. 
We  here  are  not  boimd  by  that 
decision.  It  is  a  commonplace  in  this 
matter,  but  a  commonplace  which  is 
too  often  forgotten,  that  each  House 
is .  the  guardian  of  its  own  privilege ; 
and  I  look  with  the  utmost  dislike  and 
apprehension  to  the  way  in  which  this 
question  of  privilege  is  being  extended. 
I  have  much  more  fear  of  that  way  of 
weakening  this  House  than  all  the 
resolutions  and  actions  of  the  Govern- 
ment opposite.  But  I  would  like  to 
have  waited  until  the  question  of  privilege 
arose,  to  see  whether  it  would  be  claimed 
on  this  Bill.  Those  who  argue  on  that 
line  are  bringing  about  the  very  thing 
they  disUke,  having  precedents  piled 
up  against  us  in  this  matter. 

Where  can  privilege  come  in  in  this 
Bill  ?  I  venture  to  say  that  except  in 
Clause  26,  which  touches  the  monopoly 
value,  there  is  not  a  provision  or  a  point 
in  which  privilege  can  fairly  be  claimed 
by  the  other  House.  It  cannot  come  in 
in  regard  to  the  compensation  levy ; 
those  are  not  public  funds,  but  are 
drawn  from  private  sources.  I  do  not 
like  to  say  anything  at  which  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
could  possibly  take  offence ;  but  I  say, 
with  all  respect,  that  we  on  this  side 
look  to  him  to  support  and  to  advocate 
the  claims  of  this  House  in  the  matter 
of  privilege,  and  not  in  anticipation, 
and  without  due  cause,  to  say  that 
privilege  exists.  There  is  an  old  adage 
that    you    should    never    say    "  Good 

l/ord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 


morning  "  to  the  devil  till  you  meet  him. 
I  do  not  want  to  have  the  question  of 
privilege  raised  until  it  is  abflolatelr 
necessary.  Anyhow,  I  would  ntber 
have  lost  this  Bill  on  a  contention  sboot 
privilege  than  have  it  rejected  on  Second 
Reading.  Privilege  could  have  been 
waived  if  necessary,  and  I  think  thai 
if  you  had  cut  out  Clause  26  altogetlipr 
you  would  have  evaded  the  question  of 
privilege  and  would  not  have  materisUr 
altered  the  Bill.     I  will  not  carry  that 

0 

matter  further,  because  I  am  under  tht 
strongest  obligation  to  many  of  mj 
friends  to  confine  my  remarks  within  as 
short  a  space  of  time  as  I  possibly  euu 

Now  I  come  to  the  main  point  vf 
difference    between    myself     and     tb^ 
majority  of  those  with  whom  on  ordinary 
occasions  I  am  proud  to  act.    I  bav« 
admitted  the  force  of  much  that  can  be 
said  against  this  Bill  as  it  now  itandt. 
I  say,  as  strongly  as  anyone  on  tht^e 
benches  can  say,  that  as  it  now  standi* 
it  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  pass  it. 
It  may  be  that  the  Amendments  whirh 
I  should  have  supported  would  be  so 
drastic  as  to  have  involved  the  loss  of 
the  Bill.     If  so,  the  difference  betwe<t 
the  noble  Marquess  and  myself  is  one 
of  method,  not  of  principle.     I  wonM 
have  greatly  valued  the  educative  effeit 
of  the  discussions  which  we  would  havf- 
had  in  Committee.    As  I  have  said  1 
would  have  liked  to  show  clearly  what 
we  are  willing  to  pass  and  what  we  arr 
not  willing  to  pass.     I  would  have  liked 
to  show  the  exact  form  in  which    wc 
would   have   been   willing  to  give  onr 
adhesion,  perhaps  even  our  hearty  con- 
sent, to  many  reforms  in  the  interests 
of  temperance.    I  dislike  the  possibility 
of  its  being  alleged  that  we  are  putting 
property  in  licences,  whatever  it  may 
be — and  I  do  not  undervalue  it— on  tl» 
same  level  as  other  kinds  of  property 
which    have    been    mentioned.    If   von 
draw  that  parallel  too  close  you  do  a 
great  disservice  to  many  of  the  intereaf' 
which  are  largely  in  the  keeping  of  tlu* 
House.     But  in  all  seriousness,  and  in 
all  good  humour,   I  say  that  whether 
you  thought  the  chance  of  oompromiie 
on  this  Bill  small  or  great,  by  the  actioL 
you  have  taken  in  previously  aanouocuut 
that  you  mean  to  reject  it  on  Second 
Reading  you  have  made  any  chance  ef 
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eompromiBe  practically  impossible.  I 
believe  that  even  last  night,  if  we  could 
have  known  how  far  the  Government 
were  likely  to  go,  many  waverers  on 
this  side  would  have  had  their  opinions 
changed.  But  I  frankly  admit  that 
m  all  the  circumstances  and  having 
regard  to  the  attitude  which  has  been 
taken,  such  a  voluntary  move  on  the 
part  of  His  Majesty's  Government  was 
made  practically  impossible. 

I  am  not  concerned  with  the  argu- 
ments as  to  the  threats  that  are  to  be 
B8ed  against  this  House.  My  experience 
is  that  those  who  dislike  your  Jjordships' 
House  will  never  be  satisfied  with  any- 
thing that  it  does.  If  you  take  what 
i&  called  a  strong  line  you  will  be 
tlircatened ;  if  you  do  not  take  what 
is  regarded  outside  as  a  strong  line 
you  will  be  treated — ^which  is  almost 
^rder  to  bear — with  a  certain  measure 
of  contempt.  You  cannot  please  your 
critics,  and  my  ideas  of  method 
ire  not  intended  to  please  those 
criti  B.  They  are  formed  because  I 
think  them  right,  because  I  think  them 
br  the  advantage  of  this  House  ;  and 
although  I  say  frankly  that  in  presence 
of  the  language  used  by  some  of  the 
members  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
the  course  I  recommend  is  ma\le  ex- 
ceptionally and  unduly  difl&cult,  yet 
still,  having  regard  to  all  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  it  would  have  been  a 
^r  and  a  more  patriotic  course  to 
pursue. 

Your  Lordships  think  that  you  are 
right.  You  think  that  the  bye-elections 
we  telling  in  your  favour,  and  that  you 
»re,  80  to  speak,  on  the  crest  of  the  wave. 
It  is  possible  that  at  the  moment,  al- 
Aouj^  I  mistrust  bye-elections,  you  have 
*  certain  majority  with  you.  The  trade 
has  conducted  a  well-organised  agitation, 
*wi  it  claims  to  have  been  the  deciding 
^tor  in  these  bye-elections.  Other 
P^le  claim  them  for  some  other  causes 
^h  they  have  at  heart,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  attempt  to  decide  between  them. 
But  even  supposing  that  this  agitation, 
^U  organised  as  it  has  been,  has  been  as 
*^*cces8ful  as  has  been  claimed,  does  it 
^  *U  cases  come  from  those  classes  on 
'^  support  your  Lordships  would 
««»t  like  to  rely  ?  If  the  Bill  is  rejected 
on  Second  Reading,  your  Lordships  will 


offend  many  of  those  who  are  otherwise 
your  most  ardent  friends,  and  who  will 
view  your  action  with  the  greatest  regret- 
I  say  also  that  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
on  Second  Reading  is  too  like  a  denial 
of  the  right  of  the  State  to  change  ita 
poUcy  in  this  matter  of  licensing  alto- 
gether. If  I  give  my  vote,  as  I  am  afraid 
I  shall  have  to  do,  against  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  therefore  practically  in  favour  of 
the  Second  Reading,  I  do  not  vote  for 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they 
stand ;  I  do  not  even  vote  for  a  re- 
duction of  public-houses  as  in  itself  the 
aim  and  end  of  all  things  ;  but  I  give  my 
vote  because  I  earnestly  desire  to  recover 
for  the  State  its  unfettered  discretion  to 
deal  with  all  the  interests  which  have 
been  allowed  to  grow  up,  as  I  think,  to 
the  detriment,  if  not  to  the  disaster,  of 
the  national  well-being. 

Viscount  HARDINGE  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  to  support  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  I  consider  that  this  Bill 
assails  two  of  the  most  sacred  principles 
of  our  Constitution — ^the  security  of 
property  and  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
All  questions  of  property  are  thrown 
aside  in  this  Bill.  To  do  good  at  other 
people's  expense  is  to  my  mind,  at  best, 
a  dubious  policy.  The  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down  referred  to  recent 
bye-elections.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
recent  bye-elections  clearly  indicate  that 
we  in  this  House  would  be  failing  in  our 
duty  if  we  did  not  recognise  the  very 
emphatic  and  reiterated  requests  that 
have  been  made  to  us  to  reject  this  BilL 

It  is  a  very  remarkable  circumstance 
that  the  popularity  of  the  present  Gov- 
ernment only  began  to  wane,  as  is  shown 
by  the  bye-elections,  with  the  looming 
on  the  political  horizon  of  the  Licensing 
Bill.  In  1906,  though  there  were  eight 
bye -elections,  the  Government  only  lost 
one  seat — ^the  Cockermouth  division  of 
Cumberland,  which  they  attributed  to 
the  fact  that  a  third  candidate  was  in  the 
field.  In  1907  there  were  no  fewer  than 
eleven  bye-electors,  but  the  Government 
only  lost  one  seat.  Then  in  K08  came 
first  the  shadow  and  then  the  substance 
of  the  Licensing  Bill,  with  the  lesult  that 
the  bye-elections  in  Mid-Devon,  in  the 
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Ross  division  of  Heieford,  in  Worcester, 
And  in  Hastings,  showed  large  majorities 
against  the  Government ;  and  at  South 
Leeds  the  Conservative  poll  was  increased 
from  2, 126  to  4,915.  The  first  bye-election 
fought  mainly  on  the  Licensing  Bill  was 
imdoubtedly  that  of  Peckham,  which,  as 
is  well-known,  resulted  in  the  absolute 
rout  of  the  Ministerial  forces,  the  Radical 
majority  of  1,427  being  converted  into 
a  Conservative  majority  of  1,746.  At 
Dewsbury  a  Minister  who  sought  re- 
flection owing  to  promotion  to  Cabinet 
rank  had  his  poll  reduced  from  6,764  to 
5,594,  while  the  Conservative  vote  was 
very  largely  increased.  Then  Mr. 
Winston  Churchill  [was  turned  out  of 
North-west  Manchester,  his  oppon- 
ent fighting  mainly  on  the  Licensing 
Bill ;  and  at  East  Wolverhampton  the 
Radical  majority  of  over  2,000  was 
reduced  to  eight.  The  bye-election  in 
the  Newport  Division  of  Shropshire 
showed  an  increase  in  the  Conservative 
majority  from  166  to  over  900.  Then 
came  the  Pudsey  bye -election  in  York- 
shire. Sir  Thomas  Whittaker  is  the 
member  for  the  neighbouring  division  of 
Spen  Valley,  and  he  worked  throughout 
that  election  to  make  the  Licensing  Bill 
attractive.  The  result,  however,  was  the 
loss  of  the  seat  to  the  Radicals.  In 
August,  when  the  Haggerston  bye-election 
tooK  place,  Clause  1  of  this  Bill  had  been 
discussed  in  Committee.  The  result  of 
that  election  was  the  return  of  a  Conserva- 
tive in  place  of  a  Liberal.  Finally,  there 
was  the  Newcastle  bye-election,  which 
resulted  in  a  ereat  reduction  of  the  Liberal 
vote. 

All  in^your  Lordships  House  will 
agree,  I  think,  that  one  of  our  fimda- 
mental  functions  is  to  interpret  the  true 
and  well-considered  will  of  the  people. 
Have  we  ever  had  a  plainer  intimation 
as  to  the  view  of  the  people  of  this  country 
than  that  given  by  the  recent  bye-elec- 
tions ?  These  elections  have  been  fought 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  and  in 
every  sort  of  constituency,  and  in  many 
instances  the  defeats  of  Liberal  candidates 
have  been  acknowledged  to  be  due  to  the 
feeling  against  the  Licensing  Bill.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
county  of  Kent,  from  which  I  come, 
is  absolutely  against  the  Bill,  which 
is  there  regarded  rather  as  an  instrument 
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of  gross  injustice  than  as  a  measure  oi 
temperance,  more  especially  when  tlM 
light  in  which  the  Socialists  look  npoo 
it  is  considered.  There  is  no  doubt,  too, 
in  my  opinion,  that  the  Bill  has  accen* 
tuated  to  a  very  large  degree  the  evik  d 
unemplojrment.  For  these  reasons  I  shall 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  nobW 
Marquess. 

♦Lord  BUROHCLERE:  My  Lordi, 
I  shall  not  follow  the  noble  Visoountwho 
has  just  spoken  into  the  statisties  lu 
has  given  of  recent  bye-elections,  foi 
two  reasons — first,  because  I  have  hsd 
some  personal  experience  of  bye-electioni 
during  the  last  twenty-five  years  and 
have  never  known  any  Oovemmenl 
deterred  by  defeats  at  bye-elections  fnna 
bringing  in  important  measures  tn  which 
they  were  pie  'ged ;  and,  secondly,  becaoM 
I  am  aware  that  your  Lordships  wish  m 
speedily  as  possible  to  get  to  the  division. 
I  propose  to  state  as  shortly  and  sucdnotlj 
as  I  can,  the  reasons  which  compel  dm 
to  vote  against  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  and  in 
favour  of  the  Second  Reading  of  ths 
Bill.  Those  who  support  this  Bill  u» 
handicapped  by  the  fact  that  they  addre« 
your  Lordships  with,  so  to  speak,  a 
halter  round  their  necks,  and  tiut 
their  eloquence,  however  C^iceionisn,  ii 
thrown  away  upon  minds  already  nud« 
up. 

The  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  thi 
Opposition  the  other  day  criticised  my 
noble  friend  the  Leader  of  the  Hoom 
for  some  observations  he  made  regaiding 
a  certain  meeting  **  in  a  famous  hone 
in  a  famous  square."  I  admit— it  i* 
an  obvious  truism — that  every  p*rty 
leader  has  a  right  to  call  hisfelfe^fO 
together  for  consultation  legufduf 
measures  coming  before  Parliamsat^  J 
myself  remember  the  meeting  cslM 
with  regard  to  the  Home  Rule  Bill  br 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  1886 ;  I  was  tbef* 
myself,  but  I  venture  to  think  tkeie  tf 
a  considerable  diffeienoe  between  tfc*t 
meeting  and  the  meeting  in  Luaiff^ 
House.  The  meeting  of  1886  wis  cslW 
by  the  leader  of  a  party  whoae  B>^i^|^ 
and  power  ebbed  and  flowed  witk  v0 
will  of  the  people.  In  the  otker  etrnt 
it  was  a  meeting  of  a  party  with  s  P^^' 
nent  majority  in  tlua  House,  whftfl*' 
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ftit  ip^rty  possesses  the  confidence  of 
fte  coonti]^  or  not ;  and  sorely  it  is  ft 
matter  of  great  regret  that  such  a  meeting 
ikoold  resolve  to  reject,  and  to  reject 
fommarily,  a  measure  passed  by  an  over- 
fiiefaning  majority  in  the  Assembly 
efeeted  by  the  people.  Surely  under 
each  circumstances  it  would  have  been 
fJBer  and  more  in  accordance  with 
precedent  to  have  given  an  opportimity 
foit  the  discussion  in  this  House  in  Com- 
mittee of  a  measure  supported  by  so  over- 
tlulming  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Cwntnons, 

I  have   always  understood  that  the 
debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  a  BiU 
ns  a  debate  on  its  principle,  not  on  its 
^taik    Now   what  are  the   principles 
^  this  measure  ?    No    one   can    have 
fistened  to  the  speeches  that  have  been 
I  Bade  without  recognising  that  the  bed- 
\  iDck  principles  of  this  BiU  are  principles 
on  which  the  House  is  unanimous,  for 
coble  Lords  opposite,  by  the  terms  of 
tkeir  Amendment,  admit  that  they  are 
•  in  &vour    of    those    principles.    The 
Amendment  declares  that  the  BiU  would 
aot  matenaUy   advance    the    cause    of 
temperance,   but  the  use  of  the  word 
''miterially  "  is  a  qualification  of  state- 
ments often  made  that  the  Bill  does  not 
in  tny  way  promote  the  case  of  temper- 
ance, and  it  is  to  be  taken  as  an  admission 
\  tbt  it  does  in  some  measure  do  that 
I  vhich  its  supporters  claim  for  it.     Yet 
Boble  Lords   opposite  support   the   re- 
jectiim  of  the  BiU  on  Second  Reading. 

That  the  BiU  would  cause  inconveni- 

I 

t  ttoe  to  many  of  His  Majesty's  subjects  I 
I  tdmit,  but  my  noble  friend  the  Leader  of 
tke  House  in  his  speech  the  other  evening 
pointed  out  in  the  most  convincing 
tenns  that  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
bring  forward  any  measure  of  progress  in 
toy  way  affecting  a  trade  or  section  of 
fe  pie  without  causing  inconvenience 
to  someone.  Take  motor  cars,  for  in- 
*tu^,  if  it  is  permissible  to  compare 
■mill  things  with  gi  eat  ones.  It  cannot 
be  laid  that  the  introduction  of  motors, 
the  ranning  of  which  upon  the  roads 
^  been  sanctioned  by  tiie  Legislature, 
^  not  caused  inconvenience  to  a  great 
^^  of  His  Majesty's  subjects.  More- 
^^1  it  has  done  absolute  harm  to 
*<^-driverB,  hostlers,  and  other  people 
^^^Wiected   with    horse-drawn    vehicles. 


I  have  tried  in  vain  to  find  out  who 
are  the  particular  subjects  referred  to 
in  this  Amendment  who  wiU  be  occa* 
sioned  great  inconvenience  by  this  BilL 
It  may  be  our  old  friend  the  b<ma  fide 
traveUer.  It  is  true  that  imder  the  BiU 
the  bona  fide  traveUer  will  have  to  waUc 
six  instead  of  three  miles  for  alooholio 
refreslunent ;  but  at  the  end  of  the  three 
miles  he  can  have  a  sandwich  and  some 
lemonade,  which  wiU  give  him  strength  to 
trudge  the  other  three  miles  when  he  can 
obtain  a  whiskey  and  soda.  But  that  is  a 
Committee  point,  and  therefore  I  can 
hardly  believe  that  it  can  be  brought 
forward  as  a  reason  for  rejecting  the  BiU 
on  Second  Reading.  Then  the  Amend* 
ment  goes  on  to  declare  that  the  Bill  wiU 
"  violate  every  principle  of  equity." 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :   Hear,  hear. 

*LoRD  BURGHCLERE :  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  that  cheer.  Accustomed  as  we  are 
to  the  use  of  strong  language  in  party 
controversy,  I  regret  that  such  terms 
should  be  used  in  this  connection,  for  they 
cover  an  accusation  against  not  only 
party  rivals,  but  grave  and  reverend 
persona  who  do  not  often  take  part 
in  poUtical  discussions — ^archbishops, 
bishops,  great  Nonconformist  divines, 
leaders  in  Christian  and  social  reforms ; 
and  if  those  who  have  drawn  up  this  Bill 
are  convicted  of  such  conduct  as  is 
imputed  to  them,  they  have  sinned  in  very 
good  company.  Whatever  I  thought  of 
the  Bill  I  certainly  could  not  vote  for  this 
Amendment,  and  if  I  sat  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  I  should  prefer  giving  a 
simple  negative  to  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  to  recording  my  vote  for 
an  Amendment  couched  in  these  terms. 

In  my  humble  judgment  the  whole 
question  at  issue  is,  in  the  words  of  Mr. 
Balfour  in  his  Albert  Hall  speech,  whether 
it  is  an  honest  measure  and  likely  to  prove 
effective.  I  do  not  hope  to  convince 
noble  Lords  opposite,  but  I  firmly  believe 
that  this  is  both  an  honest  and  an  efficient 
measure  in  the  direction  of  remedying 
the  evils  of  intemperance.  It  is  an 
efficient  measure  for  the  reason  that  it 
reduces  the  number  of  licences.  That 
it  is  necessary  to  reduce  the  number  of 
Kcences  is  a  principle  affirmed  by  the  Peel 
Commission  and  all  advocates  of  temper- 
ance reform ;     it  was  a  principle  upon 
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which  the  Act  of  1904  was  supported. 
The  promise  held  out  in  the  debates  on 
the  1904  Act  was  a  reduction  of  2,000 
or  more  annually.  In  the  result  the 
utmost  reduction  in  a  year  has  been 
something  over  1,000,  and  Aat  will,  of 
course,  in  the  future  be  a  diminishing 
quantity.  The  present  Bill  provides  for  a 
compulsory  reduction  of  2,200  a  year,  so 
that  at  the  end  of  fourteen  years  the 
total  reduction  would  amount  to  30,000. 
It  is  obvious  that  if  the  Bill  does  that, 
it  is,  at  any  rate,  a  step  in  the  direction  of 
temperance  reform. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
cheered  the  statement  that  the  BiU  will 
"violate  every  principle  of  equity." 
On  what  is  that  charge  founded  ?  Is 
it  founded  on  the  assertion  that  the 
licence-holder  has  a  permanent  interest 
in  the  licence,  that  he  is  in  equity,  if 
not  in  fact,  a  freeholder  ?  The  noble 
Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
told  us  that  a  licence-holder  was  not  a 
freeholder,  but  something  more  than 
a  tenant  at  wiU.  What  the  noble 
Marquess  means  is  that  he  has  an  ex- 
pectation of  renewal.  But  legally,  by 
the  Act  of  1828,  a  licence  is  for  a  year 
and  no  longer.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  opposite,  Lord  Halsbury,  objected  to 
his  utterances  as  a  Judge  beong  quoted. 
I  will  give  his  utterances  as  a  politician 
on  this  point.  In  the  debate  on  the  Bill 
of  1904  he  used  these  words — 

"That  there  is  no  legal  right  for  the  con- 
tinuAuce  of  a  licence,  nobody  in  hit  senses,  I 
think,  has  ever  contended.** 

The  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  on  the 
cross  benches.  Lord  Rosebery,  last  night 
proved  that  monopoly  value  belongs  to 
the  State.  What,  then,  does  this  charge 
of  dishonesty  mean  ?  I  would  recall  the 
fact  that  in  1879  a  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House  was  appointed  to  co  - 
sider  the  causes  of  intemperance.  Now, 
our  position  to^lay  is  that  the  monopoly 
value  has  been  entirely  created  by  the 
State  and  can  be  resumed  by  the  State 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  after  due 
and  fair  notice.  What  said  the  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House  in  1 879 — 
a  Committee  appointed  by  a  Conservative 
Government  and  largely  coqipcsed  of 
Conservative  Members — on  the  Acts  of 
1869  and  1872— 

**  The  effect  of  this  legislation  has  been 
largely  to  raise  cbe  value  of  this  property,  and 

Lord  Bvrghdere. 


it  would  seem  but  just  that  the  puUic  should 
reoeive  a  greater  proportion  than  hitherto  of 
the  profits  of  a  monopoly  thus  artifically 
created." 

And  the  Government  are  now  denounced 
as  confiscators  for  acting  on  this  recom- 
mendation thirty  years  after,  and  delay- 
ing the  operation  of  the  principle  for  a 
further  twenty-one  years !  I  know  that 
my  voice  carries  no  weight  in  this  House. 
If  it  did,  I  would  ask,  even  at  this  last 
moment,  whether  there  is  no  chance  of 
a  compromise  and  a  fair  sef-lement  of 
the  question.  I  am  afraid  there  is 
none,  and  that  to-night  when  the 
division  takes  place  the  doom  of  tins 
Bill  will  be  sealed.  Should  that  be  so, 
the  Opposition  may  achieve  a  party 
triumph,  but  they  wUl  at  the  same  time 
destroy  the  highest  aspirations  of  some 
of  the  best  men  in  the  country — ^the 
leaders  of  the  Christian  churches  and 
the  foremen  advocates  of  moral  and 
social  reform. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
seemed  extremely  anxious  that  speakers 
on  this  side  should  accuse  the  Govern- 
ment of  being  dishonest,  and  should  be 
unwise  enough  to  make  an  attack  on 
the  right  rev.  bench  for  their  inten- 
tional support  of  a  dishonest  measure. 
I  am  not  going  to  be  lured  into  using 
harsh  language.  The  best  men  in  the 
world  may  sometimes  wander  into  un- 
wise paths,  which  lead  to  injustice.  I 
pass  by  subsidiary  points.  What  stands 
out  in  bold  relief  is  this,  that  the  great 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  bring  about  a 
diminution  in  the  number  of  public- 
houses,  I  recognise  that  that  is  an 
object  which  statesmen  might  worthily 
put  before  themselves,  and  to  a  sub- 
stantial extent  I  am  prepared  to  support 
it.  The  noble  Lord  was  inaccurate  in 
his  reference  to  the  diminutions  that 
have  taken  place  under  the  Act  of  1904. 
There  have  been  a  considerable  number, 
running  to  nearly  2,000  in  one  jnear; 
but  the  Government  have  stopped  the 
borrowing  contemplated  by  the  Act  to 
enable  compensation  to  be  paid,  and 
that  has,  of  course,  la^elj  checked  the 
diminution.  But  I  pass  that  by  as  a 
small  matter. 

n  a  diminution  in  the  number  of  public- 
houses'  b  a  legitimate  object  to  aim  at. 
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tba  I  say    it   should   be  accomplished 
«  fair  and   just   terms.    Put  shortly, 
:be  great  objection  to  the  method  pro- 
posed in  this  Bill  b  that  it  would  work  out 
af&irly  and  unjustly.    This  works  out 
iQ  practice  so  unjustly  that  your  method^ 
tffloiint   almost    to    confiscation.    That 
i  a  broad  objection,  but  it  is  at  least  an 
ktelligible  one.    Tou  have  no  right  to 
reduce  the  number  of  public-houses  in 
«der  to  cany  out  temperance  reforms 
mlcss  you  do  it  fairly.    If  you  take  away 
titf  property  of  anyone  you  must  pay  for  it, 
ifid  then  you  will  be  doing   something 
tbt  '\s  arguable  and  defensible.    At  the 
present  moment,  public-houses  are   en- 
titled, if  sold  in  the  open  market,  to  the 
lurket  value.    Does  anyone  say  that 
that  is   an    unreasonable   proposition  ? 
Gaay  man  has  a  certain  property,  whether 
!  k  is  a  licence,  an  expectation,  land,  or 
:  anTthing  else,  not  being  a  freehold,  which 
b  Torth  in  the  market  perhaps  thousands 
of  pounds,  it  is  not  reasonable  to  take 
*w»y  that  property  and  pay  only  about 
flo^fifth  of  its  real  market  value.     Several 
rigkt  rev.  Prelates  have  spoken,  and  so 
^4  my  noble  friend  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh,  but  not  a  single  speaker  so  far 
vho  lus  spoken  in  favour  of  this  Bill  has 
examined  its  vulgar  details.    The  position 
1}  tliat  at  present  a  man  finds  himself 
in  possesion    of  something  which  can 
be  sold  in  the  market,  and,  for  certain 
purposes,  its   value  is  assessed  by  the 
^vemment  at  its  real  market  value. 
Eow  can  it  possibly  be  regarded  as  just 
'  ;0  take  away  that  property,  paying  for 
1  it  only  one-fifth  of  its  true  market  value  1 
It  is  not  reasonable  to  use  all  these  plati- 
>  todes  about  temperance,  and,' at  the  same 
I    time,  shut  your  eyes  to  the  reality  of 
*   tilings.    The  noble  Earl  who  leads  the 
House  said  there  was  a  difierence  between 
the  compensation  paid  now  to  tied  houses 
^d  untied  houses,  but  I  may  tell  him 
tbt  that  statement  is  inaccurate,  because 
the  value  of  both  tied  and  untied  houses 
is  measured  and  decided  in  exactly  the 
»n»e  way.    The  owners  in  the  case  of 
^kouses,  I  am  aware,  would  be  brewers, 
bat  in  principle  and  in  substance  I  am 
informed  that  there  is  not  a  vestige  of 
<^^foence  in  the  way  tied  houses  are 
**»Duned  as  to  their  value  as  compared 
*itk  untied  houses. 


♦The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  and  SEC- 
RETARY OF  STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES 
(The  Earl  of  Crewb)  :  That  may  be 
so,  but  the  point  I  desired  to  make  was 
that  the  result  worked  out  very  difierently. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE :  That  is  of  a 
somewhat  vague  character,  but  at  any 
rate  the  market  value  is  the  real  test  in 
each  case.  I  suppose  the  noble  Earl 
means  that  the  market  value  is  affected 
by  what  they  see  and  what  they  know  is 
the  position  of  the  house.  People  talk 
about  the  Kennedy  judgment,  but  the 
present  law  officers  were  counsel  in  that 
case.  They  heard  it  all  discussed,  and 
there  was  no  question  raised  by  them 
as  to  whether  the  true  principle  had 
not  been  correctly  laid  down  as  to 
market  value,  and  it  was  only  a  squabble 
as  to  the  number  of  years  purchase.  At 
any  rate  the  principle  was  not  challenged  ; 
in  fact,  it  was  conceded,  and  I  ask 
your  Lordships  to  consider  this  over- 
whelming fact  in  coming  to  a  decision 
upon  this  measure.  There  was  no  appesj 
taken  from  the  Kennedy  judgment, 
which  was  accepted  as  accurate  law  ; 
therefore  I  take  it  as  indisputable  that, 
under  the  present  law,  a  public  house  is 
entitled  to  be  compensated  at  its  market 
value.  My  noble  friend  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh  has  drawn  a  contrast  between  the 
figures  given  before  and  after  the  Kennedy 
judgment.  But  what  is  the  explanation 
of  those  figures  ?  They  are  explainable 
in  the  readiest  possible  manner.  In  the 
first  instance,  when  the  Act  of  1904  was 
applied,  the  worst  houses  were  selected 
to  have  their  licences  withdrawn.  Surely 
that  is  an  immediate  explanation  of  the 
difference  in  the  prices,  if  any  explanation 

is  necessary.    How  are  we  to  estimate 

the  value  ?    I  do   not  want  to   enter 

further   into   topics   which   have    been 

discussed,  but  we  cannot  estimate  the 

value  as  a  freehold.      The  noble  Earl 

Lord  Rosebery  says  the  nearest  analogy 

is  that  of  the  squatter,  but  surely  that 

comparison    is    grotesque    and    absurd, 

because  the  two  things  are  not  on  the 

same  level  in  the  slightest  degree.     What 

a  publican  possesses  in  his  licence  is  not  a 

freehold  but  an  entity,  a  something  to 

which  has  been  attached  an  expectation 

of  an  indefinite  renewal,  and  the  market 
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Value  of  that  entity  is  something  which 
can  easily  be  estimated. 

My  noble  friend  the  Marquess  of 
Liansdowne  said  in  his  speech  that  an 
analogy  could  be  found  in  Ireland,  and 
I  may  add  that  you  have  to  look  to 
Ireland  to  learn  a  great  many  things. 
The'  Ulster  custom  had  no  foundation  in 
strict  law,  but  nevertheless  they  had 
practice,  equity,  and  usage,  and  all  those 
things  were  recognised  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  the  Act  of  1881  as  having  the  force  of 
law.  You  may  push  the  analogy  of  the 
Irish  land  laws  even  further.  What  is  a 
tenancy  from  year  to  year  ?  A  yearly 
tenancy  is  something  which  can  be 
determined  by  a  very  moderate  number 
of  years  purchase,  and  yet  Mr.  Gladstone, 
when  considering. the  usages  and  practice 
in  this  matter  from  year  to  year,  gave  them 
a  duration  of  fifteen  years  renewable  for 
ever.  They  were  not  torn  aside  from  the 
great  considerations  of  usage,  practice, 
and  habit  of  expectation  by  the  existence 
of  the  technical  legal  custom,  and  Mr. 
Gladstone  on  that  occasion  dealt  with  the 
reality  of  things.  It  is  said  that  in  this 
Bill  there  is  a  time-limit  and  compensa- 
tion, and  that  you  are  not  doing  anything 
imfair.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Haldane  who 
said,  **  You  have  a  limit  of  fourteen  years 
during  which  you  will  be  certain  of  your 
business,"  but  is  that  so  ?  I  believe  that 
statement  has  deceived  thousands  of 
people.  I  could  understand  you  saying, 
"  We  give  a  time-limit  of  adequate 
duration;  you  must  try  and  save 
yourselves  as  best  you  may,  and  prepare 
for  the  evil  day,"  but  that  is  not  what 
you  do.  You  lay  down  that  one-third 
of  the  licences  must  go,  and  no  man  can 
tell  when  he  may  find  himself  in  the 
scheduled  houses.  Where  is  there  any 
certainty  in  that  ?  Then,  again,  you 
deduct  from  them  the  insurance  levy,  and 
a  most  extraordinary  levy  it  is.  You 
do  not  give  them  any  certainty.  On  the 
contrary,  you  simply  say  that  one-third 
of  them  must  go.  You  simply  tell  them 
that,  whether  they  like  it  or  not,  you  are 
going  to  extract  from  them  a  big  in- 
surance rate  which,  by  the  way,  does  not 
insure  their  own  lives.  No  business  man 
talking  sense  can  say  that  the  time-limit, 
in  its  duration  or  in  its  conditions,  affords 
anything  like  compensation — ^it  is  almost 
a  fia.rcical  use  of  the  term — ^for  the  value 
of  the  property  you  are  taking  away. 

Lord  Ashhcfwme, 


There  is  another  point  which  I  should 
like  to  make  before  I  sit  down.  The 
most  rev.  Primate  said  he  would  like  to 
give  generous  terms.  Everyone  who 
knows  that  distinguished  prelate  is  aware 
he  would  like  to  do  that,  and  so  would 
every  bishop  sitting  on  the  bsnch  oppo- 
site. I  am  sure  not  one  of  them  would 
like  to  do  anything  which  by  a  hair's 
breadth  might  be  regarded  as  unfair.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  reason  is  for  the 
present  attitude  of  the  bishops,  but  it 
may  be  that  they  have  not  examined 
the  Bill  very  closely.  But  I  am  not 
pleading  for  generous  treatment ;  I  am 
only  asking  for  fair  terms  between  man 
and  man,  and  surely  the  first  condition 
of  fairness  would  be  to  hear  what  these 
people  have  to  say  before  you  destroy 
their  property.  I  know  of  nothing  more 
startling  in  this  Bill  than  the  fact  that 
a  man  may  have  his  house  entered  and 
shut  up  without  being  given  a  hearing 
for  even  five  minutes.  That  man  mav 
also  have  the  compensation  fixed  for  his 
property  without  being  heard  for  even  a 
second.  He  may  have  his  levy  fixed 
without  being  able  to  say  a  word  on  the 
subject ;  and,  lastly,  the  monopoly  value 
may  also  be  fij^d  without  his  being 
allowed  to  say  a  word.  I  present  to  your 
liordships  that  view  of  the  case,  and  I 
ask  you  seriously  to  consider  it,  and 
apply  it  to  the  case  of  your  own  property. 
How  would  you  like  your  own  property  to 
betaken  away  from  you  interfered  with,  or 
injuriously  affected  in  any  way,  and  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  the  process 
not  have  even  the  privilege  of  saying  one 
solitary  word  1  That  is  a  very  startling 
thing.  There  is  no  appeal  at  all  in  this 
matter.  Let  me  for  a  moment  contrast 
this  point  with  the  powers  given  under 
the  Act  of  1904.  In  that  Act  there  is  a 
provision  for  the  diminution  of  licences, 
but  you  will  find  in  it  that  no  public- 
house  is  to  be  removed  without  the  owner 
having  a  hearing.  Compensation  imder 
that  Act  cannot  be  fixed  without 
hearing  those  immediately  concerned, 
and  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  High 
Court  as  well.  These  are  very  important 
considerations,  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  they  have  not  found  a  fitting  place 
in  the  debates  which  have  taken  place 
in  this  House.  Neither  the  noble  Earl 
who  introduced  the  Bill,  nor  the  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last  night  on  behalf  of 
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^  Govezmnent,  came  to  close  quarters 
vith  any  one  of  the  points  I  have 
aentioned.  We  are  all  in  favour  of 
tonperance,  and  of  every  legitimate 
st«p  to  secure  that  end,  but  you 
kve  failed  altogether  to  apply  your- 
lehres  to  the  narrow  question — are 
Toor  terms  fair  and  just,  or  are  they  so 
grossly  unfair  and  imjust  that  they  must 
be  regarded  as  confiscatory  and  not  to  be 
tolerated  at  all  ?  I  venture  to  think 
tkt  those  points  which  have  not  been 
diicTissed  are  well  entitled  to  your  Lord- 
ikipfi'  close  consideration.  I  am  quite 
iitisfied  with  the  few  observations  I  have 
Diide,  drawing  attention  to  matters 
which  I  thought  had  not  been  adequately 
presented  to  your  Lordships.  To  any- 
one who  knows  the  history  of  privilege 
lod  of  intercourse  between  the  two 
Houses,  it  is  obviously  absurd  to  expect 
that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
Govemment  would  be  prepared  to  recast 
tbeir  entire  Bill,  and  all  its  broad  propo- 
iitions,  on  this  vital  point  of  the  diminu- 
tioQ  of  public-houses  and  compensation. 
Tberefore,  I  think  that  my  noble  friend 
wko  leads  the  Opposition  is  entirely  right 
mdjustified  in  moving  his  Motion  for  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill. 

•Lord  KINNAIRD  :  My  Lords,  I  do 

aot  want  to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  the 

^ad  Reading  of  this  Bill  without  giving 

oae  or  two  of  the  reasons  which  have  led 

ffie  to  take  that  course.     It  has  been 

idmitted  on   both  sides  of  the  House 

tkat  there    are    clearly    differences    of 

opinion  honestly  held  by  those  in  favour 

of  this  Bill,  and  also  by  those  who  are 

»l^inst  it.    Throughout  the   discussion 

wbieh  has  taken  place  during  the  past 

twelve  months,  in  which  some  of  us  have 

uken  part  on  one  side  and  some  on  the 

other,  I  venture  to  think  these  questions 

ksTe   been    fairly    considered.    I    find 

that  what  the  people  wish  to  know  is 

whether  the  promise  given  on  the  intro- 

^ion  of  this  Bill  that  it  would  be  a 

Ur  measure,  giving  fair  compensation, 

i*»  been  fulfilled  or  not.    The  people 

^at  to  know  whether  it  deals  fairly 

^th  the    interests    which    have    been 

*Uowcd  to  grow  up,  and  on  all  occasions 

the  people  I  have  addressed  have  listened 

CAnfuUy  and  quietly  to  the  arguments 

on  this  question,  no  matter  which  side 


large  number  of  your  Lordships,  even 
after  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl,  Lord 
Rosebery,  will  not  be  inclined  to  change 
yojr  opinio-*.,  and  notwithstanding  the 
admirable  arguments  put  before  the  Jiouse 
bv  my  noble  friend  Viscoimt  St.  Aldwyn, 
which  all  seemed  to  advocate  the  passing 
of  the  Second  Reading,  I  fear  the  major* 
ity  will  be  inclined  to  vote  against  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill ;  but  that 
we  shall  see*  later  on.  There  are  one  or 
two  points  which  I  think  laymen  are 
competent  to  give  an  opinion  upon. 
On  certain  legal  points  it  may  be  very 
rash  for  a  layman  to  criticise  what  an 
ex-Lord  Chancellor  of  England  or  Ireland 
may  say,  but  there  are  certain  points 
which  have  to  be  considered  from 
a  financial  point  of  view.  I  know  it 
is  very  difficidt  to  get  at  some  of  these 
details  because  we  hear  such  contradictory 
statements.  In  my  study  of  this  matter 
I  have  talked  the  subject  over,  in  common 
with  many  of  your  Lordships,  with  my 
friends,  and  we  have  discussed  together 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  the  death 
duties  as  applied  to  this  subject.  I 
should  have  thought  that  the  matter 
was  fairly  clear  at  the  present  time. 
I  have  consulted  able  lawyers  on  this 
question  who  are  perfectly  competent  to 
give  an  opinion,  and  they  tell  me  that 
what  they  believe  to  be  the  law  is  this — 
that  when  a  man  dies  the  value  of  his 
property  is  estimated  at  the  date  of  his 
death. 

Let  me  take  mining  shares  as  an 
illustration,  and  I  will  suppose  that  a 
man  at  his  death  leaves  shares  in  De  Beers 
mines.  I  will  assume  that  this  man 
died  at  the  beginning  of  this  year  in 
January,  at  which  time  those  mining 
shares  stood  at  about  £22,  with  the 
expectation  that  they  were  going  to 
receive  a  dividend,  as  they  had  hitherto 
done,  because  they  knew  that  the  divi- 
dend was  in  hand,  that  it  had  been 
earned,  and  was  actually  in  cash,  or  its 
equivalent,  in  the  coffers  of  the  company. 
The  price  would  have  been  at  the  end 
of  January  £22,  but  in  order  not  to  over- 
estimate it,  I  will  place  the  sum  at  £20. 
Before  probate  would  have  been  paid 
on  that  property  the  directors  decided,, 
quite  within  their  rights  and  in  the 
interests  of  their  companies,  not  to  pay 


pot  them  forward.    I  am  afraid  that  a  |  the  dividend.    I  believe  the  result  was 
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that  those  'shares  went  down  from  £20 
to  £12  within  a  week,  and  I  believe  they 
touched  as  low  as  ten  guineas.  Now  I 
an  informed  that  Somerset  Eouse  would 
have  taken  the  market  value  of  those 
shares  on  31st  January,  that  being  the 
date  when  the  owner  died,  in  assessing 
the  probate  duty  to  be  paid.  Now  I  come 
to  take  the  case  of  licensed  property. 
Lawyers  tell  me  that  the  price  upon 
which  probate  will  have  to"  be  paid  is 
the  market  value  at  the  date  of  the 
death  of  the  owner.  The  practice  is 
that  the  person  to  whom  the  licensed 
property  passes  puts  in  a  price,  Somerset 
House  puts  in  another  price,  and  if  they 
cannot  come  to  terms  I  am  told  they 
can  go  to  an  arbitrator,  and  he  decides 
the  price.  If  the  property  is  sold,  and 
if  there  happens  to  be  any  difference 
between  the  price  realised  and  that 
which  was  estimated,  I  am  told  they 
can  get  a  rebate.  This  is  exactly  the 
case  in  the  next  Schedule.  I  know  of 
the  case  of  a  house  in  the  centre  of 
London  which  was  valued,  and  which 
had  a  mortgage  upon  it  of  over  £22,000. 
When  the  property  came  to  be  realised 
it  was  found  that  it  had  been  very  much 
over-estimated,  and  it  was  sold  only  a 
iew  weeks  ago  for  £13,000.  In  this  case 
the  lawyers  are  going  to  claim,  and  expect 
to  get,  a  very  considerable  rebate  of  duty 
on  that  valuation.  I  cannot,  therefore, 
see  that  there  is  any  hardship  in  the 
payment  of  death,  duty  on  licensed 
property,  and  I  fail  to  see  that  it  gives 
«ny  right  to  the  purchaser  of  that  property 
to  any  special  dealing  under  this  Bill 
simply  because  he  happens  to  have  paid 
•death  duty  on  the  market  price  of  the 
property  at  the  time.  I  think  that  is 
a  different  view  of  this  question  from  that 
which  has  been  generally  taken.  I 
know  it  is  a  very  thorny  subject,  but 
it  is  one  which  your  Lordships  will  agree 
is  being  continually  raised,  namely,  that 
the  payment  of  the  death  duty  in  the 
case  of  licensed  property  in  the  ordinary 
way  gives  them  some  right  for  special 
consideration  under  this  Bill. 

Another  point  of  which  a  good  deal 
has  been  made  in  these  discussions  is  the 
flotation  of  certain  debentures  and  pre- 
ference shares  to  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  the  Bishop  of  Hereford  referred. 
1    think    he    was    quite    right    in    his 

Lord  Kinnaird, 


statement  that  there  was  during  two 
or  three  years  a  very  large  appreciation  of 
that  property.  As  Lord  Ribblesdale  told 
us,  he,  along  with  many  other  f  rudent 
people,  was  advised  that  it  was  such  a 
marked  appreciation  of  value  that  wise 
people  ought  to  sell  a  considerable  portion 
of  their  licensed  property.  Some  people 
acted  upon  that  and  cleared  out  and  others 
sold  a  part  to  secure  the  enhanced  value, 
and  held  the  other  part  on  the  chance  that 
it  might  get  more  valuable.  They  would 
probably  have  done  better  if  they  had 
sold  out.  I  woidd,  however,  point  out  to 
your  Lordships  that  mining  securities, 
house  property,  and  other  forms  of  pro- 
perty, including  railway  property,  has 
suffered  great  depreciation  in  recent  years 
as  well  as  licensed  property.  As  long  as 
we  give  the  fair  market  value  in  doing 
away  with  the  redundancy  of  licences, 
we  are  acting  justly,  and  I  think  that 
point  is  met  by  the  Bill,  and  is  amply 
provided  for.  That  is  why  I  feel  that  I 
shall  be  quite  justified  in  voting  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

There  is  another  matter  which  has  been 
referred  to,  although  I  will  not  enter  into 
details  upon  it,  more  especially  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  possibility  of 
this  Bill  passing.  With  reference  tothe 
question  of  clubs  we  on  both  sides,  which- 
ever way  we  are  going  to  vote,  agree  on 
the  club  question,  and  also  on  three- 
fourths  of  the  other  points  at  issue.  We 
all  want  to  bring  about  temperance, 
and  we  want  to  deal  with  clubs  fairly. 
We  are  all  certainly  agreed  upon  the 
point  that  we  do  not  want  to  give  drink- 
ing clubs  any  advantage  over  public- 
houses,  and  many  of  us  would  like  to  put 
them  on  the  same  footing.  I  think  I  may 
also  say  that  the  majority  of  your  Lord- 
ships would  not  object  to  your  own 
clubs  in  the  West  End  of  London  being 
subjected  to  the  same  rules  of  inspection 
as  those  which  are  contained  in  this  Bill. 
This  is  a  point  which  we  might  have 
considered  if  we  had  gone  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Then  there  is  the  question  of  grocers' 
licences.  We  are  all  agreed  that  we 
want  a  measure  dealing  fairly  with  that 
question,  and  largely  redrcing  the 
number  of  such  licences.  This  brings 
me  to  the  point  as  to  whether  it 
is   reasonable   to   throw  j  out    this   Bill 
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because  clubs  are  not  adequately  dealt 
vith,  and  because  grocer's  licences 
have  been  left  out.  In  regard  to  the 
ugaments  which  have  been  used  by  the 
Bishop  of  Bristol,  I  confess  that  I  should 
not  have  drawn  from  his  premises  the  same 
conclusion  as  he  did.  He  has  carefully 
considered  the  matter  and  without  hesita- 
tion he  has  declared  that  this  is  not  a  tem- 
perance Bill.  I  will  not  take  up  your  time 
tay  farther  in  dealing  with  questions 
▼hich  for  many  months  past  have  been 
folly  considered,  but  I  wish  to  state  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  alterations  which 
might  have  been  carried  in  Committee 
is  this  House  would  have  made  this 
into  a  workable  Bill.  I  hope  that  the 
chases  for  the  protection  of  children 
may  stiU  be  added  to  the  Childsen 
Bill  I  understand  that  when  that 
Bin  comes  up  for  the  next  stage  there 
will  be  a  proposal  made  to  put  in  the 
diildren's  Clauses,  and  I  earnestly  hope 
that  many  of  your  Lordships  will  be  here 
and  give  them  your  support  in  the  interests 
of  temperance  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
cidldren.  Within  a  very  short  time  we 
Aall  have  to  record  our  vote  on  this 
important  Bill.  We  shall,  I  fear,  show  by 
I  large  majority  that  we  do  not  consider 
that  the  interests  and  the  well-being  of  our 
people  comes  before  the  interests  of  a 
vested  interest.  I  honestly  believe  that 
this  conflict  upon  which  we  are  entering  is 
one  which  other  countries  entered  upon 
long  ago  and  the  vested  interests  have 
hten  s  V  ept  away.  It  is  no  new  fight.  It 
has  been  going  on  in  Canada  for  many 
years  past,  and  in  Australia  they  have 
got  ahead  of  the  Mother  Country  in  their 
temperance  legislation.  In  the  United 
spates  they  have  shown  that  while  they 
respect  the  interests  of  property,  on  the 
other  hand  there  is  something  higher 
than  that,  and  the  decision  given  in  the 
^nprcme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  that 
the  interests  and  well  being  of  the  com- 
munity come  above  even  the  vested 
interests  of  the  trade. 

Some  of  us  had  hoped  that  this  Bill 
▼as  going  to  remove  in  this  country 
to  a  large  extent  the  evils  resulting  from 
intemperance,  and  achieve  a  reform 
^ich  had  been  long  enough  delayed. 
We  fch  that  this  was  important  in  our 
wmpetition  with  foreign  countries  in  our 
wmmerridl  and  industrial  life.      Many 
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of  us  take  a  deep  interest  in  our  yoimg 
men,  and  we  see  many  a  young  man's  life 
blighted  by  the  increase  in  the  facilities 
of  drinking.    We  have  seen  an  increase  of 
this  evil  in  connection  with  our  national 
sports,    which   many   of   us   love.    We 
have  seen  an  increase  in  the  evil  of  betting 
and  gambling,  and  I  am  afraid  a  good 
deal  of  thb  takes  place  in  connection 
with   places  where  intoxicating  liquors 
are   sold.     The   right   rev.   Prelate  the 
Bishop  of  London  has  reminded  us  from 
his  unique  experience  that  these  tempta- 
tions exist,  and  we  want  to  redress  and 
remove  them.     I  can  only  say  that  with 
all  my  heart  I  shall  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  although  I  shall 
probably  be  in  a  minority.     I  trust  that, 
some  of  your  Lordships  who  at  first  did 
not  intend  to  vote  for  this  Bill  may, 
after  hearing  the  speeches  of  the  most  rev .» 
Primate  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,, 
the   noble    Earl,   Lord    Rosebery,    and 
others,  be  induced  not  to  record   your 
votes  against  the  Second  Reading,    be- 
cause the  passing  of  the  Bill  will  give  an 
opportunity  for  introducing  Amendments 
and  dealing  fairly  with  some  of  the  details 
of  the  measure.     I  believe  that  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  would  have  tended   to   the 
honour  of  our  country,  and  would  have 
saved  many  of  those   who  are  exposed 
fco  temptation,  without  being  at  all  detri- 
mental to  those  who  are  engaged  in  an 
important  trade.     In  conclusion,  I  wish 
to  thank  your  Lordships  for  having  lis-^ 
tened  to  these  few  words,  and  I  hope  what 
I  have  said  will  influence  some  of  your 
Lordships  to  record  your  votes  in  favour 
of  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Viscount  HILL  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
feel  justified  in  giving  a  silent  vote  on 
^.uch  an  important  measure  as  that  which 
is  before  your  Lordships  at  the  present 
moment.  Judging  from  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  up  to  the  present, 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  main  object 
of  this  Bill  has  been  somewhat  lightly 
treated.  I  understand  that  when  this  Bill 
was  first  introduced  great  stress  was  laid 
upon  its  being  a  true  temperance 
measure.  I  find  through  all  the  speeches 
delivered  up  to  the  present  that  even  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  have  dealt  some- 
what dilatorily  with  this  point.  We  have 
listened  to  some  most  excellent  speeches 
from    the    bishops'    bench,    but    they 
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have  all  come  back  to  the  same  conclusion 
that  many  of  my  hon.  friends  on  this 
side    of  the   House  have   arrived   at — 
that  a  drastic  diminution  of  public-houses 
wiU  not  add  to  the  promotion  of  tem- 
perance in  this  country.    This  Bill  has 
not  been  fully  discussed  in  another  place 
and  the  people  of  the  country  have  not 
had  a  full  opportunity  of  understanding 
what    the    drastic    measures    proposed 
really    mean.      In     my      opinion    the 
proposals   which   are    now   before  your 
Lordships    go    a    great     deal     further 
in  the   direction  of  increasing  drunken- 
ness   than     in    the    direction    of    pro- 
moting   temperance.     If    we    look     to 
history  we  find  as  far  back  as  one  can 
trace  that  wherever  drastic  prohibition 
has  been   brought  about  the  invariable 
result  has  been  that  illicit  facilities  have 
sprung    up     in   the    place    of    public- 
houses.      I    firmly  believe  that  if  this 
drastic  diminution    of  public-houses  is 
carried   out   to   the   extent    which  the 
Oovernment  desire,  they  w  11  find  that  at 
the  end  of  their  time-limit  they  will  have 
no  responsible  or  respectable  publicans 
left  to  take  their  places  in  the  remaining 
houses.     If  I  read  the  Bill  aright,  there  is 
no  encouragement  whatever  for  a  publi- 
can to  keep  a  respectable  house  in  the 
future,  and  it  is  the  respectability  of  a 
house  that  will  help  to  increase  temperance 
in  this  country.     On  the  other  hand,  I 
fear  that  by  this  drastic  reduction,  instead 
of  improving  public-houses,  we  shall  find 
springing  up  in  all  our  large  cities  and 
towns,  and  especially  in  the  metropolis, 
places  which  are  most  undesirable,  and 
►of  such  a  character  that  it  will  be  almost 
impossible  for  the  police  to  have  any 
supervision  over  t]iem.    I  do  not  refer 
to  clubs,  or  bona  fide  working  men's  clubs, 
which  are  one  of  the  best  institutions 
introduced    into    this    country    during 
recent  years.    I  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  observing  that  wherever  these  drastic 
measure  are  brought  to  bear  drinking 
dens   are   invariably   sprung   upon   the 
public,  and  these  are  the  very  worst  kind 
of  places  where  vice  of  all  kinds  originates, 
because  the  people  who  establish  them 
have  nothing  to  lose,  and  their  main 
object  is  to  make  as  much  as  they  possibly 
can  out  of  the  liquor  they  sell.    This  kind 
of  thing  encourages  those  to  drink  ex- 
cessively who  otherwise  would  not)  be 
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tempted  to  take  more  than  is  necessary. 
I  have  seen  in  the  United  States  of 
America  and  also  in  Canada,  where  pro- 
hibition has  been  enforced,  some  of  these 
dens  which  are  the  worst  kind  of  places 
that  can  possibly  be  found.  The  police 
have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  observing 
or  finding  out  where  they  are  situated, 
because  often  they  are  set  up  in  some 
back  premises  where  there  are  no  windows. 
Sometimes  they  are  screened  off  at  the 
back  of  some  tobacconist's,  grocer's,  or 
butcher's  shop,  the  last  place  where 
a  policeman  would  imagine  anything 
of  the  kind  was  going  on.  My  opinion 
is  that  this  Bill,  as  brought  in  by  the 
Government,  will  rather  encourage  the 
springing  up  of  these  places  for  secret 
drinli^g. 

The     noble     Earl     who     leads     the 
House    said    he     did     not    understand 
what  secret  drinking  was,  and  he  spoke 
upon    the    subject    rather    lightly    by 
saying  that  he  might  class  your  Lord- 
ships   as    secret    drinkers    because    you 
drank   at   home.     But   secret   drinking 
is    not    meant    in    that   way.      Secret 
drinking    originates    in    these    horrible 
dens  in  the  slums  of  our  great  cities 
which  afford  plenty  of  facilities  for  their 
springing  up.     I  object  to  this  Bill  very 
strongly  on  that  point,  because  I  do  not 
think    there    is    any    possible    chance 
of  driving  a  man  to    temperance    by 
legislation.     I  think  all  your  Lordships 
wUl     admit     that.     I    would     suggest 
to     His    Majesty's    Government     that 
if   they   would    introduce   a   Bill    such 
as  the  measure  which  has  been  intro- 
duced by  my  noble  friend  Lord  Laming- 
ton,    dealing    with   the  reconstruction 
of    public -houses    in    this    country,    it 
would   do    more   for   temperance    than 
any  drastic  measure  abolishing  licences. 
Although  a  man  may  become  degraded 
by  getting  drunk,  he  abominates  being 
seen  whilst  he  is  getting  into  that  state, 
and    if    our   public -houses    were    made 
more    public,    private    doors  and  back 
doors  were  done  away  with,   and  the 
whole  of  the  bars  or  drinking  premises 
made   more    open   to    the   public,  that 
would  go  a  great  deal  further  towards 

the  promotion  of  temperance  than  the 
drastic  measure  which  has  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  I  notice 
that    several    speakers    have    attacked 
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tke  Act  of  1904.  They  tell  us  that  that 
Act  has  not  been  successful  in  reducing 
t&d  number  of  licences,  or,  at  any  rate, 
that  it  has  not  reduced  them  to  the 
«xteQt  which  was  promised  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  It  has  been 
said  more  than  once  that  only  1,100 
licences  have  been  taken  away  in  one 
year.  According  to  the  annual  statistics 
for  1907  I  find  that  the  reduction  last 
year  was  over  2,000,  and  that  is  a  great 
increase  of  nearly  700  over  the  total 
redaction  for  1906.  Of  course,  as  you 
Tedace  licences  it  stands  to  reason  that 
the  nnmber  reduced  must  decrease, 
bdcaose  there  are  not  so  many  to  come 
in  for  reduction.  1  believe  that  if 
the  Act  of  1904  were  amended  to  bring 
more  pressure  to  bear  upon  local 
.  authorities  to  carry  out  the  instructions 
I  in  the  Act  and  fulfil  the  provisions  of 
.  its  clauses,  a  great  deal  more  might  be 
•  done  under  that  Act  than  is  being 
I  done  at  present  in  the  direction  of 
I   promoting  temperance. 

i  It  is  a  fact,  no  doubt,  that  drinking 
I  has  increased  considerably  amongst  the 
▼omen  of  this  country,  but  it  must  be 
i  home  in  mind  that  a  great  deal  of  that 
;  is  doe  to  our  present  legislation.  May 
!  I  point  out  that  one  of  the  licences 
,  vhich  this  present  Bill  does  not  touch 
in  anr  way  is  the  off-licence,  which,  to 
my  mind,  is  one  of  the  biggest  curses 
^  this  country.  I  am  sure  that  all 
those  who  sit  on  the  bishops'  bench 
▼in  agree  with  me  that  it  is  only 
since  off-licences  were  granted  in 
this  country  that  driiiking  has  in- 
neaaed  among  women,  because  those 
licences  afford  every  opportunity  foir 
people  obtaining  intoxicating  liquors 
without  anybody  being  aware  of  the 
fact.  Women  can  buy  intoxicating 
liquor  from  their  grocer,  and  have  it 
chaiged  in  the  bill  as  groceries,  and  this 
18  one  of  the  worst  ways  of  being  able 
to  obtain  liquor  that  I  think  there  is  in 
Aia  country.  The  Crovemment  do  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  off-licences 
in  this  Bill.  Not  only  that,  but  this 
*«Mure  deals  very  lightly  with  clubs. 
^  great  deal  has  been  said  about  clubs, 
W  to  my  mind  it  is  almost  impossible 
^  distinguish  between  the  pure  bona 
Wcchb  and  what  you  may  call  drinking 
duhs  unless  a  proposal  is  brought  in 


whereby  their  accounts  ^outd  have  to 
be  made  public  either  once  or  twice  a 
year  to  a  public  auditor.    Even  then 
it  would  be  difficult  to  overcome  the 
difficulty,  because  there  are  many  clubs 
in  existence  to-day — and  they  call  them- 
selves bona  fide  clubs,  and  I  notice  some 
of  them  are  run  by  supporters  of  His 
Majesty's  Government,  who  occasionally 
take  the  chair  at  those  clubs — ^which 
go  so  far  as  to  give  variety  shows  on 
Sunday,   and  so  forth.    Those,  to  my 
mind,  are  not  bona  fide  clubs,  and  ought 
to  be  severely  dealt  with  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   There  are  certain  working  men's 
clubs  in  which  I  take  an  interest,  and 
I  may  say  that  a  more  respectable  kind 
of  club  cannot  be  foimd  in  England, 
even  amongst  some  of  our  fine  clubs  in 
the  West  End.    Such  clubs  as  I  refer 
to  are  of  great  assistance  to  working- 
men  in  debating  the  current  topics  of 
the  day.    If  you  are  going  to  allow  clubs 
to   spring   up   in   the   place  of  public- 
houses,  without    proper    police    super- 
vision, that  will  be  far  worse,  to  my 
mind,   than   the   present   state   of  our 
licensing  system.     My  opinion  on  this 
point  has  not  been  changed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  debate  which  has  gone 
on  in  your  Lordships'   House  for  the 
last   two    days.    My    opinion    on    this 
point  was  formed  during  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  in  another  place,  where,  I 
am    sorry    to    say,  it  was    very   little 
discussed,  especially  in  regard  to  some 
of  the  most  crucial  points,  and  some 
most     important      Amendments    were 
brought  in  at  the  last  moment  which 
were  not  even  understood  by  the  Crovem- 
ment.   The  Prime  Minister  himself,  when 
attacked   on    those   Amendments,    said 
they  would  be  dealt  with  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House.    Those  Amendments  ought 
to  have  been  dealt  with  before  the  Bill 
came  to  us.    Your  Lordships  will  no 
doubt   be  attacked  from  the    benches 
opposite  for  the  action  you  are  taking 
in   regard   to   this   measure,    but   as  a 
humble  Member  on  the  back   benches 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  solemnly  declar- 
ing my  belief  that  we  as  a  whole  are 
perfectly  right  in  the  stand  we  are  taking 
to-day.    The  opinion  I  have  gathered 
from    private    information    throughout 
the  country  and  from  various  sources 
is  very  strongly  against  this  Bill,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  a  noble  Lord 
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lias  charged  us  with  bemg  friends  of 
the  brewing  community  and  so  forth. 
I  put  all  that  on  one  side.  There 
is  a  much  stronger  force  than  the 
brewing  trade  behind  those  who  are 
desirous  of  rejecting  this  Bill  on  its 
Second  Reading,  and  they  are  not 
only  supporters  of  noble  Lords  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  many 
of  them  are  supporters  of  His  Majesty's 
€k>vemment.  They  are  very  strong 
mpon  this  measure,  because  there  is  no 
sign  whatever,  and  no  statement  has 
been  forthcoming  either  from  the  Govern- 
ment or  any  of  their  supporters,  that 
there  is  any  intention  of  proving  in  any 
shape  or  form  where  the  temperance 
proposals  come  in  within  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill.  It  is,  to  my  mind,  anything 
but  a  temperance  measure,  and  for  these 
reasons  I  feel  that  I  cannot  possibly  do 
otherwise  than  follow  my  noble  Leader, 
the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  into  the 
lobby  in  favour  of  rejecting  this  Bill 
on  its  Second  Reading. 

*The  lord  bishop  of  SOUTH- 
WARK  :  My  Lords,  the  noble  Viscount 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  told  us,  as  we 
have  been  often  told  before,  that  this  is 
not  a  temperance  measure.  I  should 
not  be  sanguine  of  convincing  him  upon 
that  point  by  enumerating  the  temperance 
portions  of  the  measure,  because  I  notice 
they  have  already  been  effectively  de- 
scribed from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
without  preventing  the  repetition  of 
this  criticism.  I  should  like  if  I  may 
to  try  and  show  in  another  way,  which 
is  to  me  far  more  satisfactory  and  con- 
clusive, that  this  is,  in  a  very  real  sense, 
a  temperance  measure  of  the  sort  and 
kind  that  we  chiefly  want.  The  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  and  others 
have  made  references  to  this  bench,  and 
they  have  all  been  courteous  and  con- 
siderate to  us  i  .  this  debate.  But  I 
noticed  yesterday  that  there  was  a  certain 
tendency  to  regard  the  debate,  o  the  part 
of  it  with  which  we  here  are  specially 
identified,  as  being  a  kind  of  discussion 
between  reason  and  sentiment.  It  is  said 
that  those  who  favour  this  measure 
represent  the  sentiment,  and  those  on  the 
benches  opposite  represent  the  cooler 
and  quieter  voice  of  reason.  Now, 
reason  and  sentiment  are  both  honour- 
able, but  a  discussion  in  which  the  two 
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are  ranged  against  each  other  is  singularlT 
unsatisfactory    and    unprofitable*       To 
myself  that  is  not  at  all  the  aspect  which 
this   question   wears.    It  seema  to  me 
that  the  two  sides  are  guided,  not  by 
different  parts  of  our  complex  nature,  but 
rather  by  their  differences  of  associatioEu 
I  do  not  think  anybody  can  have  listened 
to  the  very  able  speeches  which  have 
come  from  the  other  side  of  the  Honse 
without  feeling  that,  ^>eaking  generally, 
those  who  sit  tiiere  approach  the  subject, 
and  very  naturally  approach  it,  from  the 
side  of  business  and  finance.     To  them 
it  connects  itself  with  all  the  intricate 
system  of  investments  upon  which  our 
commercial  life  depends.     It  is  a  trade, 
and  they  compare  it  with  other  trades, 
and  a   great    part  oi  what  *'goea    up 
and  down  in  the  City"  (in  Mr.  Well  r-* 
phrasa)   is   concerned   with    this    qoe^ 
tion    as   it    is    with  all    other    forma 
of  industry.      From    that    side     noble 
Lordi  opposite  approach  it,  and  at  that 
end   they   take    up   the    matter.    Now 
what  is  our  case  ?     I  speak  as  one  who 
may  in  some  sense  claim  to  speak,  not 
only  on  behalf  of  those  who  call  them- 
selves temperance  reformers,  but  alao  oa 
behalf  of  those  who  are  practically  work- 
ing for  the  moral  and  sjHritual  benefit  oi 
the   people.     I  approach  this  question 
from  the  state  of    things  as  I  find  it 
existing  in  our  towns,  and  which  is  opea 
to  the  view  of  anyone  who  passes  througlk 
them.     I  say  with  little  fear   of  con- 
tradiction that  the  appearance  oi  the 
working-class  parts  of  London  or  othrr 
towns  is  in  this  respect  as  unsatisfactory 
as  it  well  can  be.     I  do  not  mean  in  thr 
least  because  of  scenes  of  debauchery  or 
anything  of  that  kind.     What  I  mean  is 
that  you  have  a  dull  monotonous  town  oi 
people,  who  are  evidently  living  a  8trui(- 
gling  life,  not  over  well-paid,  well-fed,  or 
well-clothed.    The  places  which  catch  th# 
eye  of  the  traveller,  which  are  attractive 
and  are  the  centres  of  popular  resort,  are 
the  places  where  for  private  profit  ^iritn- 
0U8  liquors   are  sold.     Suih  i^  the  fir^t 
look    of    the   case.      But    ih^   imptr»* 
sion    will    be  confirmed   if    you  go  to 
any  of  the  people  who  have  a  fight  Xo 
speak  upon  this  question.    If  you  go  to 
the  police,  the  magistrates,  the  medical 
men,   the  poor  law  officers,  and  so  on. 
they  will  all  tell  you  with  one  voice  th^t 
it  is  from  the  influence  of  thoae  hooie* 
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Tipon  the  population  that  a  very  great 
^Ait  of  the  misery  which  exists  comes. 
It  jeems  to  me,  my  Lords,  quite  in- 
tolerable that  this  state  of  things  should 
go  on.  I  believe  that  a  century  hence 
people  looking  back  at  this  state 
•f  things  in  the  town  to-day  will  speak 
of  it  as  we  speak  of  some  of  the  things 
vhich  we  cannot  imagine  how  our  ex- 
^eDent  forefathers  endured  in  their  time. 
When  we  ask  what  is  it  that  is  wrong  we 
are  not  dealing  with  the  misdoings  of 
t}u8  or  that  house  or  this  or  that  man. 
We  are  not  making  any  charge  against 
tliifl  or  that  class  or  saying  that  they  are 
liabitually  doing  what  they  know  to  be 
vrong  or  anything  of  that  kind  ;  what  we 
do  believe  is  that  the  system  is  somehow 
^orooghly  wrong. 

I 

I  When  we  look  into  it  we  find  behind 
Tbe  houses  which  exist  in  this  relation 
to  oar  population  a  strong  organisation. 
.  We  find  further  that  that  organisation  has 
i  tightened  its  grip  and  organised  itself 
:'  Terr  much  in  the  last  few  years,  and  has 
jrrown  much  more  compact  and  powerful. 
Its  influence  in  its  own  Press  and  in  the 
wneral  Press  has  very  much  increased, 
and  it  has,  in  fact,  become  one  of  the 
most  powerful  influences  in  the  country. 
We  find  that  not  the  least  serious  aspect 
of  the  matter  is  that  by  a  process  not 
mmatural,  because  it  has  happened  in 
other  trades,  this  business  of  purveying 
!  liquor  has  connected  itself  with  parts  of 
society  quite  apart  from  its  own  special 
bism^-s  and  has  woven  itself  in  with 
general  financial  interests,  and  has 
attracted  to  itself  "  the  widow  and 
orphan"  and  all  those  other  inves- 
tors of  whom  we  have  heard  so  much 
in  this  debate.  I  ask  you  what  a  thing 
this  is  to  contemplate,  to  see  this  great 
organisation  built  up  as  it  is  upon  the 
profits  of  hiunan  weakness  and  upon 
supplying  drink  under  the  most  dangerous 
conditions — I  do  not  think  anybody  who 
knows  the  towns  will  doubt  that ;  drink 
13  bemg  sTipplied  to  those  who  from 
their  circumstances  are  most  susceptible 
to  its  influences  because  when  a  man 
is  in  distress  or  himgry  he  is  most  tempted 
■to  yield  to  the  temptation  of  something 
that  he  thinks  will  lighten  his  care  or 
bri^ten  his  life.  To  this  class  of  people 
▼ho  arc  most  accessible,  the  supply  of 
diiik  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous  of  all 


temptations  for  their  own  and  their 
families'  welfare.  To  this  purpose  it  is 
that  this  great  organisation  directs  itself. 
I  do  not  want  to  exaggerate  in  any 
particular,  still  less  do  I  desire  to  slander 
my  neighbour.  It  is  often  said  the  trade 
is  no  lover  of  drunkenness,  and  I  heartily 
concede  that.  Drunkenness  is  trouble- 
some to  the  trade  and  brings  it  into  dis- 
repute  and  so  on.  But  that  platitude  is  in 
this  sense  a  sophism.  Between  drunken- 
ness and  the  iimocent  glass  which 
refreshes,  and  which  we  all  wish  to  see  ac- 
cessible to  anyone  who  wants  to  drink 
it,  there  is  an  immense  mass  of  drinking 
which  is  needless,  and  which  is,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  circumstances  of 
those  who  indulge  in  it,  extravagant  and 
wasteful ;  it  is,  I  do  not  hes^ta  te  to  say, 
cruel  drinking  in  regard  to  its  results 
upon  their  homes,  and  dangerous  as  re- 
gards their  own  character.  It  is  upon  that 
class  of  drinking  that  this  trade  must 
rely  for  a  great  bulk  of  its  profits.  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  be  condemned  for  taking 
this  extreme  line,  but  I  do  so  with  the 
utmost  confidence,  because  I  believe  that 
what  we  find  here  is  a  system  that  has 
got  to  be  changed.  It  is  in  that  sense 
that  we  are  opposed  to  the  trade.  It  is 
almost  superfluous  to  say,  but  let  it  be 
said  in  justice,  that  this  trade  is  one 
which  provides  for  the  public  life  of 
England  as  many  upright,  noble-minded, 
and  generous-hearted  citizens  as  any 
other  trade  which  the  country  contains. 
When  I  remember  the  brewers  whom  I 
have  known  I  should  be  unjust  and  un- 
grateful if  I  did  not  say  that.  You  will 
often  find  our  clergy  saying  that  they 
have  among  their  people  publicans  and 
publicans'  families  for  whom  they  have 
the  greatest  respect.  When  we  say  we 
are  opposed  to  the  trade  it  is  not  because 
we  think  that  all  the  members  of  the 
trade  are  villains  or  anything  of  that 
land  at  all.  The  reason  is,  as  I  have 
tried,  imperfectly  perhaps,  to  remind  your 
Lordships,  that  it  is  the  general  drift  and 
trend  of  this  organisation  and  the  place 
we  have  allowed  it  to  take  in  the  social 
life  of  this  country  that  has  to  be  seriously 
considered.  Those  sitting  on  this  bench 
or  on  any  other  bench,  who  really  wish 
to  consider  seriously  these  matters  should 
ask  themselves  what  force  is  there 
capable  of  really  changing  this  system. 
Is  it  possible  to  find  a  Parliament  with 
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sufficient  power  at  its  back  ;  is  it  possible 
to  find  a  Government  with  sufficient 
force  and  pluck  to  take  up  this  subject  ? 
When  I  find  that  a  measure  of  this  kind 
is  brought  up  by  a  Government  which  has 
certainly  not  increased  its  popularity  by 
handling  this  question;  when  I  find  that 
after  it  has  been  said  again  and  again 
that  you  will  not  get  a  really  strong 
measure  of  reform  through  Parliament ; 
when  I  find  that  the  present  Parliament 


certain  conditions.  When  we  are  dealing 
with  a  case  so  peculiar  we  feel  thftt 
special  treatment  is  needed.  We  ask 
that  this  state  of  things  shall  be  somehow 
or  other  very  thoroughly  changed  so  thAt 
the  whole  distributicm  and  the  whole 
manner  of  distribution,  and  the  whole 
relation  of  the  distributicm  to  the  people 
shall  be  altered.  Thus  we  coma  ronn  1  to 
the  point  where  many  of  your  Ltmlshipfr 
begin.    For  we  are  told  that  the  way  is  not 


has  passed   this   measure   by   a   great  [  op  ?n,  that  we  have  got  a  great  ve«t<d 


majority,  certainly  I  for  one  am  moved 
to  look  at  Jit  favourably.  I  say  that 
that  is  not  sentiment,  but  it  is  reason, 
because  it  goes  down  to  the  first 
principles  of  our  convictions. 

Then  you  say,  what  change  is  it  you 
desire  ?  Probably  you  are  one  of  those 
extravagant  persons  who  think  they 
can  drive  other  people  into  sobriety  by 
abolishing  the  consumption  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  as  being  an  evil  thing.  I 
certainly  have  never  had  any  such 
character  amongst  my  own  friends. 
To  me  teetotalism  other  than  the 
teetotalism  of  the  man  who  practises 
it  as  a  safeguard  to  himself,  or  that  of  a 
man  who  practises  it  as  a  kindness, 
charity,  and  help  to  others,  is  not  what 
I  favour.  Teetotalism  in  its  compulsory 
forms  has  alwa3rs  been  to  me  foolish  and 
repulsive.  That  is  not  at  all  what  we 
desire.  What  we  desire — and  I  will  try 
to  keep  to  this  point — is  that  all  this 
organised  and  brigaded  force  of  private 
and  pecuniary  •  interest  shall  not  be  at 
the  back  of  the  sale  of  liquor.  This 
is  not  any  exaggerated  or  unprecedented 
claim,  but  one  which  has  been  made  again 
and  again  by  many  of  the  most  thoughtful 
writers  and  thinkers  on  this  subject. 
They  have  seen  and  urged  that  this  trade, 
though  it  has  its  good  points  in  common 
with  other  trades,  is  a  case  entirely 
standing  by  itself.  There  are  horrible  and 
unhappy  organisations  for  vice,  and  I 
put  them  aside  at  once  as  s'mply  evil. 
There  are  many  organisations  for  trade 
which  only  do  good  and  supply  us  with 
the  things  we  want.  Between  these 
there  lies  this  organisation  which  comes 
much  too  near, to  the  public  evils  of  the 
life  of  the  country,  and  which  yet  is  a 
perfectly  legitimate  supply  of  things 
which  are  needed  by  many,  and  what 
they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  have  under 
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interest,  and  that  we  must  on  all  principles 
of   justice   deal   fairly   and    reasonably 
with    that    interest.    What    does  th*t 
mean  ?    Does  it  mean  that  the  nation, 
if  it  wants  to  make  a  change,  and  even 
a  searching  change,  in  its  own  svstem 
must   buy  itself  out  1    References  have 
been  made  to  the  case  of  slaverv  when 
the  nation  paid  £20,000,000  to  buy  oat 
the    slave-owners.      Is   that   what   yeu 
ought  to  do  in  this  case  ?     I  want  to 
speak  to  you  in  my  simplicity.    I  want 
to  speak  as  a  simple  person,  because  I 
represent  a  great  number  of  other  simple 
persons  in  the  country,  and  I  want  yoa 
to  see  how  this  matter  strikes  us ;    and 
I  believe  a  great  number  of  the  public, 
esr>eciallv  in  those  classes  who  are  most 
affected  by  this  question.     This  system 
is  built  up  of  licences.     What  is  a  licence  ? 
It  is  a  year's  permission,  savs  the  technicsl 
lawyer,  and  so  also,  not  in  a  technicaL 
but    in     a     rhetorical    wav,  savs    ths 
extreme    advocate   of   prohibition.    On 
the    other    hand,     a     licence     is   said 
by   others   in  varying   tones    and  with 
different    degrees   of   hesitation,    to  h$ 
a  property,  which  very  possibly  in  lome 
senses    it   is.     (I    believe    I    am  righ^ 
in  saving  that  the  treatment  of  a  licence 
as  property  has  hardened  a  good  deal 
of  late  under  the  influence  of  what  ha» 
happened     since    1904     and      so     on.) 
Now  when  I  said  that  I  was  speaking 
in    my    simplicity    what  I   meant  w»» 
that  'a  long  time  ago  it  seemed  to  w 
quite  plain  that  for  practical  purpote*  * 
licence  was  neither  a  single  year's  leave 
to  trade  nor  was  it  in  anv  full  seoM  s 
property.     It  seems  to  me  just  a^  pr^ 
posterous  to  call  it  the  one  as  to  cau  it 
the  other.    Taking  everything  into  »c- 
count,  I  think  it  is  something  entirely 
between  the  two,  for  which  We  must  find 
some  other  wav  of  dealing.     I  believe 
there  are  very  large  sections  of  English 
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opimon  which  would  endorse  that  Tiew. 
Yon  tie  not  to  deal  with  the  licence 
nmmatily  when  the  year  has  expired; 
neither  are  you  to  admit  a  claim  that  it 
ih<nild  he  bought  out  at  the  full  market 
pnoe  of  the  house  with  the  licence 
ittached.    That  is  equally  absurd. 

We  simple  folk  look  to  see  what  the 
experts  are  saying,  and  we  find  they  say 
it  is  quite  true  that  a  middle  way  must 
be  ioand,  and  that  the  best  middle  way  is 
tb  efflux  of  time,  that  is  to  say  the  time- 
limit.  Long  ago  we  followed  that  course 
tad  that  is  the  reason  why  the  mo3t  rev. 
Primate  and  others  are  quite  firm  in  their 
Adhesion  to  the  principle  of  the  time- 
limit  It  is  argued  that  like  any  other 
property  a  licence  is  one  of  a  man's 
chtitels  like  any  other.  You  may  take 
it  from  me  that  it  makes  no  impression  on 
our  minds  but  one  of  indignation  when 
we  are  told  that  we  are  sanctioning 
stealing,  and  that  our  action  is  robbery. 
It  seems  to  us  that  there  is  all  the  difier- 
«Me  in  the  world  between  one  man 
potting  his  hand  into  another  man's 
pocket,  and  the  State  with  all  its  corporate 
re^nsibility,  undertaking  to  reform  its 
own  system  in  this  most  responsible 
iBctter  and  finding  out  some  equitable 
way  of  dealing  with  a  licence.  Of 
^<Ktne  we  cannot  go  into  the  question 
of  the  amount  or  the  length  of  the  time- 
tiioit,  or  into  such  questions  as  the 
^^  of  the  property.  On  these  points 
n  ftimple  people  are  at  a  disadvantage. 
We  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to  go  into  all 
^^eaeycalculations  which  have  been  lavished 
•0  liberally  and  circulated  s^  freely  among 
jotir  Lordships  during  the  months  this 
wntroversy  has  been  going  on.  But 
we  have  tried  according  to  our  small 
<*psaty  to  look  a  little  into'this  matter, 
^d  it  is  here  that  I  should  just  like  to 
«piess  what  has  been  in  my  mind  wi*:h 
i«gid  to  the  entire  fairness  of  the  Bill. 
*y  .  o'ibt  turns  on  what  I  may  call 
^  doable  charge  which  is  laid  upon  the 
^^  or  the  double  loss  involved,  the  loss 
»>7Ae  time-limit  and  the  loss  involved  up 
to  the  end  of  the  time-limit  by  the 
PTDicnts  for  compensation.  I  believe 
u  a  matter  of  fact  that  this  is  a  result  of 
^^  I  think  is  the  deplorable  action 
^tt  by  the  trade  in  the  year  1904.  I 
*ottght  it  was  deplorable  that  when  the 
Justices  of  this  country  on  a  very  smaU 


scale,  and  in  a  very  reserved  Way,  began  to 
exercise  th  ^  discretion  they  have  always 
been  known  to  possess  the  trade  ran  at 
once  to  the  then  Government  and  said  : 
"  Come  td  our  rescue  and  give  U3  what  we 
have  never  had,  namely,  a  Parliamentary 
title,  and  secure  us  against  these  pre- 
datory attacks."  The  Government  gave 
that,  but  to  their  honour  they  gave  it 
with  a  qualification.  They  did  what  the 
trade  asked  for  as  regards  the  Parlia- 
mentary title,  but  they  said  :  "  You  must 
pay  a  price  for  it."  I  am  a  little 
tempted  to  say  that  they  •  *  robbed  "  the 
trade  according  to  their  own  principle  by 
miking  1h3  trale  compensation  which,  li 
the  trade  possessed  a  property  like  other 
property,  ought  to  have  been  paid  out  of 
the  public  Exchequer.  The  result  was 
that  we  had  that  reduction  system  going 
on,  and  what  I  suppose  to  have  happened 
— though  I  quite  admit  that  I  am  now 
leaving  the  ground  which  simple  folk 
ought  to  occupy — is  that  when  ths 
present  Government  determined  to  go 
deeper,  and  by  the  employment  of  the 
time-limit  to  secure  in  the  not  distant 
future  the  larger  change,  it  was  impossible 
for  them  as  reformers  to  knock  ofi  those 
reductions  which  their  predecessors  had 
set  going,  and  so  the  two  methods  were 
combined.  But  I  am  a  little  tempted  to 
regret  that  they  not  only  did  that,  but  they 
also  strung  up  the  compeasatioi  pay- 
m3nts  very  considerably,  and  raised  to 
a  very  heavy  figure  the  burdens  thus 
entailed  upon  the  trade  during  the 
expiring  time-limit.  Bit  I  noticed  that 
it  was  precisely  here  that  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons  came 
in  with  a  concession  which  we  should  have 
thought  was  a  real  and  good  one  and 
which  I  thought  would  have  met  the 
point,  namely,  a  concession  of  seven 
years.  It  was  not  very  wise  to  allow  that 
to  be  tarnished  and  damaged  by  the 
unlikely  prospect  of  local  option  during 
tbe  seven  years.  It  is  tbis  combination 
of  two  methods  which  looks  to  me  a  little 
unfair,  and  to  be  the  strongest  point 
against  the  Government's  proposals  and  I 
should  have  liked  to  have  seen  this  point 
dealt  with  thoroughly  in  Committee. 
But  thei  I  mu^t  sav  that  as  far  as  the 
case  for  the  Opposition  has  been  carried  no 
distinct  stress  has  been  laid  upon  that 
point.  Very  likely  I  may  have  over- 
looked something,  but  it  was  only  when 
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Lord  Belper  was  speaking,  in  a  very  thin 
House,  that  I  heard  it  quite  distinctly 
brought    out    as    the    real    sting    and 
fault  of   this   Bill.    In   other   speeches 
it     may    have    been     mentioned,    but 
I  think  it    was  lost  sight  of   in    that 
general  attack  upon  property  which  in 
that  form  does  not  appeal  to^the  minds 
of  many  of  us  at  all.    That  is  the  reaf;on 
why  most  of  us  on  this  bench  are  going 
to  give  a  vote  for  this  Bill  which  is  a 
cordial  vote  upon  the  whole  question, 
but  if  I  may  say  so  without  offence  is  a 
more  unreserved  and  decided  vote  against 
the  line  which  is  taken  on  the  benches 
opposite.    We   feel   that   the   property 
argument  has  been  pushed  to  the  full 
and  has  been  pushed  too  far,  and  it 
stands  as  a  hindrance,  and  an  illegitimate 
hindrance,  across  the  path  which  leads 
to  that  real  change  in  the  system  which 
would  enable  the  retailing  of  liquor  to  be 
conducted  not  in  the  way  that  private 
interest  suggests,  but  in  the  way  which  the 
nation  in  its  wisdom  may  find  to  be  the 
most  appropriate.    That  is  what  stands  in 
the  way  of  the  change  we  desire.    I  have 
tried  to  show  to  your  Lordships  that  we 
take  this  course  not  on  grounds  of  senti- 
ment but  on  what  we  think  are  grounds 
of    sober    and    practical    reason.    Lord 
Ribblesdale  said  on  the  first  night  of  the 
debate  that  those  who  were  sitting  on  the 
benches    opposite    would    be    doing    a 
popular  thing  by  rejecting  this  Bill,  and  he 
commended  this  view  to  those  who  were 
strongly  in   favour  of  it   and  who  did 
not  fear  public  opinion.    I  have  always 
observed  that  there  are  several  public 
opinions  in  this  country,  and  there  are 
certainly    several    ways    of    acquiring 
popularity.    I   cannot   think   that   this 
House,   for  whose  honour  I   feel  very 
jealous,  as  I  think  every  Member  of  it 
must  feel,  will  find  that  it  has  appealed 
to  the  best  forms  of  public  opinion  in  the 
country  by  the  action  it  is  taking  ;    and 
that  the  popularity  which  it  gains,  if  it 
does  gain,  is  not  the  popularity  of  those 
who,  setting  aside  all  private  interests  and 
partial  affections,  set  themselves  to  the 
consideration  of   what    they  regard  as 
best  for  the  moral  welfare  of  the  nation. 

♦The  Earl  op  LYTTON  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  two  grounds  for  wishing  to  take 
part  in  this  debate.  The  first  is 
that,   having  been   engaged    for    some 
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years    in    temperance    work     in    con- 
nection   with   the    trust   movement,   I 
realise  the  very  great  need  which  exists 
for  many  of  the  reforms  put  forward  in 
this  Bill.     On  this  matter  I  do  not  take 
my  opinion  from  the  most  rev.  Primate 
or  from  the   episcopal  bench,  or   from 
any  other  persons.    I  speak  from  my 
own  knowledge  andexperience.  Second'y, 
since  that  work  has  taken  the  form  of 
carrying  on  a  public-house  business  under 
the   existing   law,    I   have   had   ampW 
opportunity   of   realising   some   of  the 
great  difficulties  which  attend  a  business 
of  this  kind ;    and  also  of  appreciatici; 
the  effect  which  this  Bill,  if  pasaed,  would 
have  up  ^n  the  trade.    I  hope  that  no 
one   will   accuse   me   of   being   hostile, 
either  politically  or  fanatically,  to  the 
trade,  and  I  hope  that  your  Lordships 
will  not  see  upon  my  face  what  my  noble 
friend  Lord  Robertson  described  as  th* 
scowl  of  the  teetotal  fanatic  which  he 
seemed  to  trace  upon  the  face  of  the 
draughtsman  of  this  Bill.     In  a  sense, 
I  am  myself  engaged  in  this  trade,  and 
I  cannot  in  any  way  approach  it  with 
feelings  of  hostility.     Being  engaged  in 
that  trade  I  know  it  is  not  the  entirflv 
evil   thing,  and   certainly  not  the  ex- 
1r  me!y  lucrative  business,  which  manr 
temperance  reformers  believe.     There  are 
two   great   questions   which    are  raised 
both  by  the  Bill,  and  by  the  Amendment 
before   the  House.    In  the    first  place 
there   is   the    question   of   temperance, 
and  in  the  second  place  the  question  of 
justice  or  equity.    If  the  Bill  is  defended 
it  must  be  defended  upon  both  thow 
grounds,  and  I  desire,  so  far  as  I  can 
under    the    present    circumstances,   to 
deal   with    both   those   aspects  of  the 
question.     I  will  deal  with  the  question 
of  justice  or  equity  in  the  first  instance, 
because  I  think  that  aspect  of  the  qnef- 
tion  has  occupied  by  far  the  largest  part 
of  the  speeches  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House.    I  do  not  complain  of  that.   I 
think  it  is  only  right,  because,  however 
great  may  be  the  moral  purpose  of  • 
Bill  like  this,  we  have  to  look  not  onlf 
at  its  objects,  but  also  at  the  methods 
by  which    those    objects    are    to  be 
carried   out ;     and  whatever    may  he 
the  extent  of   the    public   good  which 
a    Bill  of   this  sort  seeks    to    obtsin, 
I   should   be   the   Ust   person  to  •«?• 
gest    that    we    should    achieve   pobw 
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good  at  the  cost  o!  private  wrong. 
The  whole  question  we  have  to  consider 
is  wkat  is  just  and  equitable  as  between 
tile  State  on  the  one  side  and  the  pri  /ate 
trider  on  the  other.  But  the  interests  of 
the  State  must  not  be  overlooked.  I 
wi  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
noble  Earl,  Lord  Halsbury,  say  last 
mj^t  that  he  did  not  know  what  was 
meant  when  people  talked  of  the  rights 
of  the  State,  and  that,  in  his  opinion, 
BO  8  ich  rights  existed.  I  do  not  know 
wha^  other  people  may  mean  when  they 
apeak  of  the  rights  of  the  State,  but 
»hat  I  mean  by  the  right  of  the  State 
B  the  right  to  consider  the  whole  question 
of  licensing  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  public  interest.  By  that  I  mean 
the  right  of  the  licensing  authority  not 
ofily  to  grant  licences  but  also  to  take 
than  away,  to  say  what  conditions 
ihall  attach  to  them,  what  price 
Aall  be  paid  f  )r  them,  under  what 
conditions  and  circumstances  a  licensed 
Guineas  shall  be  carried  on ;  a  per- 
fectly free  and  unfettered  discretion,  if 
•Kcd  be,  to  take  away  the  licence  of 
•ne  person  and  give  it  to  another.  That 
»what  I  mean  by  the  right  of  the  State. 
That  liberty  does  not  exist  at  the  present 
moment,  and  it  is  the  object  of  this  Bill 
to  restore  it. 


Tie  Act  of  1904  took  care  to  make 
«aple  provision  for  the  rights  and  in- 
^«wto  of  the  private  trader,  but  it  did 
Bot  have  sufficient  regard  for  the  rights 
of  the  State.  On  the  other  hand,  this 
Bill  seems  to  me  to  err  in  the  other 
^iiroction.  In  this  Bill  great  care  is  taken 
of  the  rights  of  the  State  but  not  suffi- 
cient consideration  is  given — I  do  not 
«7  no  consideration  but  insufficient 
<^oniideration  is  given — ^to  the  rights 
of  the  private  trader.  On  the  ques- 
^  of  equity  we  have  had  two  very 
weighty  speeches,  one  from  the  noble 
wquess.  Lord  Lansdowne,  and  the  other 
from  the  noble  Viscount,  Lord  St.  Aldwyn, 
*od  although  I  do  not  agree  entirely  with 
their  premises  I  do  agree  with  both  of 
^m  in  thinking  that  the  compensation 
<^Mee  of  this  Bill  require  some  amend- 
"*^t  If  I  may  say  so,  the  speech  of  the 
^M»  Viscount  was  not  only  a  very 
"wderate,  but  an  extremely  powerful 
"P^^ch.  I  think  it  was  the  most  powerful 
^^•ch  which    has    been    yet    directed 


against  the  Bill,  and  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
the  arguments  which  he  brought  forward 
have  not  yet  been  met.  In  that  speech 
the  noble  Viscount  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment because  they  had  substituted 
tie  Schedule  A  basis  of  valuation  for 
the  assessment  of  compensation  for 
the  market  value  basis  set  up  in  the  Bill 
of  1904.  The  noble  Viscount  drew  an 
analogy  between  the  business  of  a  grocer 
or  draper  and  that  of  a  publican,  and  he 
asked  what  would  be  thought  in  the  case 
of  a  grocer  or  a  draper  if,  when  his 
business  was  taken  away  from  him,  you 
offered  to  compensate  him  upon  the 
Schedule  A  value  of  that  business.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  these  analogies 
are  very  misleading.  "We  have  had  a 
great  many  analogies  drawn  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  of  one  kind  and 
another,  and  I  do  not  think  that  in  a 
single  instance  the  analogy  has  absolutely 
fitted  the  case.  Certainly  the  noble 
Viscount's  analogy  was  not  happier  than 
others,  because  there  is  no  real  com- 
parison between  the  business  of  a  grocer 
or  draper  carried  on  under  free  com- 
petition, in  the  open  market,  and  the 
strictly  mo  ^opoly  business  of  a  licence- 
holder  carried  on  under  a  licence  from 
the  State.  The  mistake  which  the 
noble  Viscount  made,  if  I  may  siy  so 
with  all  respect,  was  to  speak  of 
compensation  for  profits.  He  said : 
"  I  challenge  the  noble  Earl,  or  any 
of  his  colleagues,  to  show  how  it  is 
possible  imder  Schedule  A  to  compen- 
sate a  man  sufficiently  for  the  loss  of 
his  profits."  When  a  man  is  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  of  his  licence,  under 
the  law  as  it  stands  to-day,  you  com- 
pensate him  not  for  his  business  or  profits, 
but  for  the  loss  in  the  market  value  of  his 
premises  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  licence 
has  been  taken  away  from  them.  I  am 
speaking  upon  a  matter  of  law,  and  if  I 
am  mistaken  I  hope  I  shall  be  corrected. 
I  think  the  position  is  that  when  the 
State  gives  a  licence  to  particular  pre- 
mises it  gives  to  the  owner  an  opportunity 
of  doing  a  profitable  business  which  has  a 
marketable  value,  and  when  the  licence 
is  withdrawn  that  additional  value  which 
is  given  to  the  premises  by  the  licence  is 
what  the  State  takes  away.  The  only 
thing  which  is  under  consideration  when 
compensation  is  contemplated  is  the 
enhanced   value   given   by  the   licence. 
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ar.d  a  man  is  comoensat^  u^.der  the 
law  for  the  difEerence  in  the  value  of  his 
premises  with  a  licence  and  without  a 
licence.  That  is  a  very  different  thing 
from  the  profits  of  a  business.  It  is  not 
the  business  which  the  State  takes  away 
or  for  which  it  compensates,  because, 
in  the  case  of  licensed  premises  the 
business  is  not  the  business  of  the  owner 
of  the  house  but  that  of  the  publican. 
If  the  analogy  of  the  noble  Viscount 
were  really  applied  strictly  the  grocer 
in  the  circumstances  would  receive 
no  compensation  because  there  is  no 
difEerence  between  the  value  of  a  grocer's 
shop  for  a  grocer's  business  and  its  value 
for  anv  other  business. 

1  maintain  that  the  market  value  of  a 
licence  is  fairly  represented  by  the 
Schedule  A  valuation,  or  would  be  so 
represented  if  the  premises  were  properly 
assessed.  The  noble  Viscount  was  quite 
correct  in  saying  that  the  Schedule  A 
valuation  corresponded  to  the  rack-rent  of 
the  prefiiises,  but  that  rack-rent  represents 
what  a  man  is  prepared  to  pay  for  such 
premises  with  the  special  advantages 
which  he  gets  from  the  fact  that  a  licence 
is  attached  to  them ;  and,  therefore, 
that  is  a  fair  basis  to  take  when  you 
are  estimating  the  loss  in  the  value 
of  those  premises  when  the  licence 
is  taken  away.  What  I  think  the  noble 
Viscount  forgot  is  that  the  rateable 
value  of  the  premises  is  the  basis  taken 
for  assessing  the  payments  into  the 
compensation  fund,  and  as  the  law 
•  works  at  the  present  moment  an  unfair 
distir.c^ion  is  drawn  between  the  publican 
of  a  free  house  and  the  publican  of 
a  tied  house  for  this  reason — ^that  in 
both  cases  the  rateable  value  of  the 
premises  is  taken  as  the  basis  for  their 
contributions  to  the  compensation  fund, 
but  a  different  basis  is  taken  when 
compensation  is  to  b3  paid.  Tne  brewer 
is  able  to  reduce  his  assessment  by  charg- 
ing less  to  his  tenant  in  the  form  of  rent 
and  more  in  the  shape  of  the  price  of 
his  liquor,  and,  therefore,  he  pays 
less  into  the  compensation  fund  than  a 
free  tenant  does ;  but  when  his  turn 
comes  to  take  out  of  the  compensation 
fund  he  claims  compensation  not  only 
for  the  reduced  value  of  his  premises  but 
also  for  the  loss  of  his  wholesale  profits. 
Therefore  he  contributes  les?  than  ths 
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free  publican  and  obtains  more.  These 
wholesale  profits  are  the  only  item 
which  is  not  included  in  the  Schedule 
A  .valuation,  and  I  maiatain  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  takei  iito  account 
when  we  are  considering  what  com- 
pensation ought  to  be  given,  because 
in  a  great  many  cases  the  wholesale 
profits  are  not  lost  at  all  when  a  licence 
is  taken  away.  I  had  a  good  example 
of  this  brought  before  me  this  year 
when  the  licence  of  a  tied  house  was 
going  to  be  taken  away  under  the  Act 
of  1904,  and  in  Court  the  representa- 
tive of  the  brewing  firm  who  ow^aed 
the  house  said  to  one  of  our  trust 
company  representatives  :  "I  am  obliged 
to  oppose  the  taking  away  of  this 
licence,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  not 
going  to  do  us  any  damage,  because 
I  shall  receive  £2,000  compensation  for 
that  licence,  and  I  shall  not  lose  the  sale 
of  a  barrel  of  beer  by  the  loss  of  it." 
In  that  £2,000  was  calculated  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  wholesale  profits  of  the 
brewer,  whose  representative  admitted 
that  he  was  not  going  to  lose  a  barrel  of 
beer  by  the  transaction.  We  have  heard 
a  good  deal  about  robbery  under  this 
Bill.  I  do  not  like  such  rhetorical 
phrases,  and  I  am  not  going  to  call  this 
robbery  of  the  Stat?,  but  in  operations 
of  this  kind  which  are  going  on  under  the 
law  to-day  all  over  the  country  there  is 
something  going  on  which  is  very  much 
like  taking  money  under  false  pretences 
from  the  State.  For  these  reasons,  My 
Lords,  I  hold  that  the  basis  of  com- 
pensation under  this  Bill  is  a  just  and 
equitable  one,  and  it  is  the  same  basis 
as  that  which  is  chosen  for  co.itributions 
to  the  compensation  fund. 

But  when  I  come  to  the  number  of  years 
purchase  of  the  Schedule  A  valuation, 
I  confess  this  strikes  me  as  entirely  in- 
adequate. When  you  think  of  the  source 
of  this  compensation  fund,  when  you 
remember  that  it  is  paid  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  trade ;  that  it  is,  as  has  been 
admitted  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
a  compulsory  insurance  fund;  it  strikes 
me  as  somewhat  shabby — I  can  use  no 
other  word — to  exact  as  hifl;h  and  it 
may  be  higher  premiums  than  heietof  ore, 
and  than  when  the  licence  is  taken  away 
to  give  compensation  which  .  is  totally 
inadequate  for  the  loss.     I  am  speaking 
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oow  of  the  number  of  years  purchase 
of  the  annual  licence  value  given  by  the 
BiU.    I  have   gone   into   these   figures 
vwy  carefolly,  and  I  have  considered  them 
in  relation  to  the  houses  of  which  I  have 
some   knowledge    under    various    tru&t 
companies,  and  I  find  that  before  the 
Kennedy  judgment  was   delivered   the 
number  of  years  purchase  of  the  licensed 
Tata?  of  a  house  given  by  the  Inland 
Berenue   authorities  imder  the  Act  of 
1901  was  something  between  twenty  and 
twenty-four  years  purchase.  After  careful 
onuideration   of    actual  figures   I   say 
tiat  nothing  short  of  twerty-one  years 
poichase  of  the  Schedule  A  value  of  a 
licence  would  give  adequate  compensation 
to  a  licence-holder,  and  if  we  had  gone 
into  Committee  I  should  have  been  pre- 
pared to  bring  forward  an  Amendment 
to   raise  the    compensation    payments 
to  diis  amount.     This  is  a  matter  of  detail 
vliich  could  have  been  settled  in  Com- 
mittee, 'and  I  very  much  regret  that  no 
opporttinity  is  to  be  given  to  us  for 
docusing  a  matter  of  this  sort,  which, 
dthoagh  it  is  a  detail,  is  very  important, 
wdl  maintain  that  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  competent  for  your  Lordships 
ii  WIS  had  read  this  Bill  a  second  time  to 
iave  dealt  in  any  way  yon  thought  fit 
litk    the    question    of    compensation. 
I  confess  that  I  am  very  much  disap- 
pointed that  no  such  opportunity  is  to  be 
iforded. 

There  is  one  other  part  of  this  Bill 
which  raises  the  question  of  justice  or 
equity,  and  it  is  that  part  which  estab- 
lishes a  time-limit  to  existing  licences. 
T\ifi  Bill  as  it  stands  proposes  that  the 
compensation  levy  and  the  compensation 
payments  should  run  over  a  period  of 
fourteen  years  ;  that  at  the  end  of  that 
time  they  should  cease  ;  that  the  licences 
which  survive  should  be  renewed  for  a 
farther  period  of  seven  years,  and  that 
*t  the  end  of  that  period,  twenty-one 
T^aiB  in  all,  all  claims  to  their  renewal 
^tild  cease  and  the  State  should  have 
ibaolute  discretion  as  to  their  disposal. 
I  admit  that  this  additional  seven 
yean,  in  the  form  in  which  it  appears  in 
^  Bin  at  the  present  moment,  is  but  a 
PWr  concession.  It  does  not  contain 
^t  eloaent  which  is  absolutely  essential 
to  a  time-limit  if  it  is  to  be  consistent 
*rth  justice,  viz.,  fixity  of  tenure.    But 


this  again  was  a  matter  which  was  en» 
tirely  within  yoiir  Lordships'  discretlbn. 
This  seven  years  tenure  as  at  this* 
moment  proposed  is  limited  by  two  facta 
• — ^the  discretion  of  the  justices  during 
those  seven  years  and  the  operation  of 
local  veto  machinery.  But  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  competent  for  your  Lord- 
ships, if  we  had  gone  into  Committee,  to- 
sweep  away  both  those  limitations* 
There  was  nothing  whatever  to  prevent 
it,  and  if  you  had  done  that  you  would 
have  got  a  time-limit  which,  in  principle 
at  any  rate,  would  have  correspond  >,d  with 
that  which  Mr.  Balfour  himself  and 
speakers  on  the  front  Opposition  bench 
have  declared  to  be  just  and  equitable. 
There  might  still  have  been  a  question  a» 
to  whether  the  number  of  years  was  long 
enough  or  not,  but  the  number  of  years 
of  the  time-limit  is  only  a  detail  which, 
I  cannot  help  thinking,  is  capable  of 
adjustment  if  we  could  oly  agree 
upon  the  principle  of  it.  That  is  idl  I 
want  to  say  about  the  question  of  interests 
and  equity.  I  have  been  obliged  to  deal 
with  it  on  broad  lines.  There  are  many 
details  which  I  should  have  liked  to  have 
discussed,  and  should  have  been  pre- 
pared ib  do  so  if  opportunity  had 
occulted,  biit  they  are  details  more  fitted 
for  the  Coitimittee  stage  oi  the  Bill. 

Now  I  want  to  come  to  th6  other 
great  quefstion  which  is  raised  by  this 
Bill,  the  question  of  temperance.  This 
Amendment,  and  I  think  almost  every 
speech  by  which  it  has  been  advocated,, 
declares  that  th?  BiU  is  going  ta 
do  nothing  for  temperance.  I  think 
that  in  almost  every  speech  which  I 
have  heard  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
the  speaker  has  said  :  "  I  entirely  fail  to- 
see  what  this  Bill  is  going  to  do  to  ad- 
vance the  cause  of  temperance."  If  I 
were  anxious  to  score  a  debating  point 
I  might  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
Amendment  is  asking  us  to  believe  that 
all  the  temperance  organisations  in  this 
country  who,  with  singular  unanimity, 
have  accepted  this  Bill  in  principle  ;  that 
the  right  rev.  Primate  and  his  colleague* 
on  that  bench,  who  have  had  some 
personal  experience  of  temperance  woirk  ; 
that  men  like  my  noble  friend  Lord  Peol,. 
who  has  given  years  of  thought  to  thia 
subject ;  that  all  these  people  know  less 
about  the  question  of  temperance  and 
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kow  it  will  le  af  ected  by  this  Bill  than 
do  the  noble  Lords  who  are.  going  to 
f oUow  the  noble  Marquess  into  the  lobby. 
It  may  be  so,  but  it  is  making  rather  a 
large  demand  upon  our  credulity.  Again, 
I  might  ask,  when  I  remember  the 
speech  made  by  Lord  Halsbuxy  last  night, 
what  are  we  to  think  of  the  zoal  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  of  a  man  whose  only 
contribution  to  this  debate  on  that  subject 
was  to  remind  the  House  that  over-eating 
was  as  serious  as  over-drinking,  that 
beer  was  part  of  the  necessary  diet 
of  the  working-man^  and  that  6d.  a 
day  was,  after  all,  not  a  very  large  sum 
for  a  man  to  spend  in  drink.  Over- 
rating as  serious  an  evil  as  over- 
drinking! My  Lords,  is  not  there 
something  rather  grim  in  that  pleasantry 
when  we  think  of  the  classes  who  will 
be  affected  by  this  Bill  ?  If  there  i^  an  evil 
connected  with  food  in  that  class,  I  think 
it  arises  rather  from  under-feeding  than 
from  over-eating.  But  I  do  not  want  to 
make  mere  debatinsf  points  against  those 
with  whom,  though  I  disagree,  I  do  so  with 
great  reluctance,  and  I  am  quite  prepared 
to  take  up  the  challenge  which  has  been 
thrown  down,  that  this  Bill  is  going  to  do 
nothing  for  the  ca:  se  of  temperance,  and 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  give  my 
reasons  for  thinking  differently. 

It  is  assumed  by  those  who  use  this 
argument  that  the  Act  of  1904  did  all 
that  was  ne  essary  for  the  cause  of 
temperance,  that  it  is  working  well  and 
that  no  amendment  of  the  law  is  re- 
<]uired.  Now,  without  denying  that  the 
Act  of  1904  did  certainly,  in  some 
respects,  advance  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance, I  just  want  to  bring  to  the  notice 
of  your  Lordships  one  or  two  points 
in  which  that  Act  had  a  contrary  effect. 
The  first  point  I  want  to  call  your 
attention  to  is  one  which  I  do  not  think 
was  contemplated  at  the  time  when  it 
was  passed,  viz.,  that  it  has  taken  away 
from  the  justice)  of  letty  sessional 
divisions  the  power  of  imposing  con- 
ditions on  the  renewal  of  existing  licences. 
I  will  give  you  two  illustrations  of  the 
effect  which  the  Act  has  had  in  this 
respect.  Before  the  year  1905  the  Liver- 
pool justices  found  that  they  were  able 
to  do  a  good  deal  for  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance and  for  the  public  good,  by  imposing 
conditions  as  to  the  structure  of  licensed 
premises  and  the  conditionsof  trade  carried 
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on  in  them.  The  neighbouring  joatioes  of 
Birkenhead  being  impressed  with  what 
had  been  done  in  Liverpool  dedded 
to  take  the  same  course,  and  the  condi- 
tions which  they  sought  to  impose  were 
certainly  not  unreasonable  ones  and 
were  solely  in  the  public  interest.  They 
included  such  conditions  as  that  no 
intoxicating  liquor  should  be  sold  on 
eredit,  that  no  intoxicating  liquor  should 
be  supplied  to  any  child  under  fourteen, 
that  the  licensee  s'lo  i!d  devote  his  whol* 
time  to  his  business,  and  that  back 
doors  were  to  be  kept  locked.  But 
they  found  that  the  Act  of  1904  debarred 
them  from  imposing  those  conditions. 
The  case  Was  taken  into  Court  and  it 
was  decided  that  since  the  passing  of 
that  Act  the  justices  had  no  power  what- 
ever to  impose  those  conditions. 

Then  there  was  an  even  stronger  case, 
the  case  of  the  "Sun  Inn "  at  War*asi. 
in  which  the  Fareham  justices  discovered 
that  a  large  number  of  Sunday  trip- 
pers were  being  served  with  dnnk  on 
Sunday  n  certain  houses  during  the  hours 
of  closing,  although  they  were  in  no  sense 
bona  fide  travellers.  They  therefore 
summoned  the  licensees  before  them  and 
explained  that  they  did  not  wish  this  class 
of  person  to  be  served.  The  licensees, 
having  heard  what  the  magistrates 
had  to  say,  agreed  to  the  conditions 
imposed  and  said  they  would  see 
that  they  were  carried  out.  On 
the  next  Sunday  after  this  decision  of 
the  bench  was  given,  the  tenanta  of 
the  four  houses  concerned  endeavoured 
to  carry  out  their  instructions,  but 
the  owner  of  the  houses,  the  representa- 
tive of  the  brewing  firm,  came  down  and 
ordered  his  publicans  to  serve  these 
people  as  the V  had  been  doing  hitherto 
and  the  publicans  did  as  they  were 
told.  The  magistrates  applied  to  the 
Home  Office  for  authoritv  to  enlorc* 
their  decision,  and  were  told  that  ther 
had  no  power  to  do  anything  at  aU. 
Those  are  illustrations  of  the  war  in 

* 

which  this  Act,  though  quite  unintentioD- 
ally,  has  had  a  real  detrimental  efiect, 
and  the  remedy  is  to  be  found  in  CUum 
22  of  this  BiU. 

There  is  one  other  way  in  which  this 
Act  is  working  contrary  to  the  interests  of 
temperance.  The  authors  of  the  Act  d 
1904  will  remember,  I  think,  that  CUw 
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4  of  that  Act  was  intended  to  prevent 
in  future  the  growth  of  that  monopoly 
wkich  Lord  Salisbury  described  as  an 
ontnce  and    which    Lord    Lansdowne 
ttUad  an  unhealthy  excrescence.     It  was 
iateoded  that,  at  any  rate,  with  regard 
to  new  licences,  the    State    should  be 
free  to  deal  with  them  as  it  pleased. 
Bot  the  practice  has  grown  up  for  justices 
under  the  Act  of  1904  to  grant  licences, 
innually  renewable  licences,  and   at  the 
taoie  time  to  charge  in  some  cases  an  enor- 
mous capital  sum  in  respect  of  the  mono- 
poly value  of  the  premises.    I  was  looking 
tkxough  the    Blue-book    which   is  pub- 
litbed  each  year  of  licensing  statistics 
and  I  found  that  as  much  as  X20,000  had 
been  ssked  and    paid   for  an  annually 
renewable  licence.    This  practice  is  one 
▼hieh  is  detrimental  to  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance, because  it  imposes  a  financial 
burden  upon  a  man  who  is  just  setting 
op  a  new  business  and  compels  him  to 
leooup  himself  out  of  his  trade  to  the 
extent   of    this    capital    charge    before 
he  can  put  any  profit  whatever  in  his 
poekei.    It  is  detrimental  to  the  cause 
of  temperance,    it    is  contrary  to  the 
pobHc  interest    and     opposed    to    the 
vbde   spirit  of  the  Act  of   1904,  be- 
eaote  it  creates  again,  and  in  an  ag- 
giiTated  form,  that  very  claim  to  the  per- 
petual renewal  of  a  licence  which  Section 
4  of  that  Act  was  intended   to  remedy. 
Here,  again,  the  remedy  is  found    in 
Clause  26  of   this  Bill  which  provides 
Uiat  in  the  case  of  an  annual  licence  the 
monopoly  charge  is  not  in  any  instance 
to  exceed  the  annual  value  of  that  licence. 

In  fact,  every  single  clause  in  Part  3 
of  this  Bill  is  of  value,  and  would  bring 
great  benefit  to  the  cause  of  temperance. 
I  shall  be  answered,  I  know,  that  that 
part  of  the  Bill  is  in  the  main  non-con- 
troversial, and  I  welcome  the  suggestion 
tkat  was  made  by  Lord  St.  Aldwyn  that 
this  part  of  the  Bill,  at  any  rate, 
Aould  be  saved.  What  I  want  to  insist 
upon  is  this,  that  just  as  no  one  would  be 
justified  in  defending  the  Bill  as  an 
tqoitable  measure-  without  referring  to 
^^  1  and  2,  so  also  no  one  is  justified  in 
denouncing  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
4>e8  nothing  for  temperance  without 
string  something  about  Part  3,  which 
contains  all  the  valuable  provisions  to 
vhich  I  have  referred.    But  I  do  not  wish 


it  to  be  thought  that  the  value  of  this  Bill 
from  a  temperance  point  of  view  is 
confined  to  Part  3.  I  come  to  what  is> 
admittedly  the  core  and  kernel  of  the  BiU^ 
viz.,  the  clauses  which  deal  with  the  reduc- 
tion period  and  the  time-limit,  and  here  I 
want  to  say  something  about  the  value  of 
reduction  generally  as  a  temperance 
measure.  I  attach  the  greatest  possible 
importance  to  a  policy  of  reducing  the 
numbar  of  public-houses,  but  not  upon 
the  usual  ground  on  which  suchapoUcy 
is  advocated  and  on  which  it  was 
advocated  by  the  right  rev.  Primate 
in  his  speech  last  night,  viz.,  the  groui^d 
that  every  public-house  is  a  temptation,, 
that  as  you  multiplv  temptations  you 
multiply  the  chances  and  probabilities 
of  excessive  drinking,  and  that  in  propor- 
tion as  you  diminish  temptations  you 
promote  the  cause  of  temperance.  I 
think  the  extent  to  which  that  is  true 
is  a  debateable  matter,  and  I,  ihyself, 
do  not  attach  very  great  value  to  a 
policy  of  reduction  on  that  ground ;  but 
there  is  another  aspect  of  the  question 
which  I  feel  is  of  the  utmost  importance,, 
and  it  has  been  very  forcibly  brought  to 
my  notice  in  connection  with  the  work  of 
which  I  have  had  experience.  The  more 
I  study  this  question  the  more  convinced 
I  am  that  the  evils  of  intemperance,  the 
bad  habits  and  demoralisation  which 
are  attendant  upon  the  sale  of  drink  in 
public-houses,  can  be  to  a  large  ex- 
tent either  increased  or  diminished  by 
the  character  of  the  house  in  which  the 
liquor  is  sold,  and  I  believe  that  view  is 
shared  very  largely  by  noble  Lords  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  if  I  may  judge 
by  the  reception  given  a  few  days  ago  to 
Lord  Lamington's  Bill,  and  also  by  the 

speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  in  moving: 
his  Amendment.  I  believe  there  is  a 
strong  desire  oA  this  side  of  the  House  to 
improve  the  public-house;  but  what  I 
want  to  point  out  is  this,  that  the 
number  of  public-houses  has  a  very  great 
influence  indeed  upon  their  character^ 
and  that  the  multiplication  of  public- 
houses  has,  in  the  main,  a  demoralis- 
ing effect  upon  the  character  of  the 
houses.  If  you  have  only  one  pubfic- 
house  in  any  district  you  can  trust  to  the 
good  sense  of  those  who  us3  it  to  see 
that  its  reputation  is  kept  up,  that  its 
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liigh  character  is  preserved,  and  that  a 
high  standard  of  public  opinion  prevails 
■within  its  walls.  But  as  you  multiply 
rivals  to  that  public-house  so  you  diminish 
its  power  of  doing  good,  and  you  increase 
its  power  to  do  harm,  and  when  you  get 
ti  state  of  affairs  in  which  public -houses 
jostle  one  another  together  in  the  same 
street,  as  we  have  got  not  only  in 
all  our  towns,  but  in  many  country 
districts  throughout  the  land,  then  there 
is  a  certainty  that  a  great  many  of  those 
Itbuses  are  doing  incalculable  mischief. 

I  have  had  instances  of  this  brought 
very  forcibly  to  my  notice  in  my  own 
neighbourhood.  There  is  a  village  quite 
close  to  my  own  home  a  small  country 
village  in  which  there  are  no  less 
than  thirteen  public-houses.  Thay 
stand  side  by  side,  and  in  one  case  three 
abreast  in  the  same  street.  The  result  of 
this  excessive  competition  is  that  the 
publicans  finding  it  extremely  difficult  to 
make  a  livelihood  at  all  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, have  been  forced,  for  the 
purposes  of  creating  and  retaining  a 
trade,  to  compete  with  one  another  in 
offering  very  large  rates  of  interest  upon 
the  savings  of  working  men  deposited  with 
them  as  a  sort  of  savings  bank.  In  the 
town  of  Hitchiu  there  is  a  house 
belonging  to  the  trust  company  of  which 
I  am  chairman.  It  is  situated  in  a 
back  street,  and  from  its  door  you  can 
count  six  or  eight  other  public-houses. 
How  can  it  be  supposed  that  it  is  of  any  use 
to  spend  time  and  effort  and  money  upon 
raising  the  character  of  this  one  particular 
house,  in  trying  to  make  it  a  good, 
respectable  place  which  will  meet  the 
needs  of  the  respectable  element  of  the 
population,  when  all  those  who,  if  you 
succeed,  will  be  shamed  out  of  your  house, 
have  only  to  turn  next^  door  and  go 
into  one  of  the  other  houses  which  are 
crowded  together  in  the  same  street  ?  It 
is  from  this  point  of  view  that  I  con- 
tsider  the  question  of  reduction  to  be  of 
the  utmost  possible  importance. 

Over  and  over  again  I  have  seen  the 
evils  of  this  excessive  competition,  and  I 
am  not  the  least  impressed  by  Home  Office 
Memoranda  or  statistics  which  are 
brought  forward  to  explain  the  great 
sobriety  of  districts  which  are  well  served 
with  public-houses.  From  the  point  of 
view  of  reduction  this  Bill  is  undoubtedly 
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a  great  advance  upon  the  existing  law. 
It  will  accelerate  the  process,  and  that 
alone  is  a  great  gain  to  the  cause  of 
temperance.  Moreover,  the  element  of 
compulsion  which  is  set  up  by  this  Bill 
will  greatly  strengthen  the  hands  of  th« 
magistrates  in  fulfilling  their  duties. 
However  much  a  local  bench  may  he 
impressed  with  the  value  of  a  policy  of 
reduction  as  a  general  principle  they 
are  faced  with  innumerable  difficulties, 
technicalities  and  obstacles  of  one  kind 
and  another,  when  they  come  to  coa- 
sider  which  particular  house  they  ai>^ 
to  deal  with.  There  is  always  some  good 
reason  why  that  particular  house  should 
be  left,  either  it  is  structurally  the  be?t 
although  badly  managed,  or  else  itf 
management  is  excellent  though  it  ii 
an  unsatisfactory  building.  It  is  not 
surprising  that  magistrates  in  a  peat 
many  instances,  resolve  in  despair  to 
leave  things  as  they  are.  The  Bill 
will  strengthen  their  hands  in  this 
particular  matter  by  the  element  of  com- 
pulsion which  is  provided,  and  it  wiU  give 
some  assurance  to  those  who  believe  in 
the  value  of  this  policy  that,  within  ft 
limited  nimiber  of  vears,  we  shall  have 
the  public-houses  of  this  country  reduced 
to  such  a  number  as  can  effectively  be 
controlled. 

I' come  to  tVe  la«'t  principle  in  the  Bill 
which  is  of  the  utmost  value,  and  it  is 
that,  apart  altogether  from  the  question 
of  redundant  houses,  it  is  desirable  thst 
the  State  should  have  the  power — whether 
it  exercised  it  or  not  will  depend  on  the 
public  opinion  at  any  moment — to  change. 
if  it  thinks  fit,  its  whole  policy  in  respect 
of  licences.    And  since  such  a  change 
of  policy  might  entail  either  the  ex- 
tinction of  licences  in  a  particular  neigh- 
bourhood   or    their    transference    from 
one  set  of  holders  to  another,  it  is  neces- 
sary  that   the   State   should  give  doe 
notice   of   its  intentions.    That  if  the 
principle    of    what   we    call    the  time- 
limit,  and  Lord  Rosebery  was  perfecthr 
right  when  he  said  that  that  was  the 
real  question  on  which  we  were  going  to 
divide.    This  question  of  a  time-limit, 
not  the  particular  form  it  takes*  not  tht 
number  of  years,  but  the  fact  of  a  time- 
limit  at  all,  is  the  real  root  and  es»iic« 
of  the  whole  matter.    Those  who  vote 
for  this  Bill  are  going  to  vote  formachizieij 
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whicli  will  enable  the  present  system, 
some  day  or  another,  under  some  condi- 
tion or  another,  to  be  brought  to  an 
end-  Those  who  iare  going  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  are  going  to  vote  for 
keeping  the  present  system  perpetually 
in  existence.  [**  No."]  Noble  Lords  may 
say  **  No,'*  but  I  would  like  to  point  out 
that  it  is  perfectly  impossible,  under 
existing  circumstances,  imless  machinery 
be  brought  in  to  enable  the  present 
bcensicg  system  to  be  brought  to  an 
end,  that  any  temperance  experiment 
on  a  large  scale  can  be  tried  at  all. 

♦Earl CROMER:  Why*' perpetually?" 

♦The  Earl  of  LYTTON  :  Because  no 
machinery  exists. 

♦Eabl  CROMER:  They  can  bring 
in  another  Bill. 

•The  Earl  of  LYTTON :  Certainly 
there  may  be  another  Bill,  and  I  hope 
if  this  Bill  is  rejected  that  there 
vilj  be  another  Bill;  but  what  I 
want  to  point  out  is  that  without 
tome  time-limit  machinery — I  do  not 
care  in  what  Bill  it  is  introduced — it  is 
impossible  for  the  present  system  to  be 
brou^t  to  an  end.  Let  me  give  you  an 
example.  I  and  my  right  rev.  friend 
tlie  Bishop  of  Chester  are  interested  in 
the  public-house  trust  experiment.  Ot^er 
temperance  reformers  have  other  ex- 
periments vhich  they  vould  like  to  see 
introduced,  but  I  perfir  to  deal  with 
the  one  in  which  1  am  interested 
mvi^!f.  Supposing  that  he  and  I 
tnd  others  who  are  interested  in 
that  experiment  were  successful  in 
proving  to  a  particular  local  author- 
ity the  desirability  of  substituting 
our  plan  for  the  plan  which  is 
in  force  to-day ;  supposing  that  we 
convinced  them  that  the  trust  public- 
home  is  better  than  the  tied  house  : 
lowever  impressed  the  local  authority 
nught  be  with  our  afgimients  and  with 
the  desirability  of  the  change  which 
we  advocated,  it  would  be  utterly  im- 
posribk  for  them  to  do  an3;thing  to 
help  u*^.  The  ground  is  occupied;  the 
tied  house  is  akeady  in  possession,  and 
nnkss  we  contemplate  the  possibility 
»t  some  time  or  another  of  getting  rid 
ol  the  tied-bouse   system  it  is   idle  to 


talk  about  temperance  reform  at  all. 
We  are  bound  hand  and  foot  in  a  way 
in  which  no  other  country  is  bound 
in  this  matter.  There  are  private  interests 
in  the  field,  private  interests  so  strong, 
so  entrenched,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
make  room*  for  any  alternative  system. 
We  have  got  to  get  rid  of  these  private 
interests,  but  we  have  got  to  get  rid  of 
them,  I  frankly  admit,  on  equitable  and 
fair  terms.  I  think  noble  Lords  wUl 
understand  that  on  the  question 
of  compensation  or  of  notice  to  be  given, 
I,  like  the  Bishop  of  London,  have 
always  insisted  that  I  would  consider 
any  question  of  detail  in  that  machinery. 
I  do  not  care  how  many  years  we  have 
to  wait ;  I  do  not  care  what  sum  we  have 
got  to  pay  in  compensation.  What  I 
do  ask  is  that,  whatever  the  price  we 
have  to  pay,  whatever  the  number  of 
years  we  have  to  wait,  let  us,  some  day 
or  another,  bring  to  an  end  a  system 
which  is  universally  condemned  as  it 
is  universally  practised. 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  the  Bill.  I 
feel  most  deeply  disappointed  that  we  are 
not  to  have  any  opportimity  of  coming  to 
close  quarters  with  its  details.  If  I 
thought  that,  even  at  this  eleventh  hour 
words  of  mine  could  have  any  efteot 
on  the  situation,  that  it  would  be  possible 
by  compromise  or  negotiation  for  some- 
thing out  of  this  Bill  to  be  saved,  I 
would  plead  with  the  House  as  earnestly 
and  with  all  the  force  that  I  could  com- 
mand that  such  compromise  or  negotia- 
tion should  take  place.  But  I  feel  it  is 
too  late  for  any  words  of  mine  to  have 
such  an  effect.  We  are  going  to  take 
le^ve  of  this  Bill  to-night.  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of 
London  that  never  again  will  this  subject 
be  taken  up.  I  agree  rather  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  cross  benches  that 
we  are  at  the  beginning  of  a  long 
series  of  Bills  and  negotiations  on  the 
subject.  I  have  stated  the  reasons 
which  prevent  me  from  following  the 
noble  Marquess  into  the  lobby,  and 
I  can  only  conclude  by  asking  him  to 
believe  that  my  course  of  action 
is  not  dictated  by  any  feeling  of  dis- 
loyalty to  him  or  by  any  distrust  of  the 
motives  which  have  led  him  to  take  the 
course  which  he  has  recommended  to  the 
House.  I  know  the  noble  Marquess  is 
perfectly  sincere  in  the  views  which  he 
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holds  and  has  recommended  to  the 
House,  and  if  I  cannot  follow  him,  it  is 
only  because  I  differ  from  him  con- 
scientiously, but  fundamentally,  as  to  the 
effect  the  Bill  is  likely  to  have  upon  a 
cause  to  which  I  am  deeply  attached,  and 
which  I  believe  to  be  inseparably  bound 
up  with  the  welfare  of  this  country. 

Lord  HABBIS  :  My  Lords,  starting 
from  precisely  the  same  standpoint,  the 
desire  to  see  temperance  extended,  as 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down,  I 
should  come  to  a  diametrically  opposite 
conclusion  as  to  the  effect  of  this  Bill. 
I  am  even  less  concerned  with  the  trade 
than  he  is.  I  have  absolutely  no  interest 
in  it  whatever ;  I  have  never  been  con- 
cerned either  myself  or  as  a  trustee  with 
any  interest  in  any  public-houses  or  any 
brewery.  I  start  from  an  absolutely 
impartial  standpoint,  and  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  diametrically  opposite 
to  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down. 
I  do  not  think  this  Bill  will  secure  those 
advantages  which  he  thinks  it  is  certain 
to  secure.  I  am  going  to  confine  my 
remarks  to  two  practical  points,  those  of 
the  monopoly  value  and  of  the  tied-house 
system,  because  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  many  most  worthy  people,  people 
for  whom  one  must  have  the  highest 
possible  respect  because  they  are  actuated 
by  the  highest  motives,  are  imder  a 
delusion  in  regard  to  the  great  advan- 
tages that  they  think  the  State  is  going 
to  secure  under  this  Bill  as  regards  these 
two  points.  The  noble  Earl,  Lord  Bose- 
bery,  last  night  said  that  this  Bill  was 
so  voluminous,  it  raised  so  many  prin- 
ciples, that  he  doubted  whether  many 
members  of  the  Government  on  the  front 
bench  understood  the  whole  of  it.  If 
that  is  true  of  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, is  it  not  highly  probable  that  there 
are  a  considerable  proportion  of  those 
outside  who  call  so  loudly  for  the  Bill 
who  are  quite  as  ignorant?  What  I 
venture  to  say  is  that  upon  those  two 
points  the  advantages  anticipated  from 
this  Bill  will  not  be  secured. 

Let  me  ask  you  to  cast  your  minds 
forward  to  the  end  of  the  seven  years 
after  the  reduction  period  when  the  State 
has  got  to  decide  how  these  houses  are 
to  be  managed — the  60,000  left.  I 
challerge  entirely  the  allegation  that  the 
State   has   parted   with   something   ex- 
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tremely  valuable.  The  State  has  always 
had  within  its  power  the  right  of  taxing 
a  house  up  to  its  full  value.  It  has  not 
done  so,  for  very  good  reasons  I  have  no 
doubt.  What  it  has  parted  with  is  the 
reasonable  expectation  of  continuity. 
That  is  all  it  has  given  away,  and  that  is 
what  has  induced  such  an  offer  as  the 
£18,000  to  which  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross  banches  referred  last  nigjlit. 
It  was  the  expectation  of  continuity  tlut 
has  induced  people  to  give  these  Isrgr 
sums  for  licences.    But   this   Bill  lavs 

• 

down  that  the  licence  is  to  be  for  only  one 
year,  and  who  is  going  to  give  a  lar^e  sum 
for  monopoly  value  for  a  yeart  The 
State  is  not  going  to  make  a  great  gain  br 
a  system  of  that  kind,  and  I  am  very 
much  afraid  that  the  public,  the  popula- 
tion, are  not  going  to  gain  very  much  as 
regards  the  character  of  the  men  who  arv 
going  into  the  houses.  What  is  going  to 
be  the  temptation  to  a  respectable  man 
to  go  into  this  class  of  business  when  he 
has  only  a  reasonable  expectation  of 
being  left  in  the  house  for  one  year  1  Ard 
local  option  may  do  awav  with  his  home 
within  the  twelve  months  for  which  h^ 
has  got  the  licence.  What  tempted 
respectable  men  to  go  into  this  business 
before,  and  what  tempted  people  to  give 
high  prices  for  the  licences,  was  the 
reasonable  expectation  that  besides  th^ 
business  they  had  got  a  home  in  which 
they  and  their  families  were  safe  for  a 
certain  number  of  years.  You  are  taldcK 
that  away.  By  this  Bill  a  man  may  be 
turned  out  of  his  home  within  a  year. 

As  regards  the  tied-hou«e  svstem  the 
noble  Eiarl  below  me  believes  that  that 
system  will  be  done  away  with  by  this 
Bill.  I  am  pretty  sure  that  it  will  not. 
Who  is  going  to  pay  for  these  not  very 
valuable  rights  in  the  future — rights 
that  may  be  taken  away  at  any  moment  f 
I  should  think  it  is  extremely  probable 
that  whoever  gets  the  licence  wiU  be  either 
a  brewer  himself  or  under  an  arraa|re- 
ment  with  a  brtwer  for  selling  that 
particular  brewer's  beer.  I  do  not  we 
anything  whatever  in  the  Act  which  is 
likely  to  prevent  the  tied-house  system 
going  on,  and  in  urban  areas  I  confer  I 
do  not  see  very  much  harm  about  thst 
syBtem.  My  experience,  both  from  ad- 
ministering Licensing  Acts  and  from  what 
I  hear,  is  that  the  public  is  a  very  good 
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jadgfl  of  what  is  good  beer  and  they  go  to 
the  hooM  which  sells  good  beec,  and  if  & 
pablicu  is  selling  bad  beer  hia  house  falls 
oS  in  trade.  ilLy  opinion  is  that  at  the 
tnd  of  twenty-one  years  under  this  Act 
tht  more  powerful  brewers  will  make 
tmiigemeiits  amongst  themselves  what 
tiwy  slutU  hold  and  will  arrange  with  the 
iaatftt  of  each  house  that  he  shall 
take  their  liquor.  I  am  very  much  afraid 
^  effect  will  be  trusts  such  as  our 
ooons  in  Ajnerija  are  now  trying  to 
uurpate — a  concentration  of  capital,  a 
coBcentntion  of  power  in  the  hands  of 
ooUin  brewers.  If  that  is  the  result  the 
porei  of  the  trade  will  certainly  not  be 
(iinunished. 

I  have  had  to  administer  the  Act  of 
1904,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  come 
u  quite  the  same  conclaaion  as  the  noble 
Esri  below  me  as  to  what  it  is  that  makes 
1  pvUic-hoiise  successful.  I  have  had 
eises  before  me  which  have  led  to  the 
ctnctusion  that  it  has  more  to  do  with  the 
popularity  of  the  owner  than  with  the 
comfort  of  the  house.  I  have  had  cases  of 
koQKs  which  have  been  condemned  by 
the  licensing  committees  because  they 
vers  inadequate  for  the  proper  comfort 
of  the  public,  but  the  business  done  by 
thoR  houseB  has  far  surpassed  that  of 
muT  superior  houses  in  the  neighbour- 
knd,and  I  attribute  it,  and  it  is  attiibu- 
Wd  by  those  who  have  had  long  ex- 
|«ii«ice,  simply  to  the  popularity  of 
ike  man.  I  cannot  quite  follow  my 
atUe  friend's  exposition  of  the  method 
of  («lc(ilating  the  compensation  under 
tlte  present  system.  He  submitted  that 
it  «u  upon  the  valne  of  the  house  and 
not  as  a  part  of  the  business.  Tht 
nlution  at  present  is  based  upon 
buTcUing.  That  is  part  of  the  business, 
md  it  is  apon  the  business  done  that 
the  value  of  the  house  is  now  estimated. 

Apart  from  holding  the  objection 
ilnady  raised  as  to  the  injustice  of  the 
rMutnption  clause,  I  do  not  believe  that 
this  Act  at  the  end  of  the  twenty-one 
vun  is  going  to  produce  the  practical 
remit  which  many  who  sympathise  with 
it  believe.  If  temperance  is  really  the 
object  of  the  party  opposite — I  do  not 
question  that  it  is — I  venture  to  suggest 
to  them  that  there  are  other  ways  of 
ucnnng  more   rapid   reduction  of   the 


the  passage  of  this  Bill  such  reduction 
would  be  remarkably  slow.  In  my  own 
experience  as  chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  business  of  houses  in  places 
where  houses  have  already  fcesn  de- 
licensed  undoubtedly  goes  up,  thit  the 
houses  that  remain  are  doing  a  bigger 
business  because  some  of  the  customers 
of  the  old  houses  are  coming  to  them. 
The  customers  of  the  extinguished  houses^ 
;o  to  the  other  houses. 

Both  the  light  rev.  Primate  and  the' 
ight  rev.  the  Bishop  of  Hereford  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  some  counteracting 
inducements  could  be  put  in  the  way  of 
people  other  than  the  public-house.  I 
think  it  was  the  Bishop  of  Birmingham 
who  said  he  had  often  seen  abroad  whole 
families  enjojing  beer,  or  cofiee,  or 
lemonade,  and  he  said  he  asked  Mmself 
why  we  cannot  have  that  sort  of  thing 
in  England.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent 
our  having  it  in  England  if  the  State  will 
assist  in  the  establishment  of  such  places. 
Attempts  are  made  now  to  set  up  > 
counter-attractions  in  the  shape  of  tea- 
houses, but  the  competition  is  so  great 
that  it  is  almost  too  much  for  private 
finance.  If  you  want  to  set  up  a  place 
which  will  take  away  from  the  public- 
hou!!e  a  large  number  of  those  people 
who  frequent  it  now,  it  must  be  with  the 
assistance  of  the  State,  because  other- 
wise the  competition  is  too  great.  Such 
places  would  undoubtedly  attract  away- 
from  the  public-house  many  people  who- 
are  ^ow  compelled  to  go  there,  not  becaus» 
they  want  to  drink,  but  because  it  is  the 
only  house  open  to  the  public,  wh^re  a 
person  can  find  shelter  and  warmth  and 
food.  I  venture  to  suggest  that  as  a 
far  more  rapid  way  of  securing  temper- 
ance than  anything  that  would  be  secured 
by  this  Bill.  I  cordially  agree  with  the 
Amendment,  because  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  parts  of  this  Bill  are  due 
to  V  indict ivenesa,  and  I  am  sure  that 
some  parts  of  it  are  not  strictly  just  to 
those  who  have  been  induced  by  the 
action  of  the  State  to  invest  their  money 
in  this_  particular  business. 

ViscoDNT    RIDLEY :    My    Lords,    I 

have    been    deeply    interested    in    the 

speech  of  Lord  Lytton,  who  has  a  pecu- 
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and  has  not  been  afraid  to  put  his  prin- 1 
ciples  into  practice.  That  speech  was 
the  first  which,  in  my  opinion,  has  endea- 
voured to  show  what  measures  of  tem- 
perance there  are  in  the  Bill.  But  what 
measures  has  the  noble  Lord  discovered  1 
I  do  not  think  that  throughout  his 
speech  Lord  Lytton  singled  out  for  com- 
mendation a  single  temperance  measure 
of  the  Bill  which  could  be  described  as 
one  of  its  main  features.  He  singled  out 
for  commendation  provisions  in  Part  3, 
and  he  expressed  a  desire  for  certain 
Amendments  of  the  Act  of  1904  and  of 
the  state  of  the  law  as  regards  the  Ken- 
nedy judgment,  whilst  he  insisted  upon 
the  right  of  the  State  to  change  its 
system  if  it  thought  fit.  None  of  these 
^re  the  main  principles  of  the  present 
Bill.  The  main  principles  of  the  Bill 
are  not  concerned  with  Part  3,  nor 
with  Amendments  of  the  1904  Act,  nor 
indeed,  can  we  say  with  truth  that  the 
reduction  of  licences  is  in  itself  the  main 
feature.  The  reduction  of  licences  bv 
statute  is  a  principle  which  was  estab- 
lished in  the  Act  of  1904.  The  main 
features  of  this  Bill  are  the  means  by 
which  these  results  are  sought  to  be 
attained,  and  against  those  methods 
the  noble  Earl,  so  far  as  I  understood  him, 
was  as  loud  in  protest  as  any  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House. 

What  has  been  the  conduct  of  His 
Majesty's   Government  as   regards*  the 
Bill  in  this  House,  and  how  have  they 
explained  its  temperance  provisions  or 
endeavoured   to   meet   the   wishes   and 
aspirations   of   genuine   temperance   re- 
formers   in    this    matter  ?     We    have 
heard   many    able    speeches    upon   the 
Bill,  but    none    more    able    than    that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  Viscount  St.  Aldwyn, 
who   e2cpressed    warm   approbation,  for 
instance,   of  Part  3   of    the   measure. 
The   House  has  heard  many  speeches 
from  the  right  rev.   bench  and  others 
expressing  strong  approbation  of  many 
parts  of   the  Bill,   whilst    finding  con- 
siderable   fault    with    various    radical 
principles  in  it.    The  House  has  heard 
expressions   from   many   quarters   of   a 
real  and  genuine  desire  for  temperance 
reform,  a  desire  which  this  House  has 
abo  shown  by  its  past  history.     By  the 
Bill  which  it   passed  in   1902,  by  the 
measure  which  it  sanctioned  in  1904,  it 
has  shown  no  mere  lip-service  tp^tem- 
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perance  reform,  but  a  genuine  desire 
to  pass  any  well-considered  and  just 
measure. 

But  when  the  Grovemment  are  asked 
to  give  some  sort  of  indication  in  what 
way  they  would  meet  temperance  re- 
formers    if     they     desired      to     mak« 
some    Amendments  to   this    Bill,    thev 
show    that    their    zeal  for    temperance 
is  not   so    great   as   their  zeal  for  the 
confiscatory    principles    of     this     BilL 
They    have    given    no     indication    as 
to  how   they  would  be   ready  to  meet 
the   genuine  desires  of  those   who  are 
strongly  in  favour  of  temperance  refonn 
and  yet  are   opposed  to   some   of  the 
main  confiscatory  principles  of  the  BilL 
Does  not  the  silence  or  immobility  of  the 
front  bench  justify  the  views  of  those 
who  did  not  anticipate  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  in  any  way  meet  the  legiti* 
mate  desires   to  amend  the    BiU,  and 
does  it    not    indicate  that    those  who 
proceeded    to     move    Amendments    tr 
Committee  would    have    met   with  no 
sympathy    or    consideration    from   the 
Government  1    The  Earl  of  Lytton  wu 
desirous  of  giving    the    Bill   a   Secocd 
Reading,   because   he   saw   in   it  sone 
principles  making  for  real   t^mp^aroe 
reform.    I  do  not  share  the  noble  Lord** 
views  that  the  House  could  deal  with  the 
Bill  in  any  way  it  thought  fit  in  Committee. 
There  is  hardly  an  Amendment  that  I 
would  wish  to   move  to  the    Bill— and 
there  are  many  such  Amendments — which 
would  not  at  once  be  met  by  the  question 
of  the  financial  relations  between  the  two 
Houses.    In    view    of    past   experienee 
what  reason  have  we  for  believing  m 
should  receive  consideration  in  the  matter! 
For  the  reason,  if  for  no  other,  that  «t 
are   unable   to  deal    with   the    Bill  si 
we  think  fit  in  Committee,  I,  for  ooei 
am  obliged  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading. 

I  regard   the  main  principles  of  thil 
BiU  as  more    than   Committee  points, 
There    is    the    proposition     to    impoii 
a  time-limit  running  concurrently  with  « 
levy  upon  the  trade.    The  noUe  Esrt 
talked    of    being     ready     to    par    M 
much  compensation  as  you  like  u  cstiA 
to  change  the  conditions  of  this  trsd^» 
But  the  compensation  comet  out  of  t* 
pockets  of  the  trade  itself,  and  I  ven 
to  think  his  generosity  was  somrv^^ 
misplaced.     The  proposition  as  it  stac  * 
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eu  onlr  be  described  as  an  insurance 
Sv  certain  members  of  tlie  trade  against 
the  abolition  of  the  hoiisea.  What  tbe 
KH  nallr  proposes  ia  a  raid  upon  the  ia- 
nmnte  fund  established  ander  the 
^^rantee  of  Parliament  in  1901,  and  a 
nid  nude  at  a  time  wh^n  the  matter  is 
hrther.  comT>licated  by  the  chanoe  of 
the  lo»  of  a  licence  through  local  option, 
acd  when,  the  co-iditious  of  compensation 
ire  grievously  spoilt  by  the  new  system 
4f  himping  together  all  oomTiensation 
nxneys,  and  by  the  feature  which  now 
ipwars  in  all  QoTernment  Bills — that  of 
1  Department  in  Whitehall  assuming 
wntrol.  Another  feature  which  I  can- 
not regard  as  a  Committee  point  ia  the 
proposed  change  of  the  basis  of  com- 
peasstion.  It  ia  a  point  which  wonld  be 
4iffieiilt  to  amend  without  coming  into 
«2flict  with  financial  que3tio:iH.  It  is 
not  a  Committee  point,  bee auas  it  isoneof 
the  first  principles  in  the  Bill. 

I  would  ask  your  Lordships  to  con- 
sider the  way  in  which  the  QoTernment 
net  this  point  when  it  was  put.  It  has 
Wn  pointed  out  to  them  in  debate 
lod  on  other  occasions  that  this  new 
compensation  scale  would  work  intoler- 
ible  hardship  in  a  number  of  cases. 
How  was  that  met  1  There  was  no 
»tteinpt  to  prove  that  in  those  particular 
eases  hard^ip  would  not  arise,  but  it 
"Msaid,  "  Yes;  itistrue  the  companai- 
tioo  will  not  be  equal  to  the  ezpanditure, 
hat  you  must  remember  that  the  pro- 
perty was  purchased  at  a  time  when 
it  was  well  knownthere  would  bilicensing 
proposals  by  the  Government  and  when 
the  ipeeches  of  Sir  Thomas  Whittaker  and 
etheiB  were  being  heard  all  over  the 
TOantry,  and  people  were  very  great 
loots  to  give  so  large  a  price  when 
they  knew  the  Liberal  Oovernment  were 
to  come  into  power."  On  that  basis  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  State  in  future 
to  take  sway  any  property  at  an  unfair 
Tshiation.  The  House  is  familiar  with 
tie  ipeeches  by  Mr.  Snowden,  and  other 
fleatlemen  who  agree  with  him.  There 
Me  Ifembers  of  this  House  who  have 
bvested  money  in  land  and  other  forms 
of  property.  If  at  some  future  time 
tbre  should  exist  a  d 
im^ierty  other  than  li< 
Wc  to  that  proposei: 
«  ibould  be  told  tl 
boll  to  hare  paid  the 


have  purchased  when,  according  to  the 
speeches  of  Mr.  Snowden  and  others,  onr 
property  was  to  have  no  value    at    all 

the  future. 

That  is  what  the  Government  are 
doing  in  this  Bill.  Their  scale  of  compen- 
sition  works  intolerable  hirdshipa  upon 
cartain  people  who  bo  <g\^,  their  property 
in  the  open  market  in  many  cases  not 
many  years  ago,  and  who  will  receive 
a  bare  pittancs  as  compensatioa. 
They  are  told  that  they  ought  not  to 
have  bought  it  at  such  prices  because 
Gentlemen  were  making  speeches  at  the 
time  which  showed  they  could  not  expect 
to  get  those  prices  owing  to  future 
Government  legialatioa.  Principles  of 
that  kind  in  th  t  Bill  make  it  impossible 
for  me  to  vote  for  the  Sacoad  Kaading. 
We  have  had  no  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  their  willingness  to  sae  passed 
into  law  those  parts  of  the  Bill  whioh  can 
be  described  as  non-contentious,  anl 
which  certainly  would  command  the 
adherence  of  all  real  temperance  re- 
formers. In  default  of  any  indication 
on  the  part  of  the  Governmant  to  deal 
with  thosa  parts  of  the  Bill,  I,  for  one,  am 
forced  to  vote  against  those  first  principles 
to  which  they  obstinately  adhere  and 
which  I  coiceive  to  do  so  great  wrong 
to  the  individual.  I.  for  one,  would 
sooner  this  matter  ended  upon  Second 
Reading ;  and  I  would  rather  see  this 
question  decided  by  your  Lordships 
taking  a  stand  in  favour  of  the  rights 
of  the  individual  than  by  t\eir  having 
in  the  future  to  take  a  stand  upon  the 
rights  of  this  House  to  introduce  financial 
Amendments. 

*TffE  CHANCELLOR  of  teb  DUCHY 
(Lord  FiTZMAURiCE)  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
more  than  once  during  tha  debate  bjen 
inclined  to  thiak  that  the  proper  preface 
to  it  would  have  been  that  we  should 
hare  asked  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to 
read  the  Burial  Service.  The  two  prin- 
cipal speeches  in  opposition  to  the  Bill 
might  have  been  followed  up  by  the 
familiar  line,  "  I  come  to  bury  Cwaar, 
not  to  praise  Mm."  We  on  this  side 
of  the  House  feel  that  our  task — always 
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Bill  a  first  class  funeral.  You  have 
assembled,  I  will  not  say  a  great 
numbar  of  mourners,  but  a  large 
crowd,  to  attend  the  funeral.  A 
great  number  of  noble  Lords  have 
arrived  who  have  not  often  honoured 
us  with  their  presence.  I  can  only 
hope  that  they  have  been  carefully 
shepherded,  and  that  none  of  them 
lost  their  way  or  will  lose  their  way. 
That  is  not  altogether  an  idle  fear.  I 
am  an  old  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  remember  an  incident 
which  I  did  not  actually  see,  but  which 
I  heard  of,  and  which,  I  think,  some 
of  your  Lordships  heard  of.  In  1869, 
when  the  Irish  Church  Disestablishment 
Bill  came  up  before  your  Lordships' 
House,  there  was  an  occasion  very  like 
this  when  an  enormous  number  of  Peers 
were  sent  for  by  the  late  Lord  Derby, 
to  come  and  bury  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone in  this  House.  Lord  Derby  up 
to  that  time,  or  very  nearly  so,  had 
had  the  power  of  carrying  the  Peers 
in  his  pocket,  if  I  may  say  so,  because 
he  had  had  their  proxies.  But  proxies 
had  been  abolished  two  years  before 
and  the  result  was  that  the  Peers  had 
to  come  personally  if  they  intended  to 
record  their  votes.  One  July  afternoon 
a  venerable  person,  slightly  agricultural 
rather  than  political  in  appearance  was 
observed  sitting  on  the  front  bench  below 
the  gangway  amongst  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  had  recently 
been  a  bye-election,  and  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  not  unnaturally 
thought  that  this  was  the  new  Radical 
Member,  but  after  a  few  moments  the 
gentleman  turned  round  to  his  neighbour 
And  said  :  **  Is  this  the  House  of  Lords  ?" 
They  said  :  "  No,  this  is  the  House  of 
Commons."  It  appeared  he  was  a 
man,  no  doubt  of  fame  and  distinction 
in  his  own  county,  but  who,  up  to  that 
time,  had  always  given  his  proxy  to 
Lord  Derby,  and  when  he  got  into  the 
central  lobby,  took  the  turning  to  the 
left  instead  of  the  turning  to  the  right. 

Although  he  was  a  person  of  very  Con- 
servative opinions  he  was  taken  to  be 
the  new  Radical  Member  and  sat  down 
below  the  gangway,  whence,  he  was 
ejected,  and  made,  not  with  shame  to 
take  a  lower  room,  but  with  all  dignity 
to  take  a  seat  in  the  Upper  House. 

Lard  Filzmaurtee. 


I  cannot  help  thinking  on  this  occasion 
that  we  have  a  great  number  of  noble 
Lords  here  who  may  have  been  seea 
walking  about  in  the  streets  of  the  City,  but 
have  not  very  frequently  attended  your 
Lordships'  debates,  and  we  are  goingtobe 
**  snowed  under,"  if  I  may  use  that  ex- 
pression, by  this  tremendous  invatioA. 
Against  that  we  feel  that  argument 
struggles  in  vain.  But  this  is  not  one> 
of  the  occasions,  such  as  have  happened  no 
doubt  frequently  in  this  Ek»use,  where  we 
feel,  not  only  that  our  numbers  are  few, 
but  that  we  have  had  to  acknowledge  th^ 
great  force  and  powers  of  that  formidable 
front  bench  opposite  upon  which  ar^ 
ranged  so  many  men  of  great  eminence 
and  experience  in  politics  and  in  law, 
and  who  generally  receive  the  support  of 
the  whole  of  their  party  and  also,  as  a  rule, 
that  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates.  I  ask 
any  impartial  man  who  has  sat  in  this 
debate,  and  has  listened  from  first  u> 
last,  where  the  weight  of  argument  hss 
been  on  this  occasion,  and  where  the 
views,  the  intelligent  views,  of  the 
country  have  been  ?  We  have  heaid 
speech  after  speech  from  both  sides  of 
the  House — one  just  now  of  notable 
ability  from  the  noble  Lord  below  the 
gangway — Lord  Lytton.  We  have  hcsrd 
speech  after  speech  from  Peers  who  differ 
from  us  as  a  rule,  from  right  rev.  Prelates 
who  are  nearly  always  found  in  the  oppo- 
site lobby  to  us,  and  they  have  said  with 
striking  imanimity  and  convincing  argu- 
ment that  they  consider  a  Second  Reading 
ought  to  be  given  to  this  Bill.  The  debste 
has  ranged  over  an  enormous  fiekL  It 
was  stated  in  the  House  of  Conunons  by 
the  late  Prime  Minister  that  one  ronnd 
in  his  indictment  against  this  Bill  wa» 
that  it  was  not  one  Bill,  but  six  BilU. 
Mv  Lords,  we  defend  it  because  it  is  six 
Bills,  and  not  one  Bill.  We  defend  it 
because  it  is  a  great  measure  of  tem- 
perance reform  whach  attacks  the  problem 
not  at  one  comer,  but  along  the  whole  line, 
and  if  I  may  say  so,  upon  every  head. 
And  therefore,  if  anybody,  even  the  late 
Prime  Minister,  likes  to  try  to  injure  it  bj 
sa3ring  that  this  is  a  Ball  of  six  arlacli%*B 

I  can  say  is  I  do  not  objaok 

description. 

But  the  main  point 
consider  on  the 
is  whether  there  ifc  m 
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keaji  «E  th«  Bill,  one  gieat  underlying 
principle  upon  which  we  can  ask  your 
Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  s  Second 
BeAiing.  The  answer  to  that  was  given 
in  a  speech  yesterday,  wliich  I  am  sure 
Till  be  widely  read  in  the  country, 
hccame  all  hi^  speeches  are,  and  will 
proJDce  an  even  greater  effect  than  is 
usual,  great  as  that  effect  always  is.  I 
msan  the  speech  of  my  noble  friend  Lord 
Sosebery  when  he  pointed  out  that  there 
v»i  in  this  Bill  tbe  great  underlying 
phnciple  of  the  time-limit,  and  that 
it  WM  according  as  you  approved  or 
disapproved  of  having  a  time-limit  that 
run  ouRht  to  record  your  vote,  for  or 
againt  this  BilL  That  is  the  argument 
i^ich  I  venture  again  this  evening  to 
lubntit  to  your  Lordships.  Though  I 
am  told  there  is  no  hope  of  compromise, 
and  that  no  negotiations  are  going  on, 
imiil  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  is 
lAoded  the  figures  I  shall  not  believe 
that  this  House  has  rejected  a  great 
measure  of  t«mperance  reform. 

We  have  had  the  usual  arguments,  and 
ire  have  heard  the  usual  cry  about  op- 
pression and  injustice  and  hardship.  1 
hope  1  shall  never  be  found  on  any 
iiccssion  deaf  to  the  appeals  of  those  who 
fooaider  they  are  being  treated  with  hard- 
slup  or  injustice  in  pecuniary  matters, 
bot  I  have  always  felt  that  in  regard  to 
IIm  question  there  is  no  class  that  comes 
Ij^JiTe  Parliament  which  has  so  bad  a 
prima  facie  case,  when  it  raises  the  cry 
tbout  financial  oppression  and  injustice, 
11  that  which  is  interested  in  the  sale  of 
ilroholic  liquors.  We  know  that  during 
tbe  last  year  or  two  there  has  been  a 
muked  fall  in  the  value  of  brewery 
shares;  we  know  that  for  many  years 
f*fore  there  was  a  period  of  great  and 
sbounding  prosperity,  that  enormous 
lortones  were  made,  and  that  the  wealth 
of  the  great  brewing  industry  of  this 
romtry  is  second  only  to  that  great 
denlopment  of  wealth  which  has  been  the 
remit  of  the  discovery  of  gold  in  South 
-Urira.    It  is  a  common  joke  in  Londi 
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against    financial    danger,    seeing    that 
case  of    Sharps  v.  Wakefetd 


at  any  rate,  full  notice  has  been  received 
by  the  brewing  and  public-house  industry 
of  thU  country  that  there  was  great  dan- 
ger looming  in  the  distance  and  gradually 
approaching  nearer.  At  a  matter  of  fact 
it  would  be  untrue  to  say  that  the  idea 
of  insurance  never  did  occut  to  them, 
because  it  b  perfectly  well-known  that  a 
few  years  ago  a  company  was  actually 
started  and  a  circular  issued  with  a  view 
of  forming  an  insurance  business  against 
the  possibls  loss  of  licences  undera  chango 
of  circumstances,  including  a  change  of 
law.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  liquor 
interest,  the  brewing  interest  of  this 
country,  preferred  the  chance  of  being 
well  entrenched  in  Parliament  and  mak- 
ing themselves,  as  Lord  Rosebery  said,  as 
powerful,  if  not  more  powerful,  than  the 
law,  rather  than  to  resort,  as  they  ought 
to  have  done  years  ago,  to  those  ordinary 
methods  of  finance  which  every  man  of 
business  resorts  to  if  he  has  a  property  of 
possibly  deteriorating  character. 

Do  we  fully  realise  the  enormous 
power  and  privileges  of  this  interest  ? 
I  am  not  attacking  them  for  having 
this  property ;  they  are  just  as  well 
entitled  to  their  great  property  as  any- 
body else  is  to  his  small  property.  But 
why  did  they  not  years  ago  insure  them- 
selves against  risk  and  against  loss  ? 
They  are  specially  favoured  in  many 
respects  by  the  law.  The  licence  duties 
in  this  country  are  extremely  low.  It 
is  a  commonplace  that  probably  a  large 
revenue  could  be  extracted  in  aid  of 
OUT  taxes  by  a  rise  of  the  licence 
duties.  The  late  Mr.  Childers  told 
me  that  he  believed  Mr.  Gladstone, 
if  he  had  succeeded  in  abolishing 
the  income-tax  in  1674,  had  intended 
to  get  the  revenue  he  would  have  lost 
that  wav.  It  is  not  only  in  regard 
to  licence  duties  that  the  trade  is  In  an 
extraordinarily  favoured  position.  It  has 
been  acknowledged  in  these  debates 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  that  in 
to  ur  thst  the  frontage  of  Park  Lane,  I  regard  to  rating,  owing  to  the  intricacies 
~" '  '  "      "         .    .-     ..        -  .        ■■"■  "'-"♦'"•^  and  to  the  enormous 

liquor    interest    has 

I  to  carry  every  case 
al,  they  enjoy  extra - 
and  are  in  an  extra* 

I  think  one  of  the 

II  which  I   specially 
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recommend  to  the  favourable  attention 
of  your  Lorddlxips  is  that  which  will 
do  a  great  deal  to  induce  the  owners 
of  licensed  property  themselves  to  be 
willing  to  go  more  thoroughly  into  the 
question  of  valuation,  and  to  see  if  their 
property  is  properly  assessed,  because 
although  they  may  lose  in  one  way 
they  will  gain  in  another  way,  for  the 
valuation  comes  in  on  the  question  of 
compensation. 

It  is  true  that  these  favours  exist,  but 
why  ?    Because,  I  believe,  it  was  recog- 
nised that  although  this  was  a  great  and 
powerful  interest  yet  it  was  essentially  a 
precarious  one,  because  it  rested  upon 
an  annual   licence   duty.    You   cannot 
liave  it  both  ways  ;  you  cannot  claim  that 
the   licence   which   is   only   an   annual 
interest  shall  be  raised  into  something 
far  higher,  and  shall  receive  protection 
borjCL  the  law  for  a  considerable  period, 
or  shall  be  treated  as  property  in  the  full 
sense  of  the  term,  and  that  at  the  same 
time   all   these   privileges    which    have 
gradually  accumulated  aroimd  the  licensed 
interest  because  it  is  a  precarious  interest 
shall  be   continued.      For    that   reason 
this    Bill  proposes  to    place  the  whole 
of    these    matters    upon    a     business 
footing.    It   recognises   the   position   of 
the  licence-holder,  not,  indeed,   as  the 
owner  of  a  freehold  estate  or  property, 
but  it  recognises  that  he  has  an  interest. 
It  secures   that  interest   for   a   certain 
number  of  years,  it  hedges  it  about  with 
a  contribution  to  a  compensation  fund, 
and  at  the  same  time  holds  out  induce- 
ments, which,  no  doubt,  a  Valuation  Bill 
will  secure  more  fully  in  a  short  time,  to 
holders  of  that  cTass  of  property  to  get 
their  property  at  its  proper  value  on  to 
the  rate-book. 

The  whole,  no  doubt,  of  these  arrange- 
ments will  be  placed  imder  the  control 
of  the  Commission.  I  have  heard  the 
cry  raised,  and  it  was  echoed  yesterday 
by  the  noble  Earl,  Lord  Halsbury,  that 
this  Commission  is,  and  will  be,  a  great 
engine  of  power  and  oppression.  We 
have  heard  about  the  sli^t  placed  upon 
local  authorities,  and  how  there  would  be 
three  Commissioners  sitting  in  London 
disposing  of  the  rights  and  property  and 
Kberties  of  the  people  of  this  land  in 
regard  to  liquor,  and  we  were  told  that 
the  drinking  of  beer  wa«  part  of  the 

Lord  FUsmaurice. 
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common  law  of  England.  That  is  a  great 
addition  to  the  law  which  was  made  by 
the  noble  Earl,  Lord  Halsbury,  and  I  haTft 
no  doubt  will  be  chronicled  with  hia* 
judgments.  But  this  cry  about  Com- 
missions is  an  old  cry.  We  have  heard  it 
before.  Anybody  who  knows  anytliing 
of  the  political  history  of  this  country 
remembers  the  cry  that  was  riaaed 
against  the  India  BiU  of  Mr.  Fox.  Why 
was  that  cry  raised  ?  Why  was  it  that 
Bill  was  side-tracked  in  your  Lordships' 
House  ?  It  was  very  largely  because  of 
the  cry  raised  against  the  Commissioners. 
It  was  said  the  whole  of  the  property  and 
liberties  and  rights  of  the  people  of  India» 
and  everybody  in  England  who  was 
interested  in  India,  would  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  three  Commissioners* 
appointed  by  a  Liberal  Government,  and 
so  great  was  the  indignation  raised  against 
that  proposal  that  the  Bill,  as  we  all 
know,  was  got  rid  of  in  your  Lordships* 
House,  and  one  of  the  greatest  political 
changes  took  place  that  this  country  has 
ever  known,  because  it  altered  the  course 
of  events  in  this  country  for  fifty  yean. 

What  happened  in  that  case  1  A  short 
time  after  the  Commission  had  been 
got  rid  of,  the  Board  of  Control  vms 
invented,  but  wicked  people  who  ex- 
amined the  powers  and  duties  of  that 
Board,  which  nobody  in  particular  ob- 
jected to,  very  soon  saw  that  it  was  in 
reality  only  the  old  Commissifm  dressed 
up  again,  and  that  the  powers  did  not 
difier  in  any  material  particular.  The  old 
cry  had  done  its  cutyand  was  forgotten. 
The  same  cry  was  raised  in  your  Lord* 
ships'  House  against  the  Poor  Lsv" 
Commission.  That  Commission  was  one 
of  the  most  powerful  bodies  ever  invented 
by  law,  and  when  the  measure  setting  it 
up  came  to  your  Lordships'  House  aner 
a  great  and  prolonged  struggle  in  tk« 
House  of  Commons,  attempts  were  nude 
to  get  rid  of  it  here  by  precisely  the 
same  arguments  as  those  which  fell 
from  Lord  Halsbury,  and  I  believe  i« 
is  the  undoubted  fact  that  if  the  Liberal 
Government  of  the  time  had  not  receired 
the  support  of  the  great  Duke  of  Welling* 
ton,  that  Commission  wtmld  probab^ 
never  have  straggled  into  being.  Thtre- 
fore,  I  brush  aside  as  entirely  irrelevant 
all  this  alarm  which  is  attexnpted  to  bt 
raised  in  regard  to  the  Commission 
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We  are  also  told — and  tliis  is,  I  thii^, 

tb  most  extraordinary  thing  that  has 

been  said  in  this  debate — that  we  have  not 

got  die  fall  weight  of  evidence  in  support 

M  our  proposal  for  the  limitation   of 

lieences.    Why,    my    Lords,    that    was 

tbe  one  thing  on  which  the  Majority 

and  Minority   Eeports    of  Lord  Peel's 

Oommission    agreed.    The    Commission 

disagreed  upoii  a  great  number  of  things, 

bvt  they   were    practically   unanimous 

on  this,  that  the  increase  of  temptation 

to  drink   was   the    cause    of   increased 

drunkenness.    Those  interested  in  social 

qoeetions,  in    whatever    capacity,  have 

long  since    come    to    that    conclusion, 

and  Judges  and  chairmen  of    Quarter 

Sessions  have  over  and  over  again,  in 

charges  to  Grand  Juries,  expressed  the 

same  opinion.    When,  as  a  young  man, 

I  was  one  of  the  managers  of  an  industrial 

school  in  London,  with  which  I  am  still 

connect^,    I    remember    noticing    the 

haggard    appearance    of    some  cUldren 

who  had  recently  been  admitted,  and 

4o  doctor  said  to  me :      "  What  can 

you  expect  of  children  brought  up  upon 

t  regime  of  gin  and  sprats  ?  "    I  have 

never  forgotten   the   expression.    They 

were  children  of  the  very  poorest  class, 

who  had  spent  the  whole  of  their  lives 

in    quarters    of    London    amongst    a 

class    of     whose    existence    I    daresay 

lome    persons    are    hardly   aware.      I 

know  myself  that  though  I  did  believe 

at  qpe  time  that  I  had   seen  some    of 

the  shima  in  London,  I  never  realised 

the  terrible  effect  of  drink  among  the 

poorest  classes  of  London  tmtil  I  was 

taken  through  some  of  the  East  End 

shims  by  a  Cambridge  friend  who  had 

taken  up  a  curacy  in  that  part.    It  is 

duMe  places  that  you  must  visit  if  you 

want  to  see  the  effect  of  the  drink  traffic 

m  fan  horror.    Right  rev.  Prelates  have 

worked  among  the  crowded  populations 

of  our  great  towns  and  know  that  the  e 

is  tiie  heart  of  the  evil ;    but  from  some 

of  the  speeches  made  during  the  debate 

it  is  evident  that  among  many  leading 

men  there  is,  not  perhaps  Unnaturally, 

a  great  want  of  appreciation  of  what 

the  drink  traffic  and  the  drink  problem 

reaDy  is. 

I  listened  with  great  interest  to  what 
fcD  from  noble  Lords  opposite  in  regard 
to  the  question  of  vested  interests.    We 


were  reminded  of  the  extreme '  care  with 
which  Parliament  had  ti;eated  those 
officers  of  the  Aiiaj  who  were  deprived 
of  advantages  by  the  passing  of  Lord 
Cardwell's  Act,  advantages  they  had 
purchased  and  for  which  they  had  paid 
lawful  prices  and  also  further  prices 
not  recognised  under  the  law.  It  is 
perfectly  true — ^nobody  has  disputed  it 
— that  they  were  compensated,  but 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  controversy 
over  the  surplus  price,  and  I  do 
not  feel  at  all  certain  in  more  recent 
circumstances  that  Parliament  would 
allow  itself  to  be  so  easily  persuaded  to 
make  the  payments  that  were  then 
sanctioned.  I  remember  a  speech  by 
Sir  Greorge  Grey  in  opposition  to  the 
payment.  Sir  George  Grey  had  as  un- 
rivalled an  authority  on  home  affairs  aa 
his  successor  Sir  Edward  Grey  now  has 
on  foreign  affairs ;  and  it  is  well  known 
that  he  did  the  whole  of  the  home 
work  in  Lord  Pahnerston's  Cabinet.  Sir 
Greorge  Grey  made  a  speech  against 
giving  the  surplus  price  to  those  officers. 
We  have  been  reminded  also  of  Mr. 
Gladstone's  action  in  regard  to  the  Ulster 
custom  of  tenant  right.  I  venture  to  say 
that  in  recognising  the  interest  of  licence- 
holders  the  Government  are  following 
those  precedents,  and  upon  those  pre- 
cedents we  defend  ourselves  against  the 
demand  of  extreme  critics  on  our  own 
side  —  that  licence-holders  should  be 
treated  as  having  a  merely  annual,  or 
ephemeral,  interest. 

I  at  one  moment  thought  of  addressing 
myself  to  the  very  able  arguments,  if 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  that  were 
addressed  to  the?House  by  the  noble 
Viscount,  Lord  St.  Aldwyn,  in  regard  to 
the  compensation  clauses  in  the  Bill.  By 
the  compensation  clauses  I  mean,  not 
merely  the  actual  sum  which  any  indi- 
vidual licence-holder  may  receive,  but 
the  whole  of  that  subject  which  falls  imder 
the  head  of  the  basis  of  compensation, 
the  distribution  of  compensation,  the 
period  of  time — ^which,  as  Lord  Rosebery 
pointed  out,  is  really  the  root  of  the 
matter — and  the  question  as  to  what  ip 
to  happen  with  monopoly  value  botJv 
during  the  compensation  period  and 
after.  But  the  clear  and  lucid  statement 
which  your  Lordships  have  heard  this 
afternoon   from   the   noble   Earl,   Lord 
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Lytton,  lias  made  this  to  a  great  extent 
unnecessary,  and  I  certainly  shall  not 
attempt  to  take  up  your  time  or  spoil 
the  noble  Earl's  arguments  by  repeating 
them.  The  noble  Earl  went  over  the 
ground  with  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
facts  and  the  law,  and  he  has  stated  our 
case  as  well  as  we  could  possibly  have 
desired  it  to  be  stated.  Therefore  I  will 
not  add  anything  to  that  part  of  the 
case. 

But  when  we  are  told  that  we  are 
introducing  a  new  principle  in  regard  to 
compensation  by  excluding  brewers'  pro- 
fits, and  thereby  practically  reversing 
the  Kennedy  judgment,  I  would  venture 
to  remind  the  noble  and  learned  Earl, 
Lord  Halsbury,  of  what  was  said  by 
leading  members  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  discussions  of  the  Act  of  1904. 
The  Home  Secretary  said — 

**  Compensation  was  given  in  respect  of  on- 
licences,not  on  the  loss  of  business  profits  but  on 
depreciation  of  the  premises  arismg  from  the 
fact  that  the  extinction  of  the  licence  prevented 
the  house  from  being  used  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  most  adapted.** 

The  Solicitor-General  said — 

*'  What  was  estimated  was  the  depreciation  of 
the  property,  and  that  was  the  whole  basis  and 
foundation  of  the  BiU.  It  was  said  that  the  bulk 
of  the  compensation  would  go  to  the  owners, 
who  in  many  cases  were  brewers.  He  totally 
and  absolutely  denied  it.*' 

One  of  the  greatest  authorities  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  that  time  on  the 
law  of  licensing,  Mr.  (now  Sir)  Charles 
Cripps,  said  exactly  the  same  thing,  and 
he  is  a  very  independent  supporter  of 
the  Government,  as  we  all  know  from 
the  events  of  the  last  few  days.  My 
blood  was  curdled  #  yesterday  by  a 
placard  which  I  saw,  and  by  the  offer 
to  me  of  a  newspaper  which  the  news- 
vendor  alleged  contained  the  news  of 
the  resignation  of  the  Government.  I 
had  not  heard  of  the  resignation  myself 
and  I  bought  a  paper,  to  find  that  it  was 
not  the  resignation  of  the  Government 
nor  of  an  individual  member  of  the 
Government,  but  the  resignation  of  the 
Vicar-General  of  the  Province  of  Canter- 
bury. I  found  that  Sir  Charles  Cripps 
had  resigned,  not  in  consequerce  of  the 
Licensing  Bill,  but  in  consequence  of  the 
Education  Bill,  thereby  showing  that  on 
occasion  he  is  quite  able  to  assert  his 
independence  of  his  political  friends. 
But  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  he  came 

Lord  Fittmaurioe, 


forward  and  gave  the  support  of 
known  authoritv  on  licensing  to  the 
Government.  I  cite  him  now  as  an 
independent  witne  s.  How  can  it  be 
said,  whatever  may  be  the  rights  and 
wrongs  of  the  question,  that  we  are 
departing  from  the  intention  of  Ri^rlis- 
ment  when  we  are  proceeding  on  the 
lines  of  the  Act  of  1004  ? 

I  am  willing,  however,  to  grant  that  this 
is  a  topic  upon  which  reasonable  men  nu  v 
differ,  and  agree  to  differ  ;  it  is  mixed 
with  questions  of  rating  and  valuation, 
and  surely  the  proper  course  is  to  settk 
such  matters  in  Committee  and  not  is 
a  Second  Reading  debate.  Let  me 
remind  your  Lordships  of  what  fell 
from  the  noble  Viscount,  Lord  St 
Aldwyn.  He  said  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred a  market  value  basis,  and  he  giTi 
four  heads  under  which  value  might  be 
computed.  Among  those  he  mentioned 
a  sum  to  represent  what  may  be  called 
the  goodwill  for  which,  he  said,  the 
brewer  was  entitled  to  some  compen- 
sation, less  than  the  Eerncdy  judgment 
gave  him,  more  than  the  Bill  propoies  to 
give  him.  Such  points  are  matter*  of 
detail  and  proper  for  consideration  i& 
Committee.  The  noble  Viscount,  prt>- 
ceeding  with  his  indictment,  saia  it 
was  a  monstrous  thing  that  at  the  end 
of  the  period  of  twenty-one  years,  or 
whatever  the  period  may  be,  the  publi- 
can who  had  paid  into  the  compjnw- 
tion  fund  should  be  treated  as  the  holder 
of  a  new  on-licence  and  run  the  risk  of 
losing  his  licence  altogether,  or,  at  sD 
events,  if  he  got  it,  of  havHng  to  pay  thf 
monopoly  value,  subject  again  to  th« 
risks  of  local  option  and  the  caprice  of 
the  magistrates.  But  can  it  be  wortk 
while  to  throw  out  this  Bill  on  Second 
Reading  merely  because  you  think  thit 
an  injustice  may  be  done  by  one  ol 
the  clauses  twenty-one  years  herce  ? 
That  is  contrary  to  the  rule  of  common 
sense  and  to  every  custom  of  debate. 

It  is  said  that  the  Government  njll  not 
listen  to  Amendments.  We  have  nevw 
said  anvthing  of  the  kind.  No  Govern- 
ment in  its  senses,  and  especiaDj  • 
Government  in  a  minority  in  your  Loni- 
ships*  House,  would  say  they  would  not 
listen  to  Amendments.  What  we  w»nt 
to  see  are  the  Amendments  placed  on  tk 
Paper.    We  all  speak  with  the  \i^ 
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nspect  of  th«  noble  Viscount,  Lord  St. 
Aldwyn,  a  man  of  immense  experience 
not  only  in  Imperial  but  in  all  local 
aiura  concerned  with  rating,  Valua- 
tion, and  assessment.  There  is 
absolutely  nobody,  by  universal  con- 
tent, in  either  House  of  Parliament  more 
tbie  to  frame  Amendments  and  to  explain 
them ;  and  I  am  quite  certain  I  can  say 
kt  the  Government  that  we  had  hoped, 
from  the  tone  of  most  of  the  speech  of  the 
fiobk  Viscount,  that  he  was  going  to  sup- 
p(^  us  on  the  Second  Reading,  reserving 
to  himself  full  liberty  to  put*  down  and 
press  Amendments  touching  the  points 
of  the  measure  with  which  he  did  not 
agree.  But,  unfortunately,  the  noble 
Fucount  took  up  a  different  position  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  and  he 
▼ni  be  found  in  the  great  and  serried 
links  which  are  about  to  give  the  Bill  its 
death  blow  in  the  lobbies. 

Even  at  the  eleventh  hour  I  would  ask  : 
Aw  we  to  lose  this  great  opportunity  ? 
Do  noble  Lords  opposite  really  think  that 
this  debate  will  not  be  read,  marked, 
learnt,  and  inwardly  digested  throughout 
the  whole  country  ?  Do  they  think  that 
no  effect  will  be  produced  upon  the  mind 
of  the  ordinary  British  citizen  when  he 
finds  that  an  independent  Peer  who  has 
been  Prime  Minister  of  this  country,  the 
noble  Earl  who  sits  on  the  cross  benches ; 
when  he  finds  that  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
the  natural  mouthpiece  of  the  Church  of 
which  noble  Lords  opposite  are,  I  fancy, 
stronger  supporters  than  many  of  us  on 
this  side ;  when  he  finds  that  a  noble 
I^rd  of  such  great  administrative  experi- 
ences as  Lord  Balfour — when  he  finds 
that  these  noble  Lords  record  their  vote 
with  us  and  that  other  independent 
Peers  leave  the  House  ?  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  ordinary  Unionist  voter  who 
recognises  Mr.  Balfour  as  his  Leader  has 
any  desire  to  see  this  country  governed  by 
a  Perival  of  something  very  like  the  old 
Tory  Party  which  governed,  or  rather 
misgovemed,  this  country  for  fifteen 
yws  after  the  Battle  of  Waterloo.  The 
Pttty  opposite  is  rapidly  shedding,  one  by 
^  all  those  independent  elements  which 
p!^  it  force.  Tariff  reform  has  taken 
^nany  away.  The  benches  opposite  are 
iiD  of  independent  Peers  who  no  longer 
W)rtiitlly  support  the  front  bench ; 
^  it  appears  to  me  that  the  front 
"^achare  gradually  resolving  themselves 


into  something  like  the  old  Tory  Ouard, 
and  that  their  real  Leader  is  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  who  until  recently  sat 
upon  the  Woolsack.  Yes,  my  Lords,  we 
are  celebrating  a  funeral.  The  motto  of 
this  debate,  as  I  have  said,  was  struck 
in  its  opening  speeches — 

**  I  come  to  bury  Cesar,  not  to  praise  him." 

But  may  I  remind  your  Lordships  that 
in  the  same  speech  from  which  that 
familiar  quotation  is  taken  there  is  another 
line  equally  famous — 

"  The  evil  which  men  do  liyes  after  them.*' 

Yes: — ^I  fear,  my  Lords,  that  when 
the  result  of  these  events  comes  to  be 
written  by  the  future  historian  the  vote 
of  to-night,  killing  this  great  measure  of 
licensing  and  temperance  reform,  will  not 
be  accounted  to  your  Lordships'  House 
for  righteousness. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  :  My  Lords,  so 
many  years  of  my  life  have  been  spent  in 
combating  the  evils  of  intemperance  that 
it  is  with  the  greatest  regret  that  I  find 
m3r8elf  unable  to  give  my  vote  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  And  why  ?  Not  that  I  am 
not  alive,  deeply  alive,  to  all  the  evils, 
social  and  national,  which  are  brought 
upon  this  country  by  intemperance.  I 
am  as  well  aware  as  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  spoken  of  the  terrible  results  of 
drink,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  cannot  in 
my  conscience  say  that  this  is  a  Bill 
which  only  considers  the  question  of 
temperance. 

There  is,  to  my  mind,  no  small  amount 
of  injustice  in  this  Bill,  and  I  for  one 
will  never  allow  my  vote  to  be  given  for 
good  in  one  direction  if  it  brings  evils  in 
another.  Already  in  this  debate  a 
famous  saying  by  Archbishop  Mageehas 
been  quoted.  I  am  not  going  to  repeat 
it,  but  will  paraphrase  it.  If  I  were  asked 
whether  I  would  wish  this  country  to  be 
either  sober  or  honest  I  woidd  certainly 
reply,  without  hesitation,  that  I  woidd 
rather  see  it  honest.  The  difference 
between  us  is  not,  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
put  it,  that  on  the  one  side  we  wish  to 
uphold  and  support  a  certain  trade,  and 
that  on  the  other  it  is  desired  to  get  rid  of 
intemperance.  We  both  desire  to  get 
rid  of  intemperance  ;  it  is  only  a  question 
of  method.  We  wish  that  temperance 
should  be  advanced  and  that  justice 
shoidd  be  done,  but  we  are  not — at  least 
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I  am  not — agoing  to  separate  the  one  from 
the   other.    Is   ihis   a   just   and   well- 
considered    measure  ?    U   it   could   be 
proved  to  be  such  I  should  be  the  first  to 
give  it  my  most  earnest  support,  but  I 
cannot  honestly  say  that  it  is.    Its  glaring 
faults    have    already    been    eloquently 
described,  faults  of  omission  as  well  as  if 
commission.    I  do  not  profess  to  possess 
an  abnormal  sense  of  justice  or  of  virtue, 
but  I  cannot  subordinate  the  sense  I  have. 
I  believe  honestly  that  this  is  not  a  just 
and  honest  Bill.    I  give  full  credit  to 
those  who  recognise  merits  in  the  Bill — I 
myself  recognise  many — but  I  deny  that  it 
covers  the  whole  groimd  of  temperance, 
and  I  certainly  do  not  consider  that  it  is  a 
Bill  which  diould  be  passed  at  this  day. 
We  who  oppose  the  Bill  have  been  asked 
why  we  do  not  pass  the  Second  Reading, 
go  into  Committee,  and  move  Amend- 
ments.   That  we  would  be  willing  to  do 
if  we  saw  the  smallest  chance  of  our 
Amendments    being    accepted.     It    is 
well  known  that  most  of  those  Amend- 
ments would  be  of  a  financial  character, 
and  if  we  had  once  passed  the  Second 
Beading  we  should  be  in  the  position  of 
having  approved  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  dien  of  having  our  Amendments 
flung  in  our  faces  because,  forsooth,  it 
would  be  said  that  they  touched  the 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The   dboice,    therefore,    is   a   Hobson's 
choice.    We  have  no  chance  whatever  of 
passing  Amendments.    Therefore  we  can 
only  reject  the  Bill  in  the  hope  that   at 
some  future  date  we  shall  have  a  Bill 
which  will  not  ofFend  our  consciences. 

Although  I  am  afraid  this  Bill  will 
be  rejected,  is  it  not  possible  for  the 
two  parties  to  come  together,  as  they 
have  on  the  Education  Bill,  and  come 
to  some  compromise  ?  There  are  large 
numbers  of  us  who  believe  that  there 
are  many  points  in  this  Bill  which  would 
meet  the  views  of  all  moderate  men, 
and  I  hope  that  something  of  that  sort 
will  be  done.  I  am  glad  to  observe 
that  Lord  Monkswell  has  done  his  best 
to  try  and  save  some  portion  of  the 
wreckage  of  this  Bill  by  proposing  that 
Clause  21,  dealing  with  the  exclusion 
of  children  from  bars  of  licensed  houses, 
should  be  incorporated  in  the  Children 
Bill,  which  comes  before  your  Lordships 
on  Monday.  Personally  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  some  other  portions  of  the 

The  Earl  of  Meaih. 


Bill  could  in  the  same  way  be  incor- 
porated in  another  measure.  In  my 
opinion  the  spirit  of  political  vindictive- 
ness  is  so  apparent  in  this  Bill  that  yoor 
Lordships  will  be  amply  justified  m 
throwing  it  out  on  Second  Reading, 
even  though  it  should  come  in  the  spedow 
guise  of  a  professing  intention  of  coa- 
sidering  the  noble  and  great  quesdoa 
of  temperance. 

Eael  CAWDOR  :  My  Lords,  no  one 
can  rise  to  address  your  Lordships  o& 
this  most'  important  question  without 
feeling  strongly  the  wish  that  we  wwe 
discussing  a  measure  of  temperanoe  to 
which  we  could  all  give  our  adhesioa 
and  our  vote.  None  of  us  can  bm  feel 
the  great  evils  of  the  drink  problem  and 
its  great  difficulties,  and  we  note,  and 
note  with  sympathy,  how  strongly  those 
who  know  most  of  the  evils  of  this 
traffic  speak  of  it  in  your  Lordshiiu* 
House.  No  one  can  realise  as  well  tf 
those  who  live  in  every  day  communj- 
cation  with  the  working  classes  in  the 
largest  of  our  towns,  how  great  thit 
evil  is. 

I  was  a  little  sorry  that  my  noble  friend 
who  spoke  last  from  the  front  ICnk- 
terial  bench  should  have  thought  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  try  and  kr 
down  that  we  upon  this  side  of  the  Hoiue 
had  not  as  closely  at  heart  the  tmr 
interests  of  the  temperance  question 
as  noble  Lord  s  opposite.  I  decline  to 
hold  any  opinion  of  that  kind.  Bot^ 
sides  of  the  House  are,  I  am  convinced, 
animated  with  the  same  wish.  Wie 
only  difEer,  though  we  differ  stronglr. 
as  to  the  remedy  which  should  be  applied 
to  the  disease.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  dethroned 
my  noble  leader  and  put  in  his  place  thf 
noble  and  learned  Ean  who  until  recentlr 
sat  upon  the  Woolsack.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  leadership  of  our  p^T 
had  been  so  changed.  I  have  amy* 
recognised,  and  I  tJunk  I  recognise  itilL 
as  one  of  the  most  loyal  foUowen  snd 
colleagues  of  the  noble  Marquees,  the 
late  Lord  Chancellor.  But  we  do  w* 
mind  the  noble  Lord  amusing  hiatetf 
with  a  little  banter  at  our  expenit. 
When  we  consider  this  great  qns«o* 
we  cannot  avoid  feeling  that  there  si* 
two  aspects  in  which  it  is  regaided- 
I  think  that  was  pointed  to,  to  foB* 
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eitMit,  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
Kihop  of  Southwftik.  The  right  rev. 
Prekto  lefeired  to  two  ways  in  which 
diMe  matte'ra  were  coueidered — one, 
I  think  he  said,  was  more  the  aspect 
^  Mntiment  and  the  other  more  the 
upect  of  reason.  I  have  the  greatest 
irmpathy  with  the  sentiments  which 
glide  moat  people  with  regard  to  this 
^nat  question,  but  I  think  we  must 
jiaud  ourselves  strongly  agunst  one 
ikia^  Let  om  hearts  beat  in  sympathy 
■ith  all  these  troubles,  but  our  heads 
mut  not  be  daminated  and  over-ruled 
by  onr  hearts.  j_^ 

Te  are  often  told,  as  we  were  to-night 
br  the  noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  that  we  on  this  side  have  not  at 
hurt  the  interests  of  tme  licensing 
nfarm.  Does  the  noble  Lord  quite  forget 
tht  Art  of  1902,  an  Act  of  wMch  hardly 
uything  has  been  said  in  the  debates 
:  QnthiBrabject?  That  Act  dealt,  I  think 
ibnoat  for  the  first  time,  if  not  absolutely 

I  lot  the  first   time,    with   the   ordinary 
dnukard.     It   was  the   first  time  that 
Fuliameat  provided  for  the  apprehension 
I  if  >  man   for  being  drunk  when    the 
;  drinking  was  unaccompanied  by  violence. 
Tltt  was  a  step  in  advance  in  dealing 
Tith  the  dnmkaid.    The  Act  of   1902 
»1m  dealt  with  the  record  of  couvictious 
of  dnuken  persons,  and  gave  control  to 
the  josticea  over  the  stinctniea  of  licensed 
pmaises.     There  has  been  some  criticism 
,    H  to  those  powers  not  being  sofhcient, 
,    l«t  that  was  the  first  time  that  these 
^   poven  were  given  to  justices  at  all.    We 
bid,  further,  in  that  same  Act  the  regis^ 
.    tntionof  chiba.  \_j  j   i   ,(..►_>:)*:  ijlt  ft 

'  Then  let  me  pass  liom  the  Act  of  1902 
to  the  Act  of  1904.    Li  that  Act  we' pro- 
vided for  a  reduction  of  licences,  and  for 
i     tiu  levy  upon  licence -holders  for  com- 
petustion  in  respect  of  licences  that  were 
thtdiahed.    It  is  really  difficult,  looking 
to  these  two  Acts  and  to  the  points 
"hifh  tkey  touch,  in  certain  oases  for 
the  fint  time,  to  say  that  the  authors  of 
them  and  those  who  supported  them, 
Wit  lurt  in  sympathy  with  tme  tern- 
pwince  reform.    The  noble  Earl,  L 
I-Tttaa,  in  the  course  of  his  interest 
>sd  able  speech  this  afternoon,  critici 
>  good  deal  the  Act  of  1904.    I  do  : 
piopoee  to  follow  him  at  length  into 
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criticisms.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  was 
hardly  fair  to  that  Act,  for  he  seemed  to 
put  upon  it  all  the  deficiencies  of  th» 
licensing  system  up  to  the  present  time. 
That  Act  may  have  its  faults  and  short- 
comings, but  it  certainly  made  a  lai^e 
stride  in  the  direction  in  which  licnisii^ 
reform  appears  to  be  tending  to-day..  ^^1 
do  not  propose  to  go  closely  into  the 
actual  figures  of  reduction,  but  1  think 
I  am  entitled  to  claim  that,  in  the  mattra' 
of  reduction,  the  Act  made  a  considerable 
advance  upon  what  was  the  case  before, 
and  this  loductioa  has  been  carried  out 
by  the  local  authorities,  with  knowledge 
of  the  districts  over  which  they  had 
control,  at  the  cost  of  the  trade  and  to  the 
injury  of  nobody.  Fault  has  been  foundr 
of  course,  that  the  Act  is  not  going  fast 
enough.  There  seems  to  be  a  great 
hurry  in  legislative  matters  just  now. 
Surely  you  had  better  leave  an  Act  which 
is  working  fairly  well  to  work  a  littla 
longer  before  you  absolutely  condemn  it 
for  not  going  fast  enough.  There  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  quickening  its  step* 
hereafter  if  it  is  really  found  to  be  going 
too  slow. 

I  wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard 
to  the  allegation  of  slowness  in  the  work- 
ing of  this  Act.-  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
the  Bishop  of  London,  in  the  eloquait. 
speech  which  he  made  in  this  debate, 
stated  that  under  the  Act  of  1904  30,000 
licences  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  possibly 
be  extinguished  in  under  100  years.  An. 
answer  to  that  statement  is  to  he  found 
in  what  has  been  done  in  the  county  of 
Lancashire.  In  that  county  the  licenan^ 
committee  took  this  question  up  in  1905, 
and  went  to  great  trouble  to  ascertain 
what  the  reasonable  requirements  of  the 
various  districts  were  and  the  total  number 
of  licences  which  might  ultimately  be 
reduced.  They  held  a  personal  inspection, 
of  the  county  accompanied  by  the  police, 
and,  after  going  into  the  whole  question. 
with  great  carefulness,  they  gave  it  as 
their  opinion  that  out  of  4,080  licences 
763  should  be  reduced.  Reduction  has 
been  Koine  on  up  to  the  present  time. 
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I  now  turn  to  this  Bill.  After  tlie 
many  able  speeches  to  which  your  Lord- 
fihips  have  listened  I  am  not  going  to 
detain  you  by  going  through  the  whole 
of  the  Bill.  I  think  we  may  take  as  its 
foundation  the  time-limit,  and  bound  up 
with  the  time-limit  is  what  we  consider 
inadequate  compensation.  This  com- 
pensation is  to  be  paid  by  a  levy,  and  those 
who  pay  the  levy  are,  instead  of  gaining 
some  advantage  in  the  future  for  paying 
dt,  to  pay  it  and  get  no  advantage  from 
the  payment  whatever.  Then,  my  Lords, 
after  the  time-limit  we  find  the  existing 
licence  holder  placed  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  the  new  applicant.  You 
are  going  to  tax  the  existing  licence- 
holder  on  the  assumption,  I  presume, 
that  he  is  paying  for  a  something  of 
value.  But  that  something  you  propose 
to  make  worthless ;  you  put  him  in  com- 
petition with  the  new  applicant  who 
<comes  with  capital  at  his  command, 
•with  no  capital  invested  in  the  trade,  and 
absolutely  free  to  accept  the  terms  or  to 
walk  away  unharmed.  I  can  conceive 
nothing  more  unjust  than  that. 

Then  behind  all  this,  local  option  looms 
up  in  the  future.  If  local  option  is  such 
an  excellent  thing,  why  do  not  His 
Majesty's  Government  tackle  it  and  make 
use  of  it  at  once  ?  They  let  it  slide. 
They  propose  to  inflict  upon  a  generation 
twenty  or  twenty-one  years  hence  the 
local  option  which  they  do  not  wish  to 
liave  to-day.  I  should  have  thought  the 
generation  to  come  might  have  taken 
<?are  of  itself,  and  teen  allowed  to  say 
•whether  or  not  it  would  have  local  option. 
The  main  idea  of  this  Bill  appears  to  be 
that  there  is  to  be  a  great  quickenini;:  in 
the  reduction  of  licensed  houses.  How 
is  that  to  be  brought  about  ?  It  is  to  be 
brought  about,  firat  of  all,  by  setting 
aside  the  local  authority  and  putting  in 
its  place  a  Commission  with  no  local 
knowledge  of  any  sort  or  kind,  and  it  is 
to  be  pushed  ahead  by  a  rigid  rule  laid 
down  in  a  Schedule  as  to  the  reductions 
that  are  to  take  place.  I  shall  be  told 
that  is  not  absolutely  correct.  I  admit 
that,  so  far  as  the  Schedule  of  reductions 
is  concerned,  there  is  a  discretion  in  the 
Bill.  But  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that 
any  very  great  stress  is  to  be  laid  upon 
the  discretion  in  the  note  to  the  Schedule, 
and  for  this  reason — if  you  once  begin  to 
tamper  to  any  extent  with  the  rules  laid 
Sari  Cawior  ^        .^  .^  i-  <  . 


down  in  the  Schedule  you  will  at8>liitel] 
destroy  the  Schedule  altogether.  I  am 
afraid  the  calculations  have  not  be«« 
sufficiently  carefully  made,  or  Hk 
Majesty's  Government  would  hav«  found 
that  the  computation  in  the  Secoad 
Schedule  is  not  at  all  accurate  or  at  all  a 
possible  calculation  upon  which  yoa  can 
work.  I  repeat  that  if  you  begin  t« 
tamper  with  your  Schedule  according  to 
your  footnote  you  absolutely  destroy 
your  Schedule  and  you  must  start  afresh : 
and  it  is  quite  clear  that  His  Blajestyfl 
Government  had  no  intention  of  havijii^ 
it  tampered  with,  because  in  anotiwr 
place,  during  the  discussions  of  Claiise  1 
in  Committee,  Amendments  were  rejected^ 
at  the  instance  of  the  (Government,  whic]^ 
proposed  to  enable  the  justices  to  adjustj 
on-Ucences  in  proportion  to  the  popula- 
tion. There  is,  therefore,  no  intention  o( 
giving  a  wide  discretion  to  get  awa,i^ 
firom  the  Schedule. 

I  pass  from  the  consideration  of  how 
the  reduction  is  to  be  quickened  hj 
machinery  to  consider  how  it  is  to  Imp 
quickened  by  cash;  and  here  too  arc 
going  to  get  the  same  amount  of  mooef 
under  the  levy — perhaps  more— and  you 
are  going  to  give  less  compensation  to 
the  unfortunate  owners  of  licensed  houses 
because  you  are  going  to  compenistc 
them  on  the  basis  of  assessment  under 
Schedule  A  instead  of  taking  the  market 
value  of  their  trade.  Therefore  you  aw 
going  to  get  your  quickening  at  the  co«t, 
not  of  the  public,  but  of  the  trade.  Wf 
have  heard  a  great  deal  of  a  high-soundinc 
phrase,  and  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced 
this  Bill  quoted  it  himselL  The  nobi^ 
Earl  called  our  attention  to  the  phraw 
in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
that— 

**  There  is  hardly  any  sacrifice  too  ^reat  mhki 
would  result  in  a  marked  diminotioo  of  tk* 
national  degradation.** 

Many  of  us  feel  that  there  mi^t  be  verr 
great  sacrifices  indeed  if  we  could  b« 
satisfied  that  those  sacrifices  and  th 
legislation  embodying  them  would  briaf 
about  a  great  diminution  of  the  drink 
curse  of  the  country.  But  in  the  spefclK^ 
that  we  have  had  in  this  House  darini 
the  last  few  days  there  has  been  notlunf 
whatever  to  show  that  what  is  pfopotrd 
in  this  Bill  would  bring  that  diminotioa 
about. 
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Speaker  after  speaker,  and  those 
pArdcolarly  who  are  strong  advocates 
of  the  BiU,  have  been  bound  to  admit 
that  there  is  no  real  proof  on  which  they 
ctQ  say  that  reduction  of  houses  accord- 
ing to  population  has  in  the  past  or  is 
an  in  the  future  to  bring  about  a 
reduction  of  drunkenness.  In  this  Bill 
tkere  is  sacrifice,  but  it  does  not  fall 
ipon  the  public,  who  are  supposed  to 
wuk  the  reduction  to  take  place,  and 
it  does  not  fall  upon  the  State,  which 
wn  the  sacrifice  cannot  be  too  great, 
n^  burden  is  placed  on  one  class  alone. 
Tbe  ri^t  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of 
Ixmdon  described  the  state  of  some  of 
the  ahims  and  how  disheartening  it  was 
to  Me  what  was  going  on  night  after 
li^t  in    the    public-houses    in    them. 

[  He  spoke  of  public-houses  as  being 
"crammed  with  a  mass  of  struggling 
knmaidty."  That  must  be  a  most 
p&inful  scene,  and  represents  a  great 
«il,  not  only  by  showing  that  these 

I  people  will  and  must  have  drink,  but 
as  showing  that  the  places  where  they 
&t  their  drink  now  are  in  some  cases 
50  oTercrowded  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
libk  properly  to  control  them,  whether 
by  the  police  or  by  those  in  charge  of 
the  hoose. 

Tbe  lord  bishop  op  LONDON : 
I  WIS  referring  specially  to  a  Sunday 
ifteinoon.  I  did  not  mean  that  it  was 
itvajB  so. 

Earl  CAWDOR:  I  was  not  quite 
clear  whether  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
meant  every  day,  but  I  would  ask 
whether  we  can  hope  that  by  closing 
public-houses  in  that  district  we  are 
going  to  cure  that  evil.  By  diminishing 
Moommodation  you  will  increase  the 
straggling  mass.  People  who  will 
straggle  for  drink  in  that  uncomfortable 
w»y  will  get  it  elsewhere — ^perhaps  free 
from  supervision,  and  possibly  by  taking 
to  drinking  spirits  in  their  own  houses. 
I  press  this  matter  because  I  feel  most 
Btnm^y  that  there  is  much  to  be  said 
M  be^een  licensed  houses  and  clubs — 
I  mean  dubs  set  up  for  the  purposes  of 
dnnking,  of  which,  as  we  Imow,  there 
MB  very  many.  In  many  parts  they 
are  a  great  and  growing  evil. 

I  want,  if  I  may,  to  refer  to  two  matters 
^hich  I  think  bear  upon  this.    I  ask 


your  Lordships  to  note  the  result  of  an 
experiment  in  India.    Thirty  years  ago 
there  was  in  the  Army  there  the  close 
canteen  system.    The  soldiers  were  given- 
two  pints  of  beer  and  no  more.    What 
was    the    result  ?    The    result    of    the^ 
close  canteen  system  was  the  drinking: 
of  arrack  and  other  poisonous  spirits, 
leading  to  a  large  amount  of  drunken- 
ness.   In    1874   a   battery   of   artillery 
went  out  to  India  and  an  experiment 
was  then  tried.    Instead  of  continuing 
the  close  canteen,  the  open  canteen  was- 
tried,    the   men   being   allowed  to   get 
what  they  chose  to   buy.    The   result 
was  that  in  a  very  short  time  drunken- 
ness   in    that    battery    practically    dis- 
appeared.    The  '  drinking    of     arrack 
ceased,  and  from  that  day  to  this  the 
system  of  the  open  canteen  has  been 
extended    all   over   the    British   Army^ 
This  experiment  shows  that  restrictive 
measures    often    work    exactly    in    the 
opposite  direction  from  that  in  which 
they  were   expected   to   tend.     When, 
also,  I  think  in  the  time  of  the  noble 
and  gallant  Field-Marshal  (Lord  Roberts),, 
institutes   for  soldiers   were   started  in 
India,    they    were,    if    not    absolutely 
attached  to  the  canteen,  an  addition  to* 
it.     Instead  of  the  canteen  being  made 
the  principal  attraction  for  the  soldier,, 
the  institute  alongside  became  the  main 
attraction.     The  result  has  been  a  most 
happy    one,    for    the    institutes    have 
tended  to  the  diminution  of  the  drinking 
habit    among    soldiers,    while    leading 
them  to  take  up  intellectual  and  other 
pursuits. 

I  would  also  refer  to  what  was  said  by 
my  noble  friend  Lord  Halifax  last  night 
with  regard  to  this  particular  point.  It 
was,  I  think,  the  shortest  speech  in  the 
whole  of  this  debate,  and  I  am  sure  it 
was  not  very  far  ofi  being  the  best* 
The  noble  Viscount  stated  that  in  & 
colliery  village  he  knew  in  Yorkshire,, 
a  man  familiar  with  the  habits  of  the 
miners  and  noted  for  his  splendid  philan- 
thropic work  was  striving  to  get  a  public^ 
house  with  its  comforts  established  in 
the  village,  because  the  clubs  were  getting 
an  absolute  hold  of  the  men.  Reformers^ 
must  not,  therefore,  rely  too  much  on 
wiping  out  the  public-house,  which,, 
after  all,  may  have  its  uses  in  our  social 
economy.  I  would  point  out  also  to  the 
Bishop   of   London  that  the    i^jeetion 
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oi  tUs  Bill  would  not  alter  the  present 
position  of  the  licence-holder  by  giving 
liim.  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  feared, 
41  freehold  in  the  licence.  Parliament 
'will  be  left  free  to  deal  with  the  licence 
in  future,  and  instead  of  the  trade  being 
placed  in  an  impregnable  position  the 
outlook  will  have  become  really  more 
dear. 

We  are  often  told  that  we  might  have 
amended  the  Bill.  What  is  it  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  expected  us  to  amend? 
What  would  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of 
the  House  accept  ?  Noble  Lords  want 
1;o  see  oiir  Amendments.  I  think  they 
liave  been  clearly  told  that  there  are  some 
grave  points  which,  if  unamended,  would 
compel  us  to  throw  out  the  Bill  even  on* 
the  Third  Reading  stage.  No  sign 
las  been  given  by  the  Government 
-whether  or  not  they  would  take  up  and 
consider  anv  Amendments.  We  ob- 
ject  to  the  Bill  because  of  its  main  pro- 
visions, because  of  its  time-limit  and 
compensation  clauses.  There  are,  how- 
ever, many  points  of  real  licensing  reform 
^hich  we  would  gladly  try  to  pass  if 
there  was  the  slightest  hope  of  assistance 
from  the  Government.  I  recognise  the 
value  of  the  children  clause  and  the 
Sunday  trading  clause,  but  I  am  imable 
to  imderstand  how  such  ardent  reformers 
•of  the  drink  traffic  as  the  Government 
are  have  failed  to  deal  with  the  grocers' 
licences  in  this  BiU.  I  do  not  think  I 
am  doing  him  an  injustice  when  I  say 
that  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the 
House  brushed  aside  the  (question  of 
grocers'  licences  as  not  bearmg  to  any 
perceptible  extent  on  drunkenness. 

*The  lord  privy  seal  and 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  ron  the 
COLONIES  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :  1 
think  what  I  said  was  that  the  case 
Against  grocers'  licences  was  not  proven. 

Earl  CAWDOR  :  Yes  ;  but  if  not 
proven  the  case  might  be  dealt  with  very 
much  in  the  same  way  as  the  Govern- 
ment are  now  dealing  with  other  cases 
that  are  not  proven.  Noble  Lords 
•opposite  are  always  sheltering  them- 
fielves  behind  the  opinion  of  experts, 
behind  those  who  have  lived  among 
the  people  and  who  have  studied  this 
•question.  The  Bishops  of  London  and 
Bristol  have  told  the   House  that  the 
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greatest  evil  to  be  contended  again«i 
now  is  the  drunkenness  caused  by  xh 
grocers'  licences.  Then  there  is  tki 
provision  as  to  clubs.  If  the  Govern 
ment  are  going  to  change  so  dra8tic4ni 
the  position  of  the  licensed  house,  it  u 
absolutely  necessary  to  legislate  furth^i 
for  clubs  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  gr»v< 
discrepancies  that  exist  between  th 
public-houses  and  them. 

Lastly,  I  hope  we  may  be  able  to  cora« 
to  some  agreement  as  to  the  valiubic 
Bill    of    Lord    Lamington.    A    strotu^ 
desire  prevails  that  something  should  b« 
done  in  the  direction  indicated  by  tkAt 
measure  to  remove  the  restrictions  which 
hamper  the  improvement  of  the  public- 
house.     Your  Lordships  wiU  remembw 
the  speech  of  the  Bishop  of  BirmingkuiL 
He  told  us  that  he  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  sitting  for  a  number  of  hours  in  Geniufl 
public  -  houses.      He    found  them  vrtr 
pleasant  places,  and  expressed  a  wiik 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  have  aomt- 
thing  of  the  kind  in  this  country.   In 
the  dim  and  not  distant  future  may  vp 
hope  that  some  of  us  may  live  to  see 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  and  his  brethrw 
on  the  episcopal  bench,  perchance  not 
in  their  robes  but  distingiiished  bv  tho^ 
garments  bv  which  thev  are  so  tuilv 
recognised,   sitting  together  with  thru 
wives  and  families  at  the  stone  tMe* 
which  we  know  so  well,  taking  what«>'r 
refreshments  may  seem  good  to  thAD— 
not  in  Germany,  but  in  London,  vA 
without  a  whisper  of  condemnation  from 
Church  people  at  home.    But  I  bivf 
my  doubts  whether  this  Bill  is  going  to 
help    forward    that    happy    reaKiatioo. 
Still,  if  we  could  arrive  at  agreemwit 
on  Lord  Lamington's  BiU  we  might  vrt 
hope  to  see  that  charming  picture  m 
the  flesh. 

May  I  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  f^ 
markable  speech  we  heard  last  ai|k' 
from  the  noble  Earl  on  the  croH  benches  ( 
Lord  Rosebery  is  quoted  by  ths  noW* 
Lord  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  as  ^ 
great  independent  authority  whose  ipt^ 
of  last  night  is  going  to  show  ths  ooa&tiT 
how  right  the  Government  are  »»1  ^ 
wrong  is  the  action  of  my  noble  fciisa 
and  ourselves  on  this  side.  Lord  B«»* 
bery  said  he  was  absolutely  in  f^^^^ 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  he  had  no  ikij* 
of  doubt  about  voting  for  it.    He  »« 
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voceeded  to  discosa  it  rather  fully. 
He  said— 

"  IkftTe  not  the  slightest  donbt  as  to  my  vote, 
not  (or  sll  the  details  of  the  Bill  but  certainly 
far  Che  fundamental  principle  that  nnderlies 
tkBilL** 

de  went  on  to  say  that  the  time-limit 
wuthe  fundamental  principle  that  under- 
lies the  Bill.  That  may  be  and  probably 
is »,  but  linked  up  with  the  time-limit  \s 
nueir  the  question  of  compensation.  A 
tiae-limit  would  not  be  wanted  unless 
T0a  were  coming  at  some  time  to  the  end 
of  H,  at  which  date  your  compensation 
is  to  stop.  Therefore  if  you  take  the 
^me-limit  as  a  fundamental  principle 
of  the  Bill,  I  venture  to  say  you  must 
mt^weave  also  the  compensation  clauses 
wiiich  are  bound  together  with  it. 

Let  us  see  what  followed  in  the  noble 
Esrl's  speech.  He  acknowledged  that 
interests  had  been  built  up  with  the  per- 
miasioQ  of  the  State,  and  he  went  on  to 
MT  that  logically,  that  being  so,  the 
State  should  pay  the  compensation. 
He  said — 

**  The  State  having  allowed  this  state  of  things 
to  grow  np,  in  strict  logic  it  should  pay  the. 
«OBpe]isati<m  or  most  of  the  oompensation» 
It  hu  allowed  and  tolerated  this  understanding 
it  hu  almost  enoonraffed  it»  and  why  should  the 
bvden  be  laid  on  others  which  is  due  only  to 
^smorphons  being  that  is  called  the  State.'* 

The  noble  Earl  continued — 

**  Bot  that  is  outside  the  region  of  practical 
politics.  In  the  first  place,  the  State  could  not 
tfford  it." 

IHut  does  that  mean  ?  You  have  an 
admission  that  there  is  an  interest  entitled 
to  compensation,  a  statement  that  the 
State  is  responsible  for  that  interest  and 
the  right  to  compensation,  and  there  is 
•et  up  against  it  this  extraordinary  tenet, 
that  that  is  outside  of  practical  politics 
Wause  **the  State  cannot  afford  it." 
h  it  possible  that  the  justification  of 
that  is  that  the  State  does  not  wish  to 
pay  what  it  thinks  necessary,  and  there- 
fore will  not  face  the  obligation — ^that 
the  obligation  has  to  be  faced  not  by  the 
State,  but  by  the  victims  of  the  legislation 
yott  are  trying  to  pass  %  Could  there  be 
a  stronger  condemnation  of  this  measure 
than  that ! 

The  noble  Barl  went  on  to  use  very 
remarkable  words,  particularly  for  one 
who  has  had  his  experience.  He  talked 
^  the  trade  poisoning  the  sources  of  our 


political  and  municipal  life.  That  is  a 
strongish  phrase  of  itself,  but  the  noble 
Barl  went  on  to  elaborate  it  and  every- 
one is  aware  how  much  the  noble  Earl 
knows  of  political  and  municipal  life. 
He  proceeded  to  say — ^I  am  quoting  from 
The  Times— 

*'  No  one  can  have  been  engaged  in  municipal 
life  for  any  time  or  almost  in  any  community 
without  seeing  that  the  candidates  are  chosen, 
not  with  reference  to  their  purity,  but  entirely 
in  deference  to  their  subserviency  to  the 
trade.** 

The  Barl  op  ROSBBBRY  :  I  do  not 
wish  to  interrupt  the  noble  Barl.  He 
should  omit  the  article.  I  said  "  candi- 
dates are  chosen  "  not  "  the  candidates 
are  chosen." 

Earl  CAWDOR :  I  do  not  see  the 
difference. 

The  Earl  of  ROSBBBRY:  The 
difEerence  is  between  universal  and 
occasional. 

Barl  CAWDOR  :  I  contend  that  that 
is  a  sweeping  and  unwarrantable  charge. 
I  agree  that  you  may  destroy  the  value 
of  the  interest  in  question  by  legislation, 
but,  if  you  do,  you  wiU  be  doing  an  in- 
justice absolutely  unworthy  of  the  State. 
We  have  been  told  by  several  noble 
Lords  who  sit,  some  of  them  on  this  side 
and  some  on  the  other,  that  we  are  doing 
a  very  bad  service — I  think  the  actual 
word  used  is  that  we  are  doing  a  dis- 
service— ^to  property  generally  by  linking 
it  up  with  this  particular  trade.  I  think 
that  may  be  put  too  high.  We  admit 
that  this  property  or  this  interest  is,  in 
certain  ways,  on  a  different  footing  from 
other  property.  But  I  am  not  afraid 
to  mix  up  this  particular  property  with 
property  generally.  It  is  said  that  this  is 
a  less  important  property  than  freehold, 
but  if  you  deal  in  an  unjust  way  with  this 
kind  of  property  the  precedent  may  very 
easily  spread  to  more  valuable  property 
of  every  sort  and  kind  throughout  the 
country.  Therefore,  we  are  doing  no  dis^ 
service  to  other  kinds  of  property  in 
standing  up  for  the  rights  of  smaller 
people  when  their  rights  are  unjustly  and 
inequitably  attacked.  « 

Threats  are  often  hurled  at  your  Lord- 
ships' House.    That  is  nothing  new  to  us. 
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We  are  accustomed  to  autumn  cam- 
paigns, and  I  do  not  know  that  we  are 
very  much  the  worse  for  them.  I 
sometimes  think  we  are  rather  the  better. 
But  strong  language  has  been  used 
recently  by  one  of  His  Majesty's  Ministers. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  speaking 
at  Bristol  a  short  time  ago,  used  language 
which  in  ordinary  life  one  would  call 
distinctly  aggressive.  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  instead  of  flourishing  the  banner  of 
threat  against  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
would  be  far  better  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  if  he  would  retire  to  Ireland 
and  exercise  his  authority  there  on  those 
who  very  much  need  it.  Common  sense 
and  common  honesty  condemn  this  Bill ; 
and  because  the  Bill  is  unjust,  and  there- 
fore wrong,  I  trust  your  Lordships  will 
not  accord  to  it  a  Second  Reading. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Loreburn)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  it  will 
be  in  accordance  with  your  Lordships' 
natural  inclinations  if  I  should  not  at  this 
time  of  the  day  take  any  very  long  time  in 
replying  on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's 
Government.  My  first  instinct  when  I 
learnt  that  the  death-blow  had  been 
administered  to  this  Bill  at  Lansdowne 
House  was  that  there  must  be  complete 
unreality  in  everything  that  took  place 
in  the  three  days  that  the  Bill  was  to  be 
discussed  on  Second  Reading.  But  on 
reflection  I  thought,  and  experience  has 
confirmed  it,  that  many  speeches  of  very 
great  interest  would  be  delivered,  al- 
though the  discussion  is  purely  academic, 
for  the  decision  is  foreseen  and  foreknown. 

There  have  been  two  classes  of  question 
raised — one  not  very  much  adverted  to, 
but  naturally  raised,  on  which  I  shall  say 
only  a  word,  and  that  is  the  constitutional 
aspect  of  the  proceedings  which  have 
taken  place.  My  Lords,  I  venture  to  say 
that  since  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832,  your 
Lordships'  House  has  seldom  thrown  out 
upon  Second  Reading  any  BiU  of  first- 
rate  importance  which  hsis  come  recom- 
mended by  a  considerable  majority  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Home  Rule 
Bill  was  supported  by  a  very  small 
majority  in  the  other  House,  but  I  do  not 
recollect  any  other  Bill  of  first-rate 
importance  since  1832  which  was  so 
treated.  Unless  my  memory  is  at  fault, 
the  resistance  of  the  House  of  Lords  to 
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the  Reform  Bill  of  1832  itself  was  not  by 
throwing  out  the  Bill  (m  Second  Readins, 
but  was  after  taking  and  am^iding  it. 

Here  is  a  Bill  which  comes  from  th« 
House  of  Commons  by  a  majority  of  M^ 
or  300,  supported  by  practically  all  of 
those  who  are  sent  up  especially  to 
represent  labour — that  is  to  say,  thoee 
classes  by  whom  public-houses  are  most 
used.  It  comes  after  protracted  sittin|rs 
between  February  and  November  dorimc 
the  whole  year,  and  this  House  wiO  not 
entertain  it  on  Second  Reading.  I  think 
that  is  a  very  bad  precedent,  and  I  think 
it  is  inconsistent  with  the  course  tlut 
your  Lordships'  House  has  pursued  ever 
since  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832.  Bat, 
after  all,  that  constitutional  point  is  on^ 
from  which  I  pass,  for  it  is  one  of  minor 
importcmce. 

I  come  to  the  merits  of  the  BilL  It  is 
a  measure  of  enormous  magnitude  and 
complexity.  Every  kind  of  objection  upon 
detail  has  been  invoked  against  a  Second 
Reading.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
correct  the  many,  many  misappreheii' 
sions  that  have  been  expressed.  It 
cannot  be  done.  Noble  Lords  have  no 
doubt  perfectly  honestly  endeavouftd 
to  follow  it,  and  I  admit  it  is  a  diffictilt 
subject ;  but  I  assure  your  Lordship* 
that  there  are  many  points  which  voa 
have  thoroughly  misunderstood  or  bees 
misinformed  about  in  regard  tothesoop^ 
of  the  Bill.  I  am  not  saying  that  by  wtr 
of  appeal.  I  am  perfectly  aware  tlut 
the  Bill  is  as  dead  as  a  door-naiL 

But  will  your  Lordships  allow  me 
very  shortly  to  present,  not  particuUr 
details,  but  a  general  view  of  what  the 
Government  meant  and  mean  by  the 
Bill  ?  It  seems  to  me  the  only  way  to 
counteract  the  misapprehensions  thit 
exist.  In  the  first  place,  why  did  we 
bring  in  the  Bill  at  all  ?  I  do  not  bebfTe 
I  am  a  fanatic.  I  am  not  aware  that  I 
am  prepossessed  that  way.  I  do  not 
regard  any  canon  against  drinking  si « 
necessary  eleventh  Commandment  I 
have  no  ambition  to  add  to  the  Decalo^ 
in  that  respect.  But  I  am  a  man  of 
business,  a  man  of  the  world,  I  hope,  uii 
I  can  see  the  evils  that  ate  gomg  oc 
around  us,  and  the  dangerous  ui 
frightful  consequences  to  this  conntrr 
in  all  their  aspects  arising  from  thtf 
mischief  of  driiJc.    I  see  abo  thsl  then 
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m  a  direct  conflict  in  some  respecta 
ietween  the  interests  of  this  trade  and 
tKe  interests  of  the  State.  I  have  no 
intention  of  makdog  any  attack  upon  the 
fade,  but  their  interest  is  that  people 
ikinld  drink.  Short  of  dninkeaness, 
the  more  people  drink  the  better  for  the 
tnde.  The  interest  of  the  State,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  that  the  conaumption  of 
Hqaot  should  be  greatly  restricted, 

CoDuder  what  the  actual  state  of 
dings  is.  The  drink  bill  is  £166,000,000. 
Ten  per  cent,  of  that  would  more  than  pay 
br  half  the  cost  of  our  Navy.  Compare 
it  with  Canada.  We  drink  four  times  as 
nivh  as  Canada.  I  make  allowances 
for  the  difference  of  the  chmate,  though 
thit  is  not  wholly  favourable  to  ua,  and 
the  difference  in  social  circumstances. 
If  we  dr^nk,  not  quarter,  but  a  half  of 
irhtX  ve  do,  the  people  of  this  country 
foM  be  better  off  by  £83,000,000. 
There  are  very  few  families  inthiscountry, 
I  suppose  very  few  in  this  House,  in 
thich  either  members  of  the  family 
themselves,  or  servants,  or  dependants 
'  hive  not  been  victims  of  this  frightful 
cane  and  been  the  cause  of  infinite 
miery  in  the  circles  in  which  they  live. 
"Wt  all  know  that,  though  it  does  not 
appear  in  any  record  or  statistics. 

But  if  yavL  come  to  statistics,  to  the 
micioscopic  examination  which  has  been 
made  of  the  social  fabric  during  the  last 
twenty  years,  into  every  branch  of  it, 
the  resiilta  are  appal.ing.  With  regard 
10  prisons,  the  Bishop  of  London  told  us 
that  93  per  cent,  of  the  inmates  were 
there  in  consequencs  of  drink.  I  spoke 
to  a  Judge  of  Assize  not  long  ago,  not  of 
mr  way  of  thinking  in  politics,  so  far 
u  Jndges,  except  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
tn  permitted  to  have  poUtical  opinions, 
aad  I  asked  him  how  many  of  the  cases 
that  came  before  him  at  the  last  assize 
were  doe  to  drink.  He  said  eleven  out 
of  twelve  directly,  and  the  twelfth 
indirectly.  In  the  case  of  disease,  any 
doctor  will  tell  your  Lordships  of  thi 
nuKkief  which  they  see  arise  in  theii 
drele  of  patients.  In  lunacy,  according 
to  the  last  Report  of  the  Lunacy  Com 
tnianoD.  22  per  cent,  of  the  men  confined 
lylums  were  there  dircctl] 
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The  Manchester  investigation  showed 
that  51  per  cent,  of  the  workhouse 
inmates  were  there  in  consequence  of 
drink.  The  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Housing  shows  that  bad 
housing  and  drink  act  and  re-act  so 
much  on  one  another  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  tell  which  is  the  cause  and  which 
is  the  effect.  The  best  opinion  in  regard 
to  cases  of  cruelty  to  children  is  that 
anything  up  to  90  per  cent,  of  the  cases 
of  cruelty  are  due  to  drink. 


In  regard  to  physical  deterioration, 
your  Lordships  may  have  read  the  reports 
on  that  subject,  and  there  you  wilt  have 
found  drink  described  as  a  potent  and 
deadlyagent.  Lastly,  the  noble  Uarquess 
referred  to  the  influence  of  drink  upon 
unemployment  which  we  cannot  possibly 
fathom,  but  of  which  you  will  find  this, 
that  although  there  are  many  fine  fellows 
lamentably  situated,  deserving  work  but 
unable  to  get  it,  one  of  the  difficulties  in 
providing  for  them  is  that  there  is  also 
a  number  of  unemployable  people,  un> 
employable  because  of  drink,  whose  con* 
dition  and  number  interfere  with  giving 
proper  employment  to  the  others.  It 
has  been  for  years  my  habit  to  read  all  I 
can  find  of  reports  on  social  subjects,  and 
I  have  formed  this  opinion,  that  if  only 
this  mischief  could  be  dealt  with  effectu- 
ally, whether  by  one  party  or  the  other, 
I  care  not  which,  76  per  cent,  of  the  social 
evils  in  this  country  would  settle  them- 
selves. What  strikes  me  with  astonish- 
ment and  regret  is  this,  that  in  tius  House, 
where  I  know,  and  we  all  know,  there 
are  many  men  who  give  large  sums  and 
spend  much  labour  and  time  and  thought 
in  rescuing  people  who  have  come  to 
trouble  by  reason  of  this  frightful  vice^ 
they  eeem  not  to  see  the  necessity,  and, 
if  I  may  respectfully  say  so,  the  common- 
sense  of  trying  to  stop  these  people  by 
any  means  they  can  before  they  fall  over 
the  precipice.  It  is  astonishing  to  me 
that  when  there  are  so  many  who  are 
willing  to  do  everything  for  such  people, 
they  should  fail  to  see  that  good  and  wise 
laws  of  this  kind  will  prevent  people  from 
falling.     So  much  for  the  mischief. 


These  things  show  the  extreme  danger 
dealing, 


in  Ittnatic 

hy  RMon  of  drink,  to  say  nothing  of  the    of  this  trade  with  which  we 

multitudes    who   owe    ttiei-   ' *-  '  —*  —  * — *'**' —  *•"""  "' 

Vteditary    disease    caused 
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frere  granted  tliat  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
Barjr  to  control  this  trade,  to  watch  it, 
and  not  to  allow  it.  to  obtain  an  insidious 
influence  in  any  direction.  Tlie  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  admits  the 
necessity  and  propriety  of  dealing  with 
this  evil  of  intemperance.  The  framer  of 
the  Amendment  seems  to  think  that  the 
Bill  will  not  materiall;^  improve  the  state 
of  things  which  exists.  Is  that  so  ?  Tn 
the  first  place,  let  me  say  what  has  come 
out  in  this  debate.  Of  many  of  the  minor 
portions  of  the  Bill  there  has  been  a 
chorus  of  approbation  from  all  quarters 
of  the  House.  Particular  reference  has 
been  made  to  Sunday  closing  so  far  as  it 
goes  in  the  Bill — I  believe  only  thirty- 
nine  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
were  found  to  vote  against  it.  So  far  as 
1  can  make  out,  there  woidd  not  be  any 
Members  of  this  House  who  would 
oppose  it.  Statutory  conditions  are  also 
proposed  to  give  control  over  the  arrange- 
ment of  premises  and  access  to  them, 
and  to  deal  with  the  later  opening  of 
houses  in  the  morning.  There  are  pro- 
visions to  forbid  children  from  being 
admitted  to  bars,  for  closing  houses  on 
election  days,  and  for  preventing  beer 
being  hawked  in  vans  all  over  the 
country.  No  one  is  otherwise  than 
favourable  to  all  these  provisions ; 
indeed,  everyone  approves  of  them. 

;  Then  there  are  the  provisions  as  to 
clubs.  Everyone  approves  of  them  so 
far  as  they  go.  In  my  opinion  clubs  are 
a  very  dangerous  element,  especially 
when  you  are  going  to  suppress  public- 
houses,  and  this  Bill  proposes  to  extend 
the  time  before  which  no  house  closed  as  a 
public-house  shall  be  opened  as  a  club  ; 
and  it  will  effectually  prevent  the  control 
by  brewers  of  clubs.  But  some  of  your 
Lordships  think  that  these  clubs  clauses 
should  be  made  stronger.  Well,  I  hope 
my  colleagues  will  forgive  me  for  saying 
tlukt  I  myself  heartily  wish  they  could  be 
made  stronger,  and  if  that  were  done 
you  would  have  no  more  willing  supporter 
than  myself.  No  one  denies  that  these 
clauses  so  far  as  they  go  are  good.  It  is 
the  same  with  the  off-licences.  It  may  be, 
as  some  people  think,  that  the  provisions 
in  regard  to  off-licences  are  not  strong 
enough.  Very  well,  why  not  make  them 
stronger  ?  The  cumulative  effect  of  these 
proposals  will  be  very  greatly  in  the 
direction  of  temperance,  and  that  has  not 
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been  denied  from  any  quarter  o£  tlie 
House. 

What  justification,  then,  is  there  for 
rejection  of  these  clauses  !     There  ha* 
been  a  reference  to  privilege.    What  Lb  the 
position  as  between  this  House  and  ike 
House  of  Commons  in  regard  to  matter* 
of  privilege  1    Your  Lordships  can  pro- 
tect  yourselves   perfectly    against   tnv 
abuse  of  privilege.    Supposing  this  BiU 
had  gone  into  Committee ;     supposing 
there  were  a  great  number  of  privileged 
clauses,  which  I  am  bound  to  sav  to  mr 
mind  do  not  seem  so  numerous  as  thtr 
seem  to  be  in  the  estimation  of  some 
noble  Lords ;     and  suppose  your  Lord- 
ships amended  the  clauses  and  returned 
them  to  the  House  of  Conamons  and  that 
the   House  of   Commons  then   claimed 
privilege:  that  means  simply  that  tlL« 
House   of   Commons   refuses   to   assent 
to  yotir  Amendments ;      you   are  still 
absolutely  free  to  reject  the  Bill,  to  refuse 
to  pass  it  into  law.     I  cannot  under- 
stand the  argument  when  you  have  a  Bill 
with  a  great  deal  of  good  in  it  and  some 
features  which  you  may  consider  b«L 
why  in  the  name  of  common-sense  you 
ought  to  reject  the  good,  on  the  theonr  tiut 
you  cannot  separate  the  good  from  the 
bad,  when  in  point  of  fact  you  can  do  one 
of  two  things ;    you  can  either  insist  on 
having  only  the  good  retained,  or  you  cah 
do  what  you  are  asked  to  do  now — ^thynr 
out  the  Bill.    Of  all  the  arguments  ever 
put  forward  to  justify  a  strange  constitu- 
tional precedent,  that  of  rejecting  a  Bill 
of  this  magnitude  and  with  these  anter«d- 
ents  in  such  a  way  is  one  of  the  stran|^rt 
I  ever  heard,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  prospect  is  not  appreciated  br 
noble  Lords  who  adopt  it. 

So  much  for  the  good  parts  of  the  Bill ; 
for  people  have  become  aware  that  tKerr 
are  good  points  in  the  Bill,  and  I  wish  tJiif 
had  been  recognised  earlier  during  wearr 
sittings  in  the  House  of  Commons  vha 
many  of  these  things  now  said  to  be  booii# 
were  regarded  with  very  Afferent  feelioKi^ 
Who  will  answer  for  the  opinion  of  tW 
House  of  Commons  as  to  how  tker 
would  treat  these  clausss  if  they  weis  §«■< 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons;  «ko 
will  answer  for  the  time  that  wiU  tw 
spent — and,  as  jojlc  Lordships  kno^. 
time  is  now  the  most  precious  PariianMHt- 
ary  possession  that  can  be  inmgmsd! 
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Vkf,  Bome  d&y  peoj^ewUl  lecogmee  that 
we  an  ttying  to  do  three  oi  foar  times  as 
mieh  basineaa  in  the  House  of  Commons 
tbu  cui  possibly  be  dooe.  I  speak  with 
teipect,  with  the  utmost  respect,  for  the 
Hmne  of  Commons,  where  I  sat  twenty- 
ox  Tears,  and  they  were  among  the 
htppiest  years  of  my  life ;  but  what 
ii  the  position  ?  This  Bill  was  closured 
aHiMt  HoDse,  and  I  am  glad  to  see,  and  I 
think  it  is  very  creditable  to  the  good 
fding  of  noble  Lords,  that  that  cir' 
(UDitance  has  hardly  been  alluded  to. 
h  WM  the  same  with  the  Bill  of  1904  ; 
diat  Bill  was  closured,  and  I  remember 
Dukiitg  a  protest  against  it.  We  all  do 
i»t,  but  I  most  bitterly  regret  the 
rlomring  of  this  Bill.  But  the  reign  of 
rIo«ire  has  come  to  stay  in  the  House 
of  Commons  until  such  time  as  both 
pwties  in  the  State  wilt  see  that  it  is 
nKtseAty  to  have  some  effective  instru- 
ment in  order  to  get  rid  of  bad  laws  or 
:  Mmakegoodlaws  when  they  are  needed. 

t  I  pass  from  that  subject  now  and  turn 
I  to  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  There  is  that 
'  put  relating  to  rednction  of  licences ; 
'  tktt  is  the  portion  which  has  been  so 
Rrongly  condemned.  It  is  said  to  be 
btile,  predatory,  and  vindictive.  Now 
will  yott  allow  me  to  examine  the  prin- 
-  tiple  on  which  this  redaction  rests — ^not 
gnng  into  detail,  not  dea'ing  with  Com- 
mttee  points,  but  dealing  only  with 
piiD^!e  ?  I  will  say  nothing  of  the 
Eumedy  judgment,  which  has  been  dealt 
vith  in  the  admirable  speech  of  Lord 
I^tton.  I  think  I  could  satisfy  your 
Ut^ships  that  it  was  contrary  to  the 
optessed  intention  of  the  framers  of  the 
m  of  1904.  I  will  not  say  anything 
ibont  the  length  of  the  time-limit.  I 
un  not  sanguine  enough  to  suppose  that 
is  any  length  of  time  I  could  persuade 
Tonr  Lorddiips  by  statistical  examiua- 
tioQ  that  the  period  of  time  in  the  Bill  is 
fitting.  I  am  not  dealing  with  the 
uaoiint  of  compensation  or  the  time- 
lioiC;  if  ever  there  were  things  appro- 
^iato  for  Committee  examination  they 
*n  sBch  as  these. 

I  deal  with  the  princif"  "  '  "'  "'" 
*nd  I  niH  tell  your  Lor 
propose  the  redaction  t 
«)uit  «u  the  course  of 
lodoced  me  to  accept  the ' 
in  the  BiL    The  first  pri: 


is  neaessary,  to  redooe  the  somber  lOjf 
licences,  that  is  the  indiqwnsahle  |»:e> 
liminary  to  reform  in  the  liquor  trade, 
la  that  denied  ?  The  last  speaker  (Earl 
O&wdor)  either  denied  it  or  threw  cold 
water  upon  it.  Lord  St.  Aldwyn  said 
it  is  a  principle  which  has  been  accepted 
by  both  parties.  The  noble  Marquess 
(Lord  Lansdowne)  stated  it  is  indis- 
pensable, but  it  is  a  principle  which  must 
be  treated  with  discrimination.  Well, 
yes;  everj-tbing  in  this  world  mu3t  b« 
treated  with  discrimination.  The  Bill 
of  1904  proceeded  upon  the  same  doctrine, 
I  remember  perfectly  well  the  discussions 
on  that  Bill  and  the  bitter  resistance  I 
ofiered  to  it,  for  I  knew  and  foresaw 
exactly  the  kind  of  argument  that  would 
be  baaed  upon  it,  and  I  thought  better 
leave  the  trade  to  make  its  own  insurance 
against  future  liabilities.  How  was  that 
Bill  defended  ?  It  is  true  something  was 
given  to  the  trade,  but  look  at  the  enor- 
mous and  inestimable  blessings  to  be 
derived  from  the  reduction  of  licences. 
It  is  true,  and  no  one  has  denied  it,  that 
the  prospective  reduction  Was  the  great 
thing  put  forward ;  are  we  to  have  it 
contradicted  and  denied  now  ?  It  has 
not  been  denied  by  your  Lordships.  I 
know  it  has  been  said  by  Lord  Robertson 
that  you  cannot  establish  a  statistical 
and  conclusive  proof  of  it.  Of  course  you 
cannot ;  if  you  can  prove  that  by  statis- 
tics, you  can  prove  anything  by  statistics. 
Everyone  familiar  with  this  subject, 
including  noble  Lords  on  the  front 
Opposition  bench,  as  well  as  bishops  and 
members  of  the  Government,  knows 
perfectly  well  that  you  must  reduce  the 
number  of  public-houses  for  a  variety  of 
reasons.  Because  they  offer  temptations, 
because  they  escape  control ;  because, 
as  Lord  Lytton  pointed  out,  they  make 
people  drive  the  trade  if  there  are  many 
houses  in  competition,  and  competition 
makes  a  pushing  trade,  often  an  illegiti- 
mate trade.  That  is  the  first  reason  Why 
We  started  with  a  reduction  of  licences 
as  indispensable.  Then  it  may  be  said  : 
"  Why  such  a  reduction  f  "  What  was 
the  reduction  anticipated  under  the  Act 


927 


Licensing 


{LORDS} 


B%a. 


918 


1,096 ;  the  Kennedy  judgment  required 
too  large  compensation.  What  is  the 
reduction  contemplated  under  this  Bill  ? 
2,200,  a  less  reduction  than  was  contem- 
plated by  the  framers  of  the  1904  Act. 
The  next  proposition  is  that  the  reduction 
shall  be  regulated  by  statute  and  at  the 
cost  of  the  trade ;  there  is  nothing  new 
in  this,  it  was  in  the  Bill  of  1904. 

I  will  not  enter  at  length  into  the 
qttantum  or  quality  of  the  property  or 
interest  created  by  licences ;  far  be  it 
from  me  to  enter  on  such  a  subject  now  ; 
it  would  be  mere  trifling  with  words ; 
what  took  place  is  the  important  thing. 
Previous  to  1904,  a  licence  was  annual 
and  nothing  more,  and  there  was  a  right 
to  take  a  licence  away  if  there  was  re- 
dundancy. In  1904  it  was  provided 
there  should  be  no  withdrawal  of  the 
licence  in  case  of  good  conduct  without 
compensation.  Attached  to  that  was  the 
liability  of  the  trade  to  find  the  money 
for  compensation.  Hence  there  is  no 
doubt  that  it  was  recognised  that  an 
interest  was  created  by  the  licence  of  the 
State  ;  but  it  existed  only  so  long  as  a 
monopoly  or  restricted  trade  was  per- 
mitted, which  could  be  destroyed  to- 
morrow by  free  trade  in  licences,  and 
was  of  such  a  nature  that  all  parties  agreed 
that  if  it  were  taken  away  compensation 
must  come  from  the  pockets  of  fellow 
traders.  Those  are  the  facts  we  drew 
our  conclusions  from .  It  is  an  anomalous 
and  exceptional  kind  of  property,  this 
property  in  a  licence,  and  of  an  entirely 
different  description  from  ordinary 
property. 

I  now  come  to  the  third  principle 
which  we  thought  was  necessary ;  and 
that  was  that  at  some  time — I  do  not 
enter  upon  the  question  of  what  time — it 
was  in  the  imperative  interest  of  the  State 
that  this  exceptional  and  anomalous 
right  of  renewal  should  disappear,  and 
that  the  State  should  resume  the  power 
to  refuse  the  licence  in  the  public  interest, 
tmfettered  by  the  existence  of  any  vested 
right  of  property  at  all.  Is  that  a  strong 
proposition  ?  I  imderstood  Lord  St. 
Aldwyn  to  indicate  that  the  time  should  be 
nearer  twenty-eight  years  than  fourteen 
years.  I  did  not  imderstand  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  say  it  would  be  wrong  to  resume  it  at 
any  time.     I  therefore  put  this  to  your 

Lord  Lord)um. 


Lordships  in  good  faith:  Are  j^u  pre- 
pared to  lay  down  the  rule  that  because  an 
annual  licence  was  treated  as  a  property 
of  that  kind  in  the  Act  of  1904 — contrwr 
to  the  vehement  opposition  of  some  of  ui — 
the  people  of  England  are  to  be  subjected 
to  that  burden  for  ever  ?  Surely  it  cannot 
be  that  your  Lordships  would  desire  thtt 
the  position  created  by  the  Act  of  1904 
should  be  in  perpetuity  a  huge  obstacW 
to  every  kind  of  experiment  in  temperance 
reform.  If  that  is  so,  I  hope  we  are  not 
far  from  one  another  in  this- — that  a  tim* 
may  come  at  some  date,  the  sooner  tltf 
better,  I  think,  when  the  State  shall  be  »t 
liberty  to  resiune  the  right  which  it  had  for 
400  years,  and  which,  if  the  counsels  of 
wiser  men  had  been  adopted,  it  would  still 
have  had  unqualified,  to  treat  licences 
apart  from  any  vested  interest. 

My  fourth  proposition  is  that  this  can 
only  be  done  by  exacting  the  monopoly 
value.  Every  statute  that  was  pas«^ 
from  the  commencemeit  ol  our  liceajj  g 
history  down  to  1904 — I  do  i  ot  refer  to 
the  ante -1869  licences — spoke  in  the  most 
unequivocal  terms  of  the  annual  hctntt 
as  a  licence. for  one  year  and  no  morr. 
These  three  words  "  and  no  more  "  in- 
dicated the  desire  on  the  part  of  thoir 
who  have  gone  before  us  to  make  it  clet; 
that  the  licensee  had  no  right  in  the  licrnct 
beyond  one  year.  Nevertheless,  a  claiu 
to  a  vested  interest  grew  up ;  aud  the  oclr 
way  to  prevent  the  renewal  of  anothrr 
vested  interest  is  to  sav,a8  the  late  Go^'en.- 
ment  said  in  the  Act  of  1904,  that  therv 
should  be  a  payment  for  monopoly  valur 
in  the  case  of  existing  and  in  the  case  uf 
new  licences. 

I  now  come  to  the  last  principle  of  »ll. 
We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  w*'^ 
necessary  to  have  a  scheme  for  all  En^rUrui 
and  not  a  scheme  onlv  U^r  count v  br 
county.  The  reason  for  that  in  verr 
obvious.  There  is  a  great  disparitv  it. 
the  density  of  licences  in  different  p»r** 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  In  London, 
there  are  districts  where  there  is  a  licenr' 
for  every  1,500  or  2,000  of  the  popuUti*w 
There  are  some  places  again  where  tb^ 
number  of  licences  is  a  perfect  ocaad*! 
where  there  is  one  licence  for  everv  15i> 
or  160  adult  inhabitants.  If  voa  do  «<»• 
have  some  svstem  bv  which  vou  w^mlri 

V  «  « 

be  able  to  pool  all  the  receipts  fnna  ikr 
different  levies  all  over  the  count rr  anil 
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tppk  them  so  that  the  entire  country  shall 
lire  the  benefit,  you  will  never  get  rid 
of  the  worst  cawa  of  escessive  licences, 
lUch  are  in  the  alums  of  our  great  cities. 
Yet  that  purpose,  and  that  purpose 
il«ie,  it  is  necessary  to  have  a  Commission 
lo  co-ordinate  the  schemes  of  suppression 
not  up  to  them  by  the  local  justices; 
10  keep  the  whole  of  England  in  theii 
binds  for  financial  purposes  ;  to  see  that 
ibe  levy  is  sufficient  to  go  round,  and 
tot  for  the  purpose  of  dictating  to  the 
loctl  jnstices  what  house  shall  or  shall 
notbeshut.  Itissaid:  What  right  have 
m  to  take  from  Devonshire  money 
ID  order  to  spend  it  ia  London  ?  But  if 
it  is  lawful  and  honest,  as  it  is  at  present 
under  the  Act  of  1901,  to  take  money 
Bised  by  levy  on  the  north  coast  of 
Iiwon  and  spend  it  in  Plymouth  on  the 
MUth  coast,  why  is  it  wicked  to  take  it 
ftm  Cornwall  and  spend  it  elsewhere  ^ 
These  canons  of  ethics  are  too  subtle  for 


I     Taeie  are  the  principles  contained  in 

[  4(  Bill,  strippai   of   the   multiplicity 

i  'i  necessary  detail,  and  I  maintain  that 

m  Ear  as  these  principles  are  concerned, 

'  nrry  one  of  them  has  been  supported  by 

dvlirstiona  of  the  leaders  of  the  Con- 

"fitive   Party,    and     illustratid     in 

tb;  legislation    which   they   themselves 

.  Uwpassei.   The  fate  of  the  Billl  know 


is  decided.  It  is  not  altogether  in  the 
interest  of  the  Government,  believe  me, 
that  I  object  to  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  hy  the  leaier  of  the  Opposition. 
I  know  very  well  that  the  subject  is  un- 
popular, and  it  may  have  influenced  the 
recent  bye -elections.  But  I  think  it  is 
our  duty  to  stand  by  the  Bill,  no  matter 
how  many  bye-elections  may  have  gone 
against  us.  No  Government  will  lose  in 
the  long  run  by  holding  to  what  it  believes 
to  be  honest  and  right.  If  you  can  show 
us  that  we  ate  wrong  why  have  you  not 
gone  into  Committee  and  considered 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  so  that  we  may" 
convince  you,  or  be  convinced  by  you  ? 
What  right  have  you  to  suppose  that  we 
are  desirous  of  acting  dishonestly  by  any- 
trade  ?  We  shall  be  overwhelmed  of 
course.  But  with  all  respect  to  the  noble 
Marquess  who  leads  the  Opposition,  and 
I  feel  a  real  respect  for  him,  I  say  it  will 
not  be  to  his  honour,  it  will  not  be  to  his 
credit,  that  this  Bill  is  rejected,  for  it 
is  the  triumph  of  a  trade  over  the  com- 
munity, it  is  the  victory  of  wrong  over 
rigHt. 

On  Question,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out,  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

On  Question,  Their  Lordships  divided  L- 
— Contents,  96  ;   Not-Contents,  272. 
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Braybrooke,  L. 
Brodrick,  L.     ( F.  Mididom,] 
Brougham  and  Vaox,  L. 
Burton,  L. 
Calthorpe,  L. 
Carew,  L. 
Castlemaine,  L. 
Chaworth,  L.     (S,  Mmih,) 
Cheylesmore,  L. 
Churston,  L. 
Clanwilliam,  L.      (£.  CU»v^ 

liam.) 
Clements,  L.     {E,Lcilrtm.' 
Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  L 
Clinton,  L. 
Clonbrock,  L. 
rioncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Collins,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Dawnay.  L.     ( F.  />mmm.^ 
De  L'Isle  and  Dudky,  U  , 
De  Ramsey,  L. 


f» 
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DermmOTe,  L.  -f 

Doogl&s.  L.     (£.  Home.) 

Bunmore,  L.     (£.  Dumnore.) 

fi]eBb«Tocigh»  L. 

Bplin4toiie»  L. 

£nlaiie,L. 

Eftcourt,  L. 

Mer,L. 

I^irivr,  L.    (M.  ^fUu^aw.) 

hanuu^h^  L.     (^.  Erne,) 

Fomtei;  L. 

Cr^de  Riithyn*  L 
CttMt4i«d^  L.        (^.       EnniS' 

men.) 
Earieeh,L. 

flutiaiiiere,  L. 

EMtingi,  L. 

HAtbeiton,  L. 

E»wke,L. 

ffiftdBp,  L. 

Eothfield^L. 

E7fcofi,L. 

J4iiie«,L. 

Knunare,  L.     (£.  itenmare.) 

Xenry,  L.      {E,  Dunravefiand 
M<mnt'EaH.) 

Kfimngitop^  li. 

KeBjoiiy  li. 

lillMiin,  L. 

KilmMiiock,  L.     (E.  ErroU,) 


(X.  Henniker.) 
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Kinross,  L. 

Kintore,  L.    {E.  Kintore,) 

KlXBItshOTGUghf  L. . 

Lawrence,  L. 
Leoonfield,  L. 
Leigh,  L. 

Leith  of  Fvyiei  L, 
Lilford,  L. 
Llangattock,  L. 
Ludlow,  L.       > 
Jjongui,  L.     . 
Maonaghten,  L, 
Manners,  L. 
Massy,  L. 
Meldrum,  L. 
Bliddleton,  L. 
Minster,    L. 

ham,) 

Monckton,  L.    ( F.  Galtcay,) 
Mount,  Stephen »  L. 
Mowbray,  L. 
Muncaster,  L.  ', 
Muskerry,  Li    '< 
North,  L. 

Oranmore  and  Browne,  L. 
Ormathwaite,  L. 
Playf air,  L. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Ponsonby,      L.       {E,      Bess 

horaugk)] 
Ramsay,  L.    {E.  Daihoueie.) 
Ranfnrly,  L.    {E,  Banfurly,) 
Rathmore,  L. 
Ravensworth,  L. 
Ravelstoke,  L. ' 
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(M,  Hwtay,) 
(M,    Conyng- 


Robertson,  "L. 

Rosmead,  L. 

Rothschild,  L. 

St^  John  of  Bletsoe,  L.  . 

St.  Oswald,  L. 

Saltoun,  L. 

Sandetson,  L. 

Sandys,  L. 

Seaton,  L. 

Shei borne,  L. 

I^ute,  L.    ( V,  Barrinffton,) 

SomerhiU,    L.  '  {M.     Clanri- 

carde.) 
Somerton,  L.    (E,  Normanion.) 
Southampton,  L. 
Stalbridge,  L. 
Stewart  of  Oarlies,  L. 

{E.  Qallovcay) 
Stratheden  and  Campbell,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Teynham,  L. 
Trevor,  L. 

Tweeddale,  L.  {M,  Tweeddale.) 
Vaux  of  Harrowden,  L. 
Vivian,  L. 
Waleran,  L. 

Wemyss,  L.     {E,  Wemyse.) 
Wenlock,  L. 
Westbury,  L. 
Wiean,  L.     {E.  Crawford,) 
Wifioughby  de  Broke,  L. 
WolvertOn,  L, 

Worlingham,  L.     {E,  OoefordJ) 
Wynf  ord,  L. 


"Resolved,  This  House,  while  ready  to 
consider  favourably  any  Amendments 
wtiich  experience  has  shown  to  be  neces- 
S4ry  in  the  law  regulating  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  declines  to  proceed 
farther  with  a  measure  which,  without 
materially  advancing  the  cause  of  tem- 
perance, would  occasion  grave  incon- 
Tenience  to  many  of  His  Majesty's 
fubjects,  and  violate  every  principle 
of  equity  in  its  dealings  with  the  numerous 
classes  whose  interests  will  be  affected 
by  the  Bill." 

Houae     adjourned     at  twenty 

minutes  past  Seven  o'clock, 

to    Monday    next,  Eleven 
o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS. 
FrOay,  27rt  November,  1908. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve   noon  of 
Ae  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


London  (Westminster  and  Kensington) 
Beetrie  Supply  Companies  Bill  [Lords]. 


— ^Reported,  with  Amendments ;   Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EAST  INDIA  (MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

Return  [presented  26tli  November] 
to  be  printed.    [No.  338.] 

NATAL. 

Copy  presented,  of  Papers  relating 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Alfred  Mangena  [by 
Command] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  of  Ad* 
vances  made  under  the  Lrish  Land  Act, 
1903,  during  the  month  of  April,  1908 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Copy  presented,  of  Draft  Regulations 
under  Clause  2  of  the  Bill  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BUILDING  GRANTS. 

Copy  presented,  of  further  Statement 
showing  the  Cases  in  which  the  Board 
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of  Education  have  received  Applications 
from  Local  Education  Authorities  for 
Special  Grants  for  the  Building  of  New 
Public  Elementary  Schools,  and  the 
stage  which  each  Case  had  reached  on 
31st  October,  1908  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS,  INCLUD- 
ING TELEPHONES. 

Account  presented,  showing  the  gross 
amount  received  and  expended  on  account 
of  the  Telegraph  Service  during  the 
year  ended  31st  March,  1908,  etc.  [by 
Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  339.] 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Biyiiion  of  Untenanted  Land  on  Estate 
of  Mrs.  Shelton  at  Beaufort. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (Limerick, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  say 
when  the  grazing  lettings  on  the  estate  of 
Mrs.  Shelton  at  Beaufort  will  end ;  and 
when  will  the  Estates  Commissioners  take 
over  the  place  and  divide  the  untenanted 
land  on  it. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  are  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  furnish  the  information  asked 
for.  The  papers  in  connection  with  the 
estate  are  with  their  inspector  with  a  view 
to  the  preparation  of  a  scheme  for  the 
distribution  of  the  lands.  The  Com- 
missioners cannot  take  over  possession 
until  the  scheme  has  been  settled. 

Delay  in  Beinstatement  of  Evicted 
Tenants  at  Lane  Joynt  Estate. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  say  what  is  the  cause 
of  delay  in  reinstating  the  evicted  tenants 
on  the  estate  of  Lane  Joynt  at  Aughanish, 
in  the  County  of  Limerick ;  and  why  will 
not  the  Estates  Commissioners  put  into 
operation  the  compulsory  provisions  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Act  in  this  case. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  proceed- 


ings have  been  instituted  for  the  sale  to- 
them  of  these  lands  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903.  It  would  be 
contrary  to  the  establie^d  practice  to- 
state  the  reasons  which  actuate  the 
Commissioners  in  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion. 

Distribution  of  XTntenanted  Land  on  the 
Kassey  Estate. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  say  what  steps  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  taken  to 
acquire  the  untenanted  land  on  the 
Massey  estate,  situate  at  Glenville  and 
Ballylin,  in  the  County  of  I#imerick; 
and  whether  there  is  any  likelihood  of 
an  agreement  in  the  matter  being  come  to. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  had  a  preliminary 
inspection  made  of  the  lands  referred  to 
with  a  view  to  intimating  to  the  owner  the 
price  they  will  be  prepared  to  advance  if 
formal  proceedings  for  the  sale  of  the 
lands  are  instituted.  The  Commissioners 
are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  say 
whether  an  agreement  is  likely  to  be 
arrived  at. 

Evicted  Tenants— Application  of 
Hrs.  B.  O'Connell. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the- 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  say  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  received  an  applica- 
tion from  Mrs.  Bridget  O'Connell,  of 
Ards,  Ballygran,  Charleville,  in  the 
County  of  Limerick,  evicted  tenant,, 
for  a  portion  of  the  untenanted  lands  at 
Cappananty,  on  the  estate  of  Captain 
Lyons ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  her  people  lived 
on  the  estate,  and  also  to  the  fact  that  she 
has  three  sons  who  are  able  to  work  land 
and  who  have  good  recommendations  a* 
to  character,  they  will  favourably  consider 
her  claim. 

{Af^wered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estate* 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  have  , 
received  an  application  from  Mrs.  Bridget 
Connell  in  reference  to  a  holding  of  three 
and  a  half  acres  at  one  time  occupied  by 
her  husband.  The  Commissioners  have 
decided  to  take  no  action  in  the  matter. 
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Oday  in  Eeinitatement  of  Evieted 
TouuiU  on  the  Waller  Estate. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  To  ask  the 
Ourf  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  i{  he  can  say  what  is  the  cause 
of  deiay  on  the  part  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners  in  reinstating  and  making 
provision  for  the  evicted  tenants  on  the 
Waller  estate  at  Pallaskenry  and  other 
districts  in  the  County  of  Limerick. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  notified  in  the 
Dublin  Grazette  their  intention  of  acquir- 
ing compulsorily  imder  the  Evicted  Ten- 
ints  Act  certain  lands  on  the  Waller 
estate.  The  lands  have  been  inspected, 
md  the  Commissioners  will,  in  due 
course,  consider  their  inspector's  report 
with  a  view  to  making  an  ofier  under  the 
Act. 

Bifik  Laaye  of  Colonial  Offioe  Staff  in 
BritUh  East  Africa. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-PORSTER  (Croydon) : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
tiie  Colonies  whether  a  regulation  or 
order  has  recently  been  issued  in  British 
East  AMca  by  the  Colonial  Office  limiting 
the  period  of  illness  on  the  sick  list  for 
officials  to  ten  dajB  at  one  time,  or  twenty- 
eight  days  in  the  year,  after  which  such 
officials  are  to  be  placed  on  half -pay,  and 
if  sach  order  has  been  incorporated  in  the 

Svincial   gazettes   throughout    Britbh 
tt  Africa. 

(Antibertd  by  Colonel  Seely.)  Such  a 
regulation  was  recently  issued,  but  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  approved  of  its 
withdrawal,  and  in  future  a  maximum 
of  forty-five  days  sick  leave  per  annum 
▼ill  be  allowed. 

Subsidies  to  Steamship  Lines. 
Kb.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  To 
wk  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
^ther  he  is  aware  that  the  conditions 
tttsching  to  a  subsidy  in  Germany  for  a 
steamship  line  prohibit  any  change  in  the 
»te  of  freight  without  the  consent  of  the 
Imperial  Chancellor,  and  in  Austria 
without  the  consent  of  the  Minister  of 
Commerce ;  and  whether  any  steps  are 
^  be  taken  in  regard  to  all  future  subsidies 
to  prevent  the  undue  raising  of  freights 
*giin«t  British  traders  and  any  action 
itt  restriction  of  trade. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  ChurchUL)  I  am 
aware  that  the '  subsidies  granted  to* 
certain  steamship  lines  in  Germany  and. 
Austria  have  been  subject  to  the  condi- 
tion stated.  Payments  made  to  British 
steamship  companies  by  His  Majesty's 
Gh>vemment  are,  generally  speaking,, 
payments  for  services  rendered,  and  their 
amount  would  presumably  have  to  b& 
increased  if  the  regulation  of  freight  rates 
were  made  an  invariable  condition.  I 
will  consider  whether  any  steps  are^ 
necessary  with  regard  to  the  matter  whea 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Shipping  Rings 
and  Conferences  has  issued  its  Report. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  reference  to  the 
subsidy  agreement  of  the  Cunard  Steam* 
ship  Company  of  30th  July,  1903,  under 
Part  I.,  Article  (5),  to  carry  on  its  busi- 
ness  to  the  best  advantage,  not  unduly  to 
raise  the  freights  or  charges  for  the 
carriage  of  goods  in  any  of  its  services^ 
and  to  give  no  undue  preference  as 
against  British  subjects,  what  check  the 
Board  of  Trade  are  able  to  impose  to  see 
that  the  agreement  is  carried  out  in  spirit 
as  well  as  in  letter ;  whether  any  conflict 
of  opinion  has  yet  arisen  ;  and  whether 
similar  conditions  have  been  imposed  in. 
the  case  of  any  other  subsidy. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
Board  of  Trade  carefully  investigate  any^ 
complaints  made  to  them  with  regard, 
to  the  freight  rates  charged  by  the 
Cunard  Steamship  Company,and  if  there 
should  in  any  case  be  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  rate  was  unduly  raised  or  gave 
an  undue  preference  as  against  British 
subjects  the  matter  would  be  taken  up- 
with  the  company.  There  has  been  no- 
conflict  of  opinion  with  regard  to  this 
matter  between  the  Board  and  the  com- 
pany. Conditions  regulating  to  some 
extent  rates  of  freight  are  to  be  foimd  in. 
the  contract  of  19th  April,  1900,  with 
Messrs.  Elder  Dempster  and  Companjr 
for  a  steamship  service  between  Jamaica 
and  the  United  Blingdom  (Cd.  175),  and 
in  the  contract  of  29th  August,  1907, 
with  the  Royal  Mail  Steam  Packet  Com- 
pany with  respect  to  the  West  Indian 
Inter-Colonial  mail  service  (Parliamen- 
tary Paper,  No.  24).  I  understand  that 
the  Post  Office  mail  contracts  with  the 
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Peninsuli^  and  Oriental  Steam  Nayiga- 
tion  Company  and  the  Canadian  Pacific 
B&ilway  Company  contain  clauses  pio- 
lilbiting  undue  prefeience  being  given  as 
against  British  subjects.  The  Board 
liave  no  reason  to  think  that  the  Cunard 
Company  have  not  fully  complied  with 
the  provisions  of  the  agreement  both  in 
spirit  and  letter. 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  :  To  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Annual 
Report  on  the  Straits  Settlements  for  the 
year  1907,  and  to  pages  48  and  49,  deal- 
ing with  the  effect  on  trade  due  to  the 
action  of  shipping  conferences  and  the 
liardships  inflicted  on  British  tramp 
steamers  and  sailing  vessels,  which  have 
been  almost  entirely  driven  out  of  a  trade 
in  which  they  used  largely  to  participate  ; 
and  whether,  in  the  event  of  no  legisla- 
tion being  contemplated  by  the  Govern- 
ment next  year  in  reference  to  shipping 
rings  and  conferencen,  the  (Jovemment 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  holding 
a  conference,  in  which  the  self-governing 
Colouies  and  the  Dependencies  of  the 
Empire  may  participate,  to  consider 
whether  it  is  advisable  to  strengthen  the 
law  in  regard  to  combinations  in  re- 
straint of  iiee  trade  or  to  take  any  other 
action. 

{AnstDcred  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers.  The 
whole  question  of  shipping  rings  and 
conferences  is  at  present  being  inquired 
into  by  a  Royal  Commission.  The 
Report  of  the  Commission  will,  I  under- 
stand, be  issued  shortly,  and  the  ad- 
visability of  legislative  or  other  action 
clealing  with  this  subject  will  then  be 
considered. 

The  Salvation  Army. 
Mr.  W.  T.  WILSON  (Lancashire, 
"Westhoughton) :  To  ask  the  President 
<of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
Salvati<Hi  Army  is  registered  as  a  trading 
company;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  makes 
the  Returns  to  the  Board  of  Trade  as 
required  by  the  Companies  Acts,  and 
whether  it  supplies  tne  particulars  as 
required  by  the  Census  of  Production  Act. 

{Anstpered  by  Mr.  ChurchiU.)  The 
Salvation  Army  is  not  registered  under 


the  Companies  Acts  and  does  nat  -make 
any  of  the  Retums  required  by  those 
Acts.  There  is,  however,  on  the  regbter 
a  company  limited  by  guarantee  oaHed 
the  Salvation  Army  Assurance  SodetT, 
Limited,  which  renders  the  Betuns 
required  of  companies  so  limited.  ThiBre 
are  also  on  the  register  other  companies 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  bod 
and  buildings  for  the  use  of  the  Salvatkm 
Army  in  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Instances  of  these  are  the 
Southend  Citadel  Company,  Limited, 
and  the  Willesden  Oreen  Citadel  Com* 
pany,  Limited.  These  Companies  in 
limited  by  shares  and  render  the  Returns 
required  of  companies  so  limited.  The 
Salvation  Army  is  liable  to  suf^Jy 
particulars  under  the  Census  of  Prodiic> 
tion  Act  in  respect  of  the  numerous  trades 
in  which  it  is  engaged,  and  schedules  of 
questions  have  been  issued  to  it  in  the 
ordinary  course. 

House  of  Commons— Booms  ftnr  OflUiili* 
Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  if 
he  would  enumerate  the  number  of  rooms 
in  this  House  used  bv  Biinisters  snd 
Members  of  Parliament,  stating  the 
office  or  position  for  which  each  room  is 
allotted. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  L.  Hareourt.)  Rooms 
are  provided  for  all  Ministers,  for  tbe 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative,  Unionist, 
Irish,  Welsh,  and  Labour  Parties,  sod 
for  the  Whips  of  the  Government, 
Opposition,  Irish,  and  Labour  Parties. 

Oorerament  Contraets— Pfty  of 
Csrpentsn. 

Mr.  W.  T.  WILSON :  To  ask  th« 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  if  be  it 
aware  that,  according  to  the  Report  of 
the  Labour  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  the  wages  of  carpenters  and 
joiners  working  within  a  radius  of  twrits 
miles  of  Charing  Cross  are  given  as  l(Ud. 

r  hour ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  this 
act,  he  will  insist  upon  all  firms  irb« 
secure  Government  work  within  tkU 
radius  over  which  he  has  control  paving 
10|d.  per  hour  to  the  carpenters  in  Uieir 
employ. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  L»  Hartoutu)  Tho 
Report    referred    to    gives    informstios 
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famished  to  the  Board  of  Trade  by 
uBociAtions  connected  with  the  building 
tnde.  It  represents  an  agreement  ar- 
imd  at  between  the  London  Master 
Builders'  Association  and  the  London 
Trade  unions.  From  the  best  informa- 
^on  I  can  obtain  the  rate  of  10^.  an 
hm  adopted  in  this  agreement  for  car- 
penters is  not,  to  use  the  language  of  the 
Fiir  Wages  Resolution  of  this  House, 
"  generally  accepted  as  current  in  the  trade 
in  competent  workmen,"  as  between 
beal  employers  and  workmen,  in  certain 
pbces  in  the  outer  fringe  of  the  area 
witlun  the  twelve-mile  radius;  and  it 
tj^iears  that  the  London  associations 
ksve  not  been  able  to  enforce  a  rate  of 
lOJd.  for  carpenters  in  those  districts, 
iltlioagh  in  some  instances  that  rate  is 
p«d.  Having  regard  to  the  terms  of  the 
Beaolution  of  the  House  I  do  not  see  how 
I  can  compel  contractors  in  those  dis- 
tricts to  pay  the  lOJd.  rate  where  I  find 
tkat  there  is  another  and  lower  rate 
bcally  current. 

Banow-in-Tumesi  Distress  Committee. 

Mb.  bell  (Derby):  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  be  can  state  when  the  distress 
committee  was  formed  in  Barrow-in* 
Fsmess ;  how  many  unemployed  work- 
on  had  registered  their  names  on  the 
raemployed  register;  when  did  th^ 
dtttress  committee  apply  for  a  grant 
bom  the  (jrovemment'ft  unemployed  fund; 
wken  was  the  grant  made  ;  and  for  how 
ttsch. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums,)  The 
cfBcial  papers  relating  to  this  matter 
«re  in  the  hands  of  my  inspector  who 
U  bokling  an  inquiry  to-day  at  Barrow 
«nd  I  cannot  therefore  give  precise 
replies  to  pU  these  Questions.  I  may 
ity,  however,  that  the  distress  committee 
^  formed  in  1905,  that  the  number 
of  registered  aj^licants  on  9th  November 
^»s  1,757,. and  that  on  the  14th  instant 
«  payment  of  £500  was  made  to  the 
<!<^iuaittee,  and  a  similar  payment  on 
tke  16th. 

livrylNuie  and  Oughardnim  Estates— 
Bii(oratio]i  of  SVioted  Tenants. 

Hi.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
^•Di^,  N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
te  tke  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 


the  Estates  Commissioners  have  acquired* 
or  are  in  course  of  acquiring,  the  lands 
of  Lowrybane  and  Ougherdrum,  near 
Castlecauldwell»  County  Fermanagh. ;  and, 
it  so,  are  these  lands  untenanted  lands, 
and  will  they  be  made  available  for  the 
restoration  of  evicted  tenants  residing 
in  the  district,  and,  amongst  others,  of 
John  Graham  of  Banagh,  Clonkelly, 
who  lives  within  a  few  miles  and  has  a 
strong  and  willing  famih  well  able  to 
work  a  holding. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply  to 
his  previous  Question  of  4th  February 
last  on  this  subject.  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  that  reply  at  present. 

Cost  of  Irish  Land  Policy* 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ifeland  if  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  cplculations 
which  purport  to  show  that  £180,000,000 
will  probably  be  required  fcr  completing 
the  policy  of  land  purchase  under  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  1903. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birreil.)  I  have 
not  suggested  that  £180,000,000  will 
probably  be  required  to  complete  land 
purchase.  I  named  that  amount  as  the 
present  estimate  of  the  size  of  the  problem 
as  existing  in  1903,  assuming  that  land 
purchase  was  to  be  carried  through  to 
completion.  A  Return  showing  how 
that  estimate  was  arrived  at  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days. 

Distribution  of  Grant  to  Irish  National 
School  Teachers. 
Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County,  Os- 
sory) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as 
the  supplementary  grant  of  £114,000 
was  voted  to  increase  the  salaries  of  all 
national  teachers  in  Ireland  and  its 
distributi(Mi  regulated  by  Parliament,  he. 
will  state  on  what  authority  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  are 
acting  in  imposing  new  conditions  as  to 
th^  future ;  distribution  of  the  granjt. . 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birreil.)  The  Com- 
mtsfsion^rs  of  National  Education  .inform 
me   that   they  bare  imposed  no  new 


of  the  grant. 
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conditions  as  to  the  future  distribution  |  ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 

AND  WALES)  [GRANTS]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising 
the  payment  of  certain  Parliamentanr 
Grants  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  session  to  make  further  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  Elementary  Edu- 
cation in  England  and  Wales  (Kings 
Recommendation  signified),  upon  Mon- 
day next. — (Mr.  Rundman.) 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"An  Act  to  consolidate  Enactments 
relating  to  the  Post  Office."  [Post  Office 
Consolidation  Bill  [Lords].] 


POST     OFFICE    CONSOLIDATION    BILL 

pLiOBDS]. 

Read  the  first  time :  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  385.] 


SELECTTON    (STANDING    COMMITTEES) 

1 1  Sir  William  Brampton  Gurdon  re- 
.  ported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ; 
That  they  had  discharged  the  following 
Member  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Scottish  Bills  :  Mr.  Waldron  ;  and 
had  appointed  in  substitution  (in  respect 
of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Scotland) 
and  the  Local  (]k»vemment  (Scotland) 
Bills) :    Mr.  Wabond. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  ON  FRIDAY. 

Mr.  CORRIE  grant  (Warwickshire, 
Rugby)  said  he  wished  to  ask  the  Hoire 
Secretary  a  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  private 
notice. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  present. 

Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT :  May  I  address 
it  to  the  Under-Secretary  1 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Ho  is  not  here. 

Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT :  That  being 
80,  what  remedy  have  1 7 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
can  put  down  a  Question  for  Monday. 

Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT :  As  there  are 
forty  Members  present,  may  I  ask  leave 
to  call  attention  to  the  matter  on  a  Motion 
for  adjournment  t 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  adjournment  of 
the  House  cannot  be  moved  on  Friday. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  <ELEMEK- 
TARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  (No  2)  BILL)  (ALU)CATION 
OF  TIME). 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD    OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  As- 
QUITH,   Fifeshire,    K):    The    Hooae    is 
aware  that  it  is  never  to  me  a  ctMigeoiAl 
task  to  submit  one  of  these  procedure 
Resolutions,  and  on  the  present  oocasioo, 
for  obvious  reasons,  I  approach  that  duty 
with  exceptional  reluctance.  The  peculiar 
and,   indeed,    unique    circumstanceB    in 
which  this  Bill  originated  are  familiar  to 
all  of  us,  and  obviously  it  could  not  pa» 
through  all  its  stages  in  this  House  with- 
out these  facilities  bein^  given  to  it    I 
had  at  one  time  hoped  it  wouM  be  pos- 
sible ;  but  further  inquiry  has  shown  as 
that,  in  view  of  the  time  of  year  whidt 
we  have  reached,  and  the  necessity  of 
the  Bill  becoming  law  promptly,  some 
moderate  curtailment  of  time,  and  some 
proper  allocation  of  time,  is  indispeuaUf 
necessary.    I  am  quite  sure  there  is  not 
a  man  on  either  side  in  this  House  who 
does  not  know  as  well  as  1  do  that  if  no 
such  Resolution  were  adopted  there  is  doc 
the  remotest  chance  of    this  Bill  ever 
reaching  the  House  of  Lords  in  time  far 
passing  into  law  in  the  present  ^esr.    It 
may  be  said — Why  did  we  not  mtrodoos 
it  earlier  t    But  this  Bill,  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  know,  is  the  resoh  of 
prolonged  communications  and  negoos- 
tions    carried     on     for    months   on  s 
subject    of  very  exceptional    difficulty, 
and    between    parties    whose    intereiu 
for  a  long  time  appeared  irreconcilsUe- 
At   the  very  first  moment   that  those 
negotiations  approached,  I  will  not  mj 
a    conclusion,    nut    within    messanblp 
distance  of  a  conclusion,  this  Bill  w 
drafted    and    presented    to    the  Hoo» 
without  delay.    Therefore,  the  Gef«nH 
ment  cannot  charge  themselves  with  soy 
neglect  in  this  matter.     If  that  bs  lo, 
and  I  think  I  am  staling  bets  whick, 
whatever  dialectical  si^gumenu  ws  msj 
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FMort  to,  are  facts  familiar  to  us  all  and 
indispatab^e,  the  substantial  question  is 
whether  in  the  Resolution  which  I  have 
pot  down  adequate  time  is  given  to  the 
diaeussion  of  the  subject  as  a  whole,  and, 
Dext,   whether  a  reasonable   propt)rtion 
of   tiipe    has    been    given    to  different 
bnodiea  of  the  subject.     Upon  the  first 
point  I  may  remind  the  House  of  two 
things.     The  subject-matter  with  which 
W6   Are    dealing  is  in  no  sense  novel. 
There  is  not  a  single  argument  relative 
or  material  to  it  which  has  not  done  duty 
<m  previous  Bills  on  the  platform  and  in 
the  House  of  Commons.     But  quite  apart 
from  that,  as  I  ventured  to  remind  the 
House  yesterday,  the  real  question  which 
^nses  in  this  case  is  not  so  much  what 
csn  be  said  on  the  matter  of  principle 
for  or  against  these  particular  provisions, 
hot  whether  the  various  provisions,  taken 
together,  after  proper  scrutiny,  do  or  do 
HOC   constitute  a  reasonable  and   satis- 
bctory  view  of  the  situation.     I  think 
one   illustration    will    show  the  House 
what  I  mean  by  a  perfectly  reasonable 
view  of   the  situation.     Take  the  case 
which    is   provided  for  by  the  second 
dsQse.     The  proposed  right  of  entry  is 
given  for  the  first  time  to  denominational 
teachers    in    provided  schools.     In   our 
view,  whether  we  are  right  or  wrong, 
that  is  an  essential  part  of  this  com- 
promise.    You  might  discuss  for  months 
whether  the  right  of  entry  is  right ;  but 
in  oar  view  it  is  an  essential  and  integral 
part  of  the  arrangement.     Therefore,  I 
would   submit   that  any  discussion    on 
what  I  may  call  the  abstract  merits  at 
(Us  stage  is  not  a  relevant  discussion. 
On  the  other  hand,  whether  or  not  the 
apprehension  which  I  find  is  expressed 
in  some  quarters  deserving  of  the  highest 
rospect  as  to  whether  the  right  of  entry 
is  or  is  not  clearly  defined  and  adequately 
sifegaarded  against  possible  suppression 
is  well-grounded,  is  a  most  material  point, 
sad  is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee might  reasonably  spend  its  time. 
I  give  that  only  as  an  illustration  to  show 
what  is  the  true  function  of  the  Gom- 
Buttee    on    a    Bill    presented    in    such 
cticnmstances  and  with  such  a  peculiar 
origin  as  that  now  before   the   House. 
That  being  so,  it  appears  to  us  that,  large 
uni  far-reaching  as  are  the  questions  of 
principle    raised    by   these    five  or  six 
Manses,  having    regard  to  their    inter- 
dependence as  part  of  one   scheme,  an 
•w|uate  amount  of  time  will  be  given 


in  the  six  days  to  make  perfectly  clear 
anything  that  is  doubtful,  to  fill  up  any 
gaps  that  may  exist,  and  to  strengthen 
any  safeguards  that  appear  insufficiently 
secure,  in  order  to  see  that  the  arrange- 
ment as  a  whole  is  carried  through. 
I  come  now  to  the  allocation  of  time  as 
between  the  different  subjects  in  the 
Bill.  We  propose  to  give  the  whole  of 
the  first  day  to  the  discussion  of  the  first 
clause,  the  one  that  sets  up  what  I  may 
call  the  general  national  system,  under 
which  all  schools  assisted  by  rate  aid  will 
require  to  be  under  the  control  of  the 
public  authority,  with  the  teachers  to  be 
appointed  by  that  authority,  and  so 
forth.  That  is  what  1  may  call,  using 
rough  and  popular  language,  the  great 
concession  to  Nonconformist  opinion,  and 
no  doubt  it  requires  a  whole  day  for  its 
discussion.  I  am  assuming  what  is  to 
be  the  proper  function  of  Committee  in 
relation  to  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Nobody 
would  cheer  more  loudly  than  I  if  a 
solution  of  the  education  question  could 
be  embodied  in  a  Bill  containing  only 
that  one  clause.  On  the  second  day  I 
propose  to  deal  with  the  second  clause, 
giving  what  is  known  as  the  right  of 
entry.  This,  to  use  again  popular 
language,  is  the  granting  of  the  counter- 
vailing concession  to  the  denomina- 
tionalists.  On  the  third  day  we  put 
forward — and  this  is  most  important — 
the  Report  stage  of  .the  Financial  Resolu- 
tions. On  that  can  be  raised  the  whole 
question,  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  and  the 
Schedules,  of  the  present  principle  and 
general  effect  of  the  proposed  financial 
arrangements,  as  to  whether  or  not  this 
is  a  fair  bargain  with  regard  to  con- 
tracting-out  schools.  This  is  relative  to 
Clause  3,  which  is  grouped  with  it,  and 
provides  for  contracting  out.  On  the 
fourth  day  we  come  to  matters  that  are 
not  unimportant  though  of  subordinate 
importance.  Clauses  4  and  5  provide  for 
the  transfer  of  the  existing  voluntary 
schools  to  the  public  authority.  Clause 
6,  to  be  taken  in  the  first  part  of  the  next 
day,  deals  with  the  same  subject  matter 
and  the  remainder  of  that  day  is  given 
to  the  three  following  clauses  about  which 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  controversy. 
Clauses  11  and  12  are  formal  and  will 
be  taken  on  the  last  day  with  Clause  10, 
which  is  an  important  one  because  it 
deals  with  the  unification  of  grants  to  the 
local  authority.  The  Schedules  will  also 
be  taken  on  that  day. 
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Lord  R  GEC^L  (Maryl^bone,  £.)  : 
And  the  new  clouBes  1 


Mr.  A8QUITH:  If  there  be  any. 

Lord  K.  CECIL :  There  are  some  on 
the  Paper  now. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  was  not  aware  of 
that.  If  there  are  any  new  clauses  they 
will  be  discussed  then.  I  think  that  is 
a  fair  allocation  as  between  the  different 
subject  matters  of  the  clauses.  If,  for 
the  reasons  that  I  have  stated,  the  House 
agrees,  however  reluctantly,  with  the 
Gk)vernment  that  if  the  Bill  is  to  pass 
into  law  some  compulsory  allocation  of 
time  must  be  made,  then  I  hope  that 
they  will  further  agree  that  after  a  good 
deal  of  thought  we  have  placed  on  the 
Table  a  reasonable  and  practicable  scheme 
which  they  will  be  disposed  to  accept.  I 
beg  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Committee  Stage,  Report 
stage,  and  Third  Reading  of  the 
Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  the  necessary 
stages  of  the  Financial  Resolution 
relating  thereto,  shall  be  proceeded 
with  as  follows: — I.  Committee  stage. 
Six  allotted  days  shall  be  given  to 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  in- 
cluding the  necessary  stages  of  the 
Financial  Resolution  relating  to  the  Bill, 
and  the  proceedings  on  each  of  those 
allotted  days  shall  be  those  shown  in  the 
second  column  of  the  table  annexed  to 
this  Order,  and  those  proceedings  shall,  if 
not  previously  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  the  time 
shown  in  the  third  column  of  that  table. 
2.  Report  stage.  Two  allotted  days  shall 
be  ffiven  to  the  Report  stage  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  proceedinffs  for  each  of  those 
allotted  days  shall  be  such  as  may  be 
hereafter  determined  in  manner  provided 
by  this  Order,  and  those  proceedings,  if 
not  previously  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
shall  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  10.30 
p.m.  on  each  such  allotted  day.  3.  Third 
Reading.  One  allotted  day  shall  be 
given  to  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  proceedings  thereon  shall,  if  not 
previous^  brought  to  a  conclusion,  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  at  10.30  p.m.  on 
that  day.  On  the  conclusion  of  the 
Committee    stage    the    Chairman    shall 


report  the  Bill  to  the  Hoosa 
Question  put,  and  the  House  shall  on  m 
subseauent  day,  consider  the  propoaak 
made  by  the  Qovemment  for  tlu>  luloea- 
t*on  of  the  proceedings  on  the  Aqmrt 
stage  of  the  Bill.    The  {voceedingiB  od  the 
consideration  of  those  proposals  mmy  be 
entered  on  at  any  hour,  though  oppand* 
and  shall  not  be  interrupted  unaer  Um 
provisions  of  anv  Standing  Order  relalii^ 
to  the  sittings  of  the  House,  bat  if  they 
are  not  brought  to  a  conclusion  before 
the  expiration  of  one  hoar  after  they  have 
been  commenced,  Mr.  Speaker  shall,  at 
the  expiration  of  that  time,  bring  then 
to  a  conclusion  by  putting  the  Quertioo 
on  the  Motion  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, after  having  put  the  QuestioQ,  if 
necessary,  on  any  Amendment  or  other 
Motion  which  has  been  already  proposed 
from  the  Chair  and    not    disposed    of. 
After  this  Order  comes  into  operation, 
any  day  shall  be  considered  an  allotted 
day  for  the  purposes  of  this  Order  oo 
which  the  Bill  is  put  down  as  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day,  or  on  which  any  sta^ 
of    the    Financial    Resolution     relating 
thereto  is  put  down  as  the  first  Order  cS 
the  Day,  followed  by  the  Bill     Provkied 
that  5  p.m.  shall  be  substituted  for  10.30 
p.m.,  and  2  p.m.  for  7.30  p.m.  as  respeeu 
any  allotted  day  which  is  a  Friday,  and 
3  p.m.  shall  be  substituted  for  10.30  pim. 
and  12  noon  for  7.30  p.m.  as  respects  any 
allotted  day  which  is  a  Saturday,  as  the 
time    at   which    proceedings  are    to  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  under  the  fore- 
going   provisions.      A  Moticm  may  be 
made  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  at  the 
commencement  of  business  on  any  dsy 
that    the    House  sit  on   the  following 
Saturday  at   10  a.m.    for    the   purpote 
of  the   consideration  of    the    BUI,  sod 
the     Question     on     any      Motion    to 
made  shall  be  put    forthwith    bv   the 
Speaker  without  Amendment  or  debale. 
Notice    of    any    Question  requiring  so 
oral  answer  for  a  Friday  or   Satnrdsj 
shall,  if  that  day  is  an  allotted  day  onder 
this  Order,  be  treated  as  a  notice  for  tbe 
following  Monday.      For  the  porposs  of 
bringing  to  a  oonclusioD  any  prooeedingi 
whidi  are  to  be  brought  to  a  ooodmioo 
on    an    allotted    day,    and     have    not 
previously  been  brought  to  a  oooelnsioo, 
Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  shall,  si 
the  time  appointed  under  this  Order  for 
the  eondusion  of  those  proceedings,  psi 
forthwith  the  Question  on  any  Amsad* 
ment  or  Motion  already  proposed  fras 
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thoChair^  and  shall next  proeeed  Buoces- 
srelj  u>  pat  fort^wkh  the  Question  on 
lov  Amendments,  new  '  Clauses,  or 
Sttedolae  moved  by  the  Government  of 
which  notice  has  been  given,  but  no 
other  Amendments,  Clause,  or  Schedules, 
and  on  any  Question  necessary  to 
dkpose  of  the  business  to  be  concluded, 
lod  in  the  case  of  Grovemment  Amend- 
neots  or  of  Government  new  Clauses 
or  Schedules  he  shall  put  only  the 
Question  that  the  Amendment  be  made 
or  that  the  Clause  or  Schedule  be  added 
to  the  Bill,  as  the  case  may  be.  A 
Motion  may  be  made  by  the  Government 
to  leave  out  any  Clause  or  consecutive 
daittes  of  the  BUI  before  the  considera- 
tion of  any  Amendments  to  the  Clause  or 
Clauses  in  Committee.  The  Question  on 
a  Motion  made  by  the  (rovemment  to 
leave  out  any  Clause  or  Clauses  of  the 
Bill  shall  be  put  forthwith  by  the  Chair- 
man or  Speaker  without  debate.  Any 
Private  Business  which  is  set  down  for 
consideration  at  8.15  p.m.  on  any  allotted 
day  shall,  instead  of  being  taken  on  that 
(ky  as  provided  by  the  Standing  Order 
^ume  for  taking  Private  Business,'  be 
taken  after  the  conclusion  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Bill  or  under  this  Order 
for  that  day,  and  any  Private  Business 
•0  taken  may  be  proceeded  with,  though 


opposed,  notwithstanding  any  Standing 
Older  relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the- 
House;  On  any  day  on  which  any 
proceedings  are  to  be  brought  to  a 
conclusion  under  this  Order,  proceedings 
for  that  purpose  under  this  Order  ^lall 
not  be  interrupted  under  the  provisions 
of  any  Standing  Order  relating  to  the 
Sittings  of  the  House.  On  an  allotted 
day  no  dilatory  Motion  on  the  Bill,  nor 
Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill,  nor  Motion 
for  Adjournment  imder  Standing  Order 
10,  nor  Motion  to  postpone  a  Clause,, 
shall  be  received  unless  moved  by  the 
(government,  and  the  Question  on  such 
Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith  without 
any  debate.  Nothing  in  this  Order 
shall — (a)  prevent  any  business  which 
under  this  Order  is  to  be  concluded  on 
an  allotted  day  being  proceeded  with  on 
any  other  day,  or  necessitate  any 
allotted  day  or  part  of  an  allotted  day 
being  given  to  any  such  business  if  the 
business  to  be  concluded  has  been  other- 
wise disposed  of;  or  {h)  prevent  any 
other  business  being  proceeded  with  on 
any  allotted  day  or  part  of  an  allotted 
day  in  accordance  with  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  after  the  business  to- 
be  proceeded  with  or  concluded  under 
this  Order  on  the  allotted  day  or  part  of 
the  allotted  day  has  been  disposed  of.'* 
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*Mb.  FORSTER  (Ken%  Seveno^ks): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  what 
I  am  sure  is  to  him  an  unpalatable  state- 
ment with  all  the  urbanity  and  lucidity 
that  we  are  accustomed  to  expect  from 
him.  He  is  indeed  a  past  master  in  the 
^iit  of  persuasion.  If  it  ever  falls  to  my 
unhappy  lot  to  suffer  a  severe  and  drastic 
surgical  operation,  there  is  no  one  in 
whom  I  would  have  greater  confidence  or 
to  whom  I  would  rather  submit  myself 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  told 
the  House  that  the  proposal  is  no  novelty. 
It  certainly  is  not.  So  accustomed  are 
we  to  this  drastic  procedure  that  under 
ordinary  circumstances  and  with  an 
ordinary  Bill  we  might  not  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  put  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  But  the  position  is  not 
ordinary.  The  circumstances  of  the 
situation  clothe  the  dry  bones  of  this 
proposition  with  an  aspect  which  is 
wholly  foreign  to  the  traditions  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaii  does 
not  really  fully  understand  what  it  is 
that  we  complain  of  in  the  Resolution  he 
now  submits  and  his  treatment  or  proposed 
treatment  of  the  remaining  stages  of  the 
Bill.  Let  us  consider  tor  a  moment 
what  the  circumstances  are.  The  Bill 
was  introduced  less  than  a  week 
ago,  almost  surreptitiously  P^Oh'']  at 
any  rate  sub  sileniio,  possibly  not  im- 
plying thereby  that  the  Grovernment 
were  ashamed  of  it,  but  perhap  imply- 
ing that  they  were  parting  with  some- 
thing they  treasured  so  dearly  that  they 
oould  haidly  entrust  it  to  the  light  of 
day.  Under  ordinary  circumstances 
«ome  little  interval  would  have  been 
allowed  to  elapse  between  the  introduction 
:and  the  Second  Reading  of  an  important 
measure  of  this  kind.  We  are  allowed 
two  days.  Under  ordinary  circumstances 
some  decent  interval  would  have  been 
allowed  between  the  conclusion  of  the 
Second  Reading  and  the  commencement 
of  the  Committee  stage.  What  is  the 
decent  interval  allowed  now  ]  One  day. 
One  Parliamentary  day  which  is  occupied 
by  settling  the  further  fate  of  the  Bill, 
lliese  are  not  all  the  circumstances  which 
make  our  position  somewhat  singular  to- 
<lay.  The  Bill  itself  is  peculiar  owing  to 
the  fact  that  it  is  the  outcome  of  negotia- 
tions which  have  been  pursued  between 
the  two  parties  to  the  long  con- 
troversy which  this  Bill  proposes  to  settle. 
They  were  negotiations  in  which  we  had 
no  opportunity  of  making  ourselves  heard 


at  all,  and  of  which  we  were  in  ignoimnce 
until  the  very  moment  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced.    It  is  true  that  there  were  vahous 
rumours  and  suggestions  in    the  news- 
papers from  time  to  time.     It  is  true  that 
those  of  us,  and  there  are  many  of  at, 
who  are  most  anxious  to  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  settling  this  question,  watched 
those  negotiations  with  all  the  interest  of 
which  we  were  capable,  in  the  hope  that 
some  good  might  proceed  from  them ; 
but  neither  we,  nor,  I  think,  some  of  those 
who  actually  took  part  in  those  negotis- 
tions,were  quite  prepared  for  the  raoviskni 
of  the  Bill  as  it  has  been  introduced.    I 
think  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Atohbishop  himself  was  somewhat  onsMv 
at  the  very  moment  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced.    Let  us  remember  that  the  Anrh- 
bishop     has     acted     throughout     theee 
negotiations  on  his  own  responsibilitj. 
Let  it  be  remembered  that  he  is  Lead  of 
the  English  Church.     He  is  in  a  positioo 
of  ^reat  power.     Without  his  cordial  and 
active  co-operation,  his  future  oo-open- 
tion,  it  is  evident  that  it  is  impo«fbJe 
for  this  Bill  to  effect  a  real  solutioD  of 
the    difficulty    which     lies    before    oi 
["  Hear,  hear."]     Yes ;  if  his  co-operttiai 
with  the  (government  is  necessary,  oar 
support  of  him  is  also  necessary.    Bui 
neither  his  co  operation  with  you  nor  oar 
support  of  him  will  suffice  unless  yoa  gire 
us  time  to  discuss  this  matter  with  one 
another.      There  can   be  no  hope  of  s 
lasting  settlement  unless  we  can  bring 
into  line  to  cooperate  with  us,  the  whole 
weight  of  that  public  opinion,  religious  and 
political,  which  has  supported  the  volan 
tary  school  movement  for  the  la«t  thirtr 
years.      There  is  no  time    under   th^ 
closure  proposal   to  collect  or    to  focus 
that  opinion.     And,  if  I  may  ^y  so,  it  i» 
not  only  the  friends  of  the  Church  vbo 
are  concerned  in  this  matter.     I  saw,  sod 
was  happy   to  see,   that  at    the   verv 
moment,   or  even  before    this  Bill  wa« 
introduced,  a  committee  was  being  fonned 
— a  committee  which  has  grown  with 
a    rapidity    which    I    should    saj   hit 
astonished  those  who  were  responsible 
for  its  initiation — a  committee  frieodir  w 
a  possible  settlement,  and  even  that  oooi- 
mittee  were  in  ignorance  of  what  the 
Bill  reallv  contained.    I  see  in  the  ds««' 
papers  of  to-day  a  letter  from  the  Biibnp 
of  liondon   about  which  I  will  not  uf 
more  than  that  it  leads  me  to  think  at  ihf 
time  he  joined  this  committee  he  vaeovt 
familiar  with  all  the  {Hovisions  which  the 
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Bill  contains.  There  never  was  a  Btll  I  a  settlement— a  settlement,  the  fabric  of 
vhich  demanded  tim«  so  much.  Here  which  may  be  erected  on  the  basis  of  this 
Bill  which  is  designed  to  reconcile    Bill.     Some  have  hope  that  a  settlement 


Bill  which  professes  may  be  arrived  at,  some  apparently  have 
'  none.  I  have  hope.  I  still  hope,  though 
I  confess  that  the  proceedings  of  the  last 
few  days  have  caused  the  flame  of  hope 
that  burned  so  brightly  a  week  ago,  to 
dwindle  down  to  the  merest  spark.  Hope 
dies  hard.  I  voted  for  the  Second  fiead- 
ing  of  the  Bill  last  night  because  I  would 
not  abandon  the  faint  hope  that  is  left 
to  me  that  Amendments  may  be  made 
which  will  convert  this  Bill  into  a  real 
treaty  of  peace,  aitd  until  I  leum  from. 
tbe  lips  of  the  Government  themselves 
that  they  refuse  to  meet  us  on  points 
which  we  consider  vital,  I  shall  continue 
to  keep  that  spark  of  hope  alive.  We 
cannot  make  peace  by  merely  shifting 
the  scene  of  hostilities  from  one  part  of 
the  field  to  another.  We  cannot  make 
a  treaty  of  peaee  by  simply  shifting  tbe 
scene  of  hostilities  from  the  political 
platform  and  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
the  election  and  the  council  chamber 
of  the  local  education  authority.  I 
say  once  again  that  if  you  really  want 
peace,  you  must  give  us  time.  Why 
not  1  The  Prime  Minister  in  his  opening 
remarks  referred  to  tbe  fact  that  we  are 
now  coming  towards  the  close  of  the 
session.  He  said  unless  we  are  able  to 
carry  this  Bill  through  the  House  of 
Commons  in  time  for  it  to  go  to  another 
place  we  should  arrive  at  the  end  of  the 
session,  and  this  Bill  would  not  be  carried 
at  all.  Yes ;  we  are  nearing  the  end  of 
the  session,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reminded  us  yesterday,  the  session 
has  been  full  of  hard  work,  and  no  one 
knows  better  than  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sit  on  these  benches  hovr  hard  that  work 
has  been.  Although  we  are  near  the 
close  of  this  session,  we  are  within 
measurable  distance  of  the  beginning  of 
another  session  which  will  begin  all  too 
soon.  Supposing  in  tbe  interests  of  ^ 
settlement  the  Government  were  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  this 
measure  until  then,  what  loss  would  there 
be  ?  Can  the  loss  of  a  few  weeks  of 
Parliamentary  time  weigh  against  the 
solution  of  that  problem  which  baa 
baffled  both  parties  for  so  long  t  Is  it 
not  worth  while  to  allow  of  some  little 
fecting  a  permanent 
Can  it  be  that  tbe 
aid  of  their  own 
«hind  themt    The 


old  differences, 

to  come  as  a  message  of  concilia- 
tion and  of  peace.  You  propose  to 
force  this  measure  through  the  House 
of  Commons  as  if  it  was  tne  most  hotly 
debated  and  contentious  Bill  with  which 
Toa  bave  been  concerned.  What  a  strange 
method  of  conciliation !  It  is  not  so 
Dmch  a  question  of  conciliating  political 
c^iponenls  as  it  is  a  question  of  conciliat- 
ing those  who  aim  at  the  same  objects  at 
vhich  you  are  aiming,  and  who  are 
villing  to  support  you  if  they  can  con- 
rince  themselves  that  by  supporting  you 
ihey  will  effect  a  real  and  lasting  settle- 
ment. It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  concilia- 
tion not  of  those  who  differ  from  you  in 
their  air,  hut  of  those  who  differ  from 
rou  in  tbeir  estimate  whether  a  settle- 
ment is  likely  to  be  reached.  A  settle- 
ment is  only  possible  if  those  who  set 
their  hands  to  it  do  so  knowing  fully 
tod  accurately  what  it  is  to  wh\<m  they 
labacribe.  Agreements  may  be  reached, 
1  think  often  are  reached,  in  private 
noversation  and  in  correspondence  which 
cet  leave  loopholes  for  misunderstanding 
wben  the  terms  which  seem  so  easy  to 
ccaprehend  in  private  conversation  and 
correspondence  find  expression  in  the 
dry  language  of  Parliamentary  draftsmen. 
It'»eeuia  to  me  that  that  is  the  kind  of 
ntoacion  in  which  we  find  ourselves  to- 
dsf .  If  I  am  right,  then  I  say  again  that 
time  is  essential  for  an  interchange  of 
opinions,  which  can  only  find  full  and 
iiTurate  expression  in  an  atmosphere 
*bich  is  free  from  the  dust  of  party 
politics.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
dut  hasty  and  precipitate  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Governraenii  will  now  go  far 
to  wreck  the  whole  scheme  which  is  em- 
bodied in  their  proposals.  Speaking  for 
mjielf,  I  say  that  it  would  he  a  thousand 
pities  if  such  a  thing  were  to  happen. 
X?ver  have  the  two  parties  been  so  elose 
together.  What  a  pity  it  would  be  if 
tbe  hands  that  are  now  outstretched 
across  the  dormant  embers  of  this 
long  and  bitter  struggle,  failed  to 
doM  in  friendly  grasp^  I  think  that  if 
fiilure  be  the  result,  the  responsibility 
*aukl  rest  largely  with  the  Government. 
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division  of  last  night  should  reassure 
them  on  that  point.  Can  it  be  that  they 
are  afraid  that  further  consideration 
would  alienate  the  sympathies  of  those 
of  us  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  who  are  at  present  friendly  to  their 
proposals?  Time  and  time  alone  can 
bring  together  the  whole  of  the  parties 
who  sit  here  to  support  the  Bill. 
What  time  is  given  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  yesterday  referred  to  the 
fact  that  after  the  twenty  years 
of  comparative  peace  that  ensued  upon 
the  Act  of  1870,  we  have  been  engaged 
during  the  last  twelve  or  thirteen  years 
in  an  almost  ceaseless  conflict  upon  the 
education  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  end  the  struggle 
that  has  been  going  on  for  twelve  years 
by  forcing  through  this  Bill  in  twelve 
-days.  Twelve  Parliamentary  days  are 
sufficient,  in  his  view,  to  close  in  peace  a 
struggle  which  has  lasted  twelve  years. 
The  proposal  is  almost  grotesque.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  recognised  how  grotesque  it  is  if  his 
finer  feelings  were  not  blunted  by  the  con- 
stant and  incessant  use  of  the  weapon 
which  he  now  employs.  It  has  become  a 
part  of  the  settled  system  of  this  Govern- 
ment to  subject  each  of  their  important 
proposals  to  a  Resolution  of  this  character. 
Some  Resolutions  seem  to  be  a  little  more 
drastic  than  others  ;  some  of  them  seem 
to  be  a  little  longer  than  others,  but  the 
process  is  always  invariably  the  same, 
and  the  object  is  to  stifle  debate  in  the 
present  House  of  Commons.  It  has 
become  their  stereotyped  method  of  con- 
ducting business.  Ltct  me  remind  the 
House  that  this  is  the  ^ro^th  of  only 
three  vears.  Any  Member  who  has  sat 
in  Parliaments  previous  to  this  one  must 
know  that  this  method  of  closure  was  only 
employed  when  it  became  perfectly  evi- 
dent that  there  was  crave  and  insuper- 
able obstruction  on  the  part  of  those  in 
opposition. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  What  I  said  was 
that  it  was  a  very  bad  plan  to  wait  for 
obstruction  and  then  to  introduce  a 
Resolution. 

♦Mr.  FORSTER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  quarrel  with  my 
original  proposition  that  this  method  of 
conducting  business  has  ^;rown  up  in  the 
last  three  years,  and  this  is  the  stereo- 
typed method  by  which  the  Government 

Mr.  Forster, 


intend  to  carry  on  their  busincBs.  They 
are  supported  by  the  greatest  majonty 
of  modern  times.  They  are  faced  by  the 
weakest  Opposition  numerically  that  the 
House  has  seen  for  generations. 

An  HON.   MEMBER:  What  about 
the  House  of  Lords  ? 

♦Mr.  FORSTER :  I  did  not  know  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to  paa 
any  Resolution  of  this  kind  in  this  Hou»« 
which  was  able  to  stifle  the  debate  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  But  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stereotyped  Qua 
method  of  preventing  full  disouasioo,  the 
Gk>vemment  have  invariably  allowed 
some  decent  interval — some  breathing 
space,  between  the  Second  Reading  and 
the  Committee  stage,  and  here  we  hav« 
that  small  right,  which  we  have  come  U> 
regard  as  our  own^  taken  from  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Islington  claimed  that  in  this  matter 
private  Members  ought  to  have  the  right 
of  full  freedom  of  debate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  with  that  freedom 
from  restraint  which  is  probably  leu 
refreshing  to  his  former  colleagues,  tfaia 
it  evidently  is  to  himself.  At  any  rate, 
I  can  claim  the  sympathy  and  respect  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Islington,  and  I  trust  before  the  debate 
closes  he  will  give  full  expression  to  hi« 
passionate  desire  for  full  and  unfettered 
freedom  of  debate.  I  know  quite  well  no 
representations  that  we  can  make,  how- 
ever earnest  and  sincere,  will  avail  with 
the  Government  for  a  single  momenu 
They  have  made  up  their  minds.  Thej 
intend  to  force  this  Bill  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  I  am  afraid^I 
speak  with  honest  disappoinUneot^ 
nothing  I  can  say  will  move  them  to 
change  their  course.  Let  us  look  \he 
facts  full  in  the  face  and  see  where  it  u 
that  we  are  going,  if  we  per>ist  in  ooo- 
ducting  business  in  this  fashion.  It  ii 
but  a  step  from  the  present  method  to  a 
plan  by  which  some  future  Oovennneot 
may  introduce  a  Resolution  of  this  kind 
allocating  the  whole  time  of  the  leiiinti 
to  measures  which  they  inteod  to  kf 
before  it  That  is  a  danger  whieh  v« 
need  not  apprehend  from  the 
Government,  because  they 
plans  and  their  policy  so 
It  would  be  a  method  o{ 
ness  which  would  ob' 
able  to  them.  But 
ment  may  adopt 
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wkeD  they  do,  those  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  will  then  have  an  opportunity  of 
«0Qskierio;i;  such  a  proposal,  will  find  that 
their  acquiescence  and  support  of  the 
<irastic  and  violent  methods  of  the  Govern- 
meat  will  render  their  future  protestations 
completely  ineffectual.  By  the  action 
that  they  take  now  they  will  shut  them- 
selves off  from  the  opportunity  of  making 
fnilaod  effective  protest  in  Parliaments 
«o  oome.  I  really  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  reconsider  this  matter  before  it 
is  too  late.  If  they  are  sincere,  and  we 
believe  them  to  be  sincere,  in  the  efforts 
(hey  are  making  to  still  the  clamour  that 
ku  rung  in  our  ears  for  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years  ;  if  they  are  anxious,  as  we 
4re,  to  end  this  long  and  bitter  straggle  ; 
if  they  want  to  secure  the  cooperation  of 
that  great  volume  of  common  sense  which 
«an  only  make  itself  heard  when  party 
strife  is  silent,  I  would  ask  them  to  give 
the  House  and  the  country  time  to  think. 
The  Government  has  a  great  and  golden 
opportunity,  and  if  by  hasty  and  precipi- 
tate action  they  waste  it,  the  responsi- 
bility foe  tbeir  failure  will  be  theirs  alone. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*"  tn  line  1,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
'Thjit,*  and  to  add  the  words  'this  House, 
htmg  of  opiiuon  that  a  settlement  of  the 
ttlncatioii  qaestien  by  general  agreement  is 
vgeotlj  raqidred,  and  that  such  agreement 
<att  only  be  aecored  if  the  viewa  of  aU  parties 
inurested  are  fully  discussed  by  this  House, 
resrets  that  exceptional  means  of  curtailing 
<ieWe  shoold  be  used  to  force  precipitately 
through  its  remaining  stages  a  measure 
(onehug  complicated  interests  and  rousing 
vfhement  feelings.'  **^IIifr.  Farster.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  the  Committee  stage,  Report  stage,'  stand 
part  of  the  Eesolution. 

Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.)  said  he 
wished  to  say  with  as  little  acerbity  or 
violence  as  possible  that  the  Catholic 
hody  demanded,  particularly  under  the 
speoal  circumstances,  a  full  discussion  of 
the  clauses  as  they  affected  them.  He 
neither  affirmed  nor  denied  the  necessity 
in  gen^id  of  longer  discussions  than  the 
Government  had  granted,  but  he  advised 
it  on  that  particular  point.  If  there  was 
one  thing  m  the  Bill  in  regard  to  which 
2,000,000  people  were  askmg  what  the 
issue  would  be  without  any  reference  to 
whether  they  voted  Liberal  or  Conserva- 
u»«t  it  was  that  part  wbich  related  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  schools.   The  Catholic 


body  was  united  in  protesting  against 
certain  elements  contained  in  the  Bill, 
but  it  was  not  yet  united  with  regard  to 
the  alternative  proposals  which  it  desired 
to  make.  How  would  it  be  possible 
within  the  limits  of  one  day  to  debate 
that  vital  subject?  It  could  not  be 
debated.  He  had  just  come  from  a 
Catholic  meeting  at  Liverpool,  where 
he  had  seen  a  quarter  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  town,  and  feeling  on  this 
subject  was  more  intense  there  than  on  any 
other  subject  of  political  thought.  They 
were,  if  the  House  could  conceive  such  a 
thing,  feeling  it  more  than  they  would  feel 
the  fall  of  Consols  which  would  occur  when 
the  first  Tariff  Commission  sat.  They 
were  feeling  it  more  than  they  would 
feel  some  physical  disaster,  or  loss  of 
employment  and  wages.  He  regretted 
his  attitude  should  be  in  opposition  to 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Grovernment. 
He  recognised  that  the  Bill  must  go 
through  soon,  and  he  recognised  that 
this  was  an  attempt  for  the  greater  part 
of  the  population  at  a  compromise.  He 
sympathised  with  that  attempt,  but  the 
Catholics  demanded  fuller  discussion  of 
the  clauses  affecting  them  than  they  would 
get  under  the  (Tovernment  Resolution. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  ( Wor- 
cestershire,  E.) :  If  I  take  the  rather 
unusual  course  of  rising  so  soon  after  my 
hon.  friend,  with  every  word  of  whoi^e 
speech  I  am  in  sympathy,  it  is  because  I 
have  had  no  opportunity  of  saying  a 
word  on  this  Bill.  I  take  the  very 
deepest  interest  in  it,  and  unless  I  rise 
now  I  should  be  prevented  from  making 
any  appeal  to  the  Government.  It  is 
the  misfortune  of  many  of  us  during  an 
autumn  sessioTi,  a  misfortune  which  has  a 
bearing  on  the  question  which  we  are 
now  discussing,  that  that  is  the  time 
which  is  usually  devoted  by  hon.  Members 
to  meeting  the  electorate,  and  many  of  us 
have  engagements,  made  a  long  time  ago, 
concernmg  a  great  number  of  other 
people,  which  we  are  unable  to  break, 
and  which  themselves  limit  our  oppor- 
tunities of  taking  part  in  the  discussions. 
In  a  short  time  I  have  to  leave  the  House 
to  fulfil  one  of  those  engagements,  and 
that  is  the  reason  I  speak  now.  I  think 
I  occupy  in  some  respects  a  rather  peculiar 
position  in  reference  to  this  education 
question.  I  was  brought  up  as  a  Non- 
conformist in  the  midst  of  Nonconformist 
surroundings.    I  remain  a  member  of  the 
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body  in  which  I  was  born,  and  I  think 
from  those  associations  I  have  perhaps 
a  greater  appreciation  of  the  point  of 
view  of  Nonconformists  and  perhaps  a 
greater  kindness  for  them  which  can- 
not always  be  shared  by  those  who 
have  not  my  opportunities  of  knowing 
them  intimately  and  well.  On  the 
other  hand,  my  present  associations 
for  a  long  time  have  brought  me  into 
close  touch  with  Churchmen.  I  can 
appreciate  their  views  even  where  I  do 
not  share  thtm.  I  am  not  one  of  the 
militant  section  of  Nonconformists  which 
thinks  the  great  aims  of  Nonconformity 
can  only  be  prosecuted  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Established  Church.  I  am 
therefore  from  this  middle  position 
earnestly  and  anxiously  desirous  of 
finding  some  common  ground  of  agree- 
ment on  a  controversy  which  has  lasted 
80  long  and  which  has  had  such  deplor- 
able results  for  all  the  great  interests 
which  are  involved.  That  being  my 
position  I  voted  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  last  night  and  hope  to  be 
able  to  vote  for  the  Third  Eeading.  It 
would  not  be  reasonable  to  ask  a  pledge 
of  any  man  at  this  stage,  but  I  desire  to 
support  the  Bill  through  aJl  its  stages,  and 
I  believe  there  is  still  an  opportunity  to 
find,  within  the  principles  which  it  lays 
down  and  without  calling  upon  either 
of  the  parties  to  the  dispute  for  any 
sacrifice  of  their  principles,  an  enduring 
settlement  of  this  long-standing  and 
bitter  controversy.  That,  I  know,  is 
the  object  of  the  Government,  but  that 
is  a  tremendous  undertaking.  The 
(Government  have  introduced  into  this 
House  many  large  measures,  but  this  is 
by  far  the  biggest  thing  the  Government 
have  yet  attempted.  To  produce  a  one- 
sided solution  of  this  or  of  any  question 
is  a  comparatively  easy  matter.  To 
produce  a  solution  which  shall  secure 
so  great  a  body  of  agreement  on 
all  sides  as  to  render  it  an  enduring 
settlement  is  the  heaviest,  the  most 
difficult  task  that  any  Government  could 
undertake.  It  is  the  most  responsible 
task  upon  which  this  House  can  employ 
its  energies.  If  that  be  so,  surely  when 
we  think  we  see  an  agreement  within  the 
bounds  of  possibility  it  is  folly  to  aban- 
don any  chance  of  success  or  to  do  any- 
thing which  lessens  the  prospects  of  a 
satisfactory  result.  On  what  does  the 
chance  of  our  providing  a  permanent 
settlement  depend  ?  It  depends  not  on 
Mr,  Austen  Chan^rlain. 


the  views  of  extremists  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  but  upon  the  extent  to  which  we 
are  successful — I  use  the  word  "we' 
because  we  are  anxiots  to  co-opermte  with 
the  Government  in  the  matter — in  mcur* 
ing  the  great  body  of  moderate  opinifin 
which  lies  between  these  two  eitreme*. 
It  depends  upon  whether,  when  the  BiU 
passes,  it  has  the  support  of  a  sufficientir 
large  body  of  centra)  opim'on,  and 
whether  it  is  launched  with  the  prospect 
that  that  body  of  central  opinion  will 
tend  to  grow  and  the  body  of  extreinisi 
opinion  to  diminish.  The  rigbl  boo. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  settlement 
which  was  secured  for  so  many  years  bj 
the  Act  of  1870.  I  have  lived  among 
those  who  took  a  very  active  part  in  that 
controversy,  who  were  not  at  all  satisfied 
with  the  solution  which  was  reached,  hut 
who  nevertheless  submitted  to  it,  and  bv 
doing  their  best  to  work  it,  made  it  tke 
success  it  has  been  for  so  Ions.  But  doe» 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  tbi: 
result  would  have  been  sectired  if  thoe 
who  objected  to  the  settlement  of  \>'^\ 
whether  they  were  Nonconformists  (w 
Churchmen,  had  not  felt  that  their  use 
had  been  fully  laid  before  Parliament,  ami 
their  views  fully  discussed,  and  that  if  it 
the  end  Parliament  decided  against  tbefc, 
at  any  rate  Parliament  had  given  tbc 
fullest  consideration  to  that  which  tber 

• 

had  to  urge  ?  I  do  not  see  how  we  can 
hope  to  gather  in  that  great  bodj  <>f 
moderate  public  opinion  which  I  think 
it  is  still  within  possibility  that  «** 
may  secure  for  the  settlement  of  ihi* 
question,  unless  every  man  feels  that  h** 
caic  has  been  fairly  heard,  and  that  thi« 
great  ttibunal  of  the  nation  has  ni>t 
stopped  the  case  while  important  argi: 
ments  which  he  wished  to  urge  were 
unheard.  I  feel  this  so  strongly — I  M 
that  upon  the  resolution  which  tb« 
Government  takes  now  depends  so  larcelr 
the  prospects  of  the  future  success  of  tbei: 
measure — that  I  most  earnestly  beg  then 
to  reconsider  the  attitude  which  tbe} 
have  taken  up.  I  do  not  say  this  :n 
criticism  or  in  blame  of  the  Government, 
who,  I  understand,  have  been  in  a  por- 
tion of  extraordinary  difficulty,  but  1 
think  we  see  already  the  danger  afxi 
the  evil  of  too  great  haste.  Tb*' 
Government— the  Prime  Minister  aoil 
the  Minister  for  Education  —  eaterrd 
into  negotiations  with  the  Arcbbiil^>p 
and  the  Bishops  on  the  one  hand,  ar-d 
the  Nonconformists  on  the  other.    Tb«y 
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tmgght  diem  »itkm  meaBurable  distance 
of  one  Mothor,  That  is  common  ground. 
I  wiab  they  had  gireo  a  little  more  time 
to  bridge,  by  vay  of  negotiation,  the 
noill  gnlf  that  alill  divides  them.  In 
order  to  put  the  HouBe  in  possession  of 
their  rievs  at  *the  earliest  possible 
momeot,  in  order  to  get  on  with  the  Bill, 
ther  produced  it  before  the  negotiations 
vera  (Ximplete,  and  I  cannot  but  feel 
ima  whst  we  bave  seen  since,  and  the 
dtergences  of  opinion  now  disclosed 
amoogit  tbe  negotiators  themselves  as  to 
the  rtsult  of  their  negotiations,  that  the 
few  dsys  gained  by  presenting  the  Bill 
before  the  negotiations  were  complete 
«ere  so  many  days  actually  lost  in  the 
jroapect  of  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tiDQ.  I  am  anxious  that  that  mistuke, 
made  with  the  best  intentions,  should 
not  be  repeated  while  the  Bill  is  on  its 
puuge  through  the  House.  What 
i*  it  that  we  desire  —  I  should 
iwpe  every  man  in  the  House, 
vluCever  his  view  as  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  and  still  more  those  of 
<u  who  think  we  see  in  it  a  possible  solu- 
tkn.    We  desire  that  the  greatest  possibli 


Church  schools  and  nossibly  some  other 
denominational  schools,  will  have  to  stand 
outside  that  system.  You  are  asking' 
those  whom  you  put  outside  the  normu 
national  system  to  make  a  great  sacrifice. 
Vou  are  asking  them  to  give  up  their 
share  in  what  you  declare  to  he  th« 
national  education  of  the  nation  to  which - 
they  belong  and  of  which  they  are  as 
loyal  and  pitriotic  citizens  as  any 
others.  Is  not  a  little  lime  we!l  spent  in 
trying  to  reconcile  them  to  their  position, 
in  trying  to  meet  their  difficulties,  and  in  ■ 
assuring  them  that  at  nny  rate  the  House  ' 
of  Commons  is  willing  to  listen  to  all  they 
have  to  say,  anxious  if  it  can  to  make 
their  position  more  tolerable  and  less 
burdensome  ?  You  cannot  deal  with ' 
matters  like  these  in  a  single  afternoon. 
We  do  not  know  until  we  begin  to  discuss 
the  Bill  what  shades  of  opinion  will' 
develop^wiiat  points  will  be  raised. 
All  we  know  is  that  we  have  entered  on 
the  most  difficult  task  that  any  House  of 
Commons  can  set  itself,  that  upon  the  skill, 
the  patience,  the  consideration  which  we ' 
give  to  this  measure,  and  which  we  show  in 
relations  t&  one  another,  depends  our 


'   Dumber  of  schools  should   come  within  prospect  of  success,  and  under  these  cir-' 

the  system,   that  there  should   be   the  cumstances,  to  ask  us  to  be  tied  down  to 

(iiuJIest    number    of    schools    desiring  a  few  short  days,  at  a  rime  of  year  when 

u   take    advantage    of    the   provisions  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  for  any  of  us  to 

~'''  h  relate  to  contract! ng-out.     For  the  promise  constant  day  to  day  attendance 


fdncaticmal  success  of  the  measure  apart 
from  iu  reUgious  side  it  ii  of  the  utmost 


consequence    of     our     other     public 
(igaguments,    when    many   of  us  would' 


importance  that  the  scheme  which  the  probably  get  no  opportunity  of  speiking, 
GeTemmentdesignatethenormalnational  particularly  those  who  represent  the" 
middle  and  central  opinion,  because  it 
would  he  the  extromists  who  would 
claim,  and  reasonably,  the  first  right 
to  be  heard,  on  cither  side,  and  it 
will  be  the  moderate  men,  who  arfl 
most  desirous  of  finding  in  the  Bill 
a  settlement,  who  will  be  crowded 
out — if  you  do  that  you  handicap  your- 
selves so  heavily  at  the  start  that  with 
all  our  anxious  desire  to  find  a  settlement! 
in  the  Bill,  I  should  almost  despair  of 
arriving  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 
The  House  I  hipe  will  recognise  the 
depth  of  my  conviction  and  the  earnest- 
ness of  my  wish  for  a  settlement,  and  I 
xiousiy  beg  the  Prime  Minister 
to  give  the  House  latitude  on  this, 
because      I     believe      it     is     onlv     br 


Hbeme,  should  embrace  as  many  of  the 
■chools  of  the  country  aa  possible.  Is  time 
vined  that  is  spent  in  assuring,  by  dis- 
nution,  by  consideration,  by  Amend- 
■neal  if  necessary,  those  whom  you 
iaiit«d  into  your  scheme  that  when 
[faey  comd  into  it  they  should  be  certain 
of  fair  treatment  1  Purely  no  time  ihat 
we  uk  for  in  reason,  in  order  to  satisfy 
those  whom  we  wish  to  rally  to  the 
4u[^iort  of  the  solution,  will  be  wasted  if 
n  helps  to  bring  in  more  people  volun- 
iirilv  and  gladly  to  accept  the  provisions 
of  (he  Bil^  and  to  convince  them  that 
■hu  the  Gh^vernmenc  have  expressed  to 
Ik  their  intentions  will  in  fact  be  the  most 
twilt  of  their  measure.  On  the  oihi 
bod,  we  all  bave  to  recocmise.  whatevi 
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and  bad  as  it  is  for  each  one  of  us,  I  will 
grudge  no  labour  that  the  Gk>vemment 
exacts  from  us  in  order  that  we  may  have 
fall  time  to  discuss  this  measure.  I  will 
support  them,  if  they  think  it  necessary 
to  adjourn  over  Ghnstmas,  I  would  try 
to  meet  them  in  whatever  way  of  that 
kind  they  like,  but  I  believe  time  is 
essential  to  a  satisfactory  solution,  and  if 
you  do  not  give  us  time  this  great  oppor- 
tunity will  be  lost,  and  to  lose  the  oppor- 
tunity now  that  we  have  come  so  near  to 
an  agreement  would  be  a  calamity  we 
should  all  regret  for  the  rest  of  our 
lives. 

Mr.  KAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Lei- 
cester) joined  in  the  appeals  made  from 
tlie  front  Opposition  bench  to  the 
Oovemment  to  reconsider  this  measure 
of  closure.  He  had  not  yet  made  up  his 
mind  whether  to  go  into  the  division 
lobby.  He  certainly  did  not  like  the 
wording  of  the  Amendment.  It  did  not 
express  his  feelings  in  opposition  to  the 
scheme  which  had  been  proposed.  He 
wanted  to  ask  the  Government  if  it  were 
quite  impossible  to  add  two  extra  days  to 
tiiis  closure  scheme.  If  thev  could  add 
two  days  they  would  receive  a  great 
amount  of  willing  support^  which  would 
Hiow  be  given  unwillingly,  and  a  great 
amount  of  support  which  would  not  be 
given  at  all  if  they  forced  the  scheme 
tiirough  in  its  present  form. 

"  Mr.  ASQUITH:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  two  days  to  the 
Committee  stage  ? 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  replied 
that  he  did.  Some  of  them  had  hoped 
to  put  down  Amendments  to  that  effect, 
but  owing  to  the  severe  pressure  and  to 
having  work  outside,  manv  of  them  had 
been  abaolutely  prevented  from  putting 
down  any  Amendments.  He  suggested 
that  the  time  allotted  to  Clauses  1  and  2 
and  to  the  section  including  the  Schedules 
was  altogether  inadequate.  Another 
half  day  to  Clause  1,  another  half  day  to 
Clause  2,  and  another  day  devoted  to  the 
Schedules,  so  far  aa  he  waa  concerned, 
would  at  any  rate  make  the  scheme  of 
closure  much  more  acceptable.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  Oovemment  fundamentally.  The 
3ill  was  open  to  improvement.  He 
opposed  the  Bill  in  some  of  its  essential 
characteristics,  but  he  was  not  going  to 

Mr,  Autten  Chamberlain. 


press  it  in   a  factious  way.    H«  qm'te 
admitted  that  after  due  dfucwsioa  and 
adequate  consideration  the  Govemment 
were  entitled  to  ask  the  Home  to  pasK 
the  Bill.     He  also  agreed  thai  it  was  very 
much    better    to    let    the    House    nov 
consider  what  the  scheme  of  cloaure  wa» 
going  to  be,  rather  than  wait  two  or 
three  days  and  then  in  a  hurry  imd 
after    perhaps  inadequate  consideration 
produce    the    scheme.     He   could   not 
admit  for  a  single    moment    from  the 
constitutional    point    of  view   that    the 
Oovemment  had  any  business  to  cooie 
to  the  House  and  say  "  We  have  arranged 
certain  terms  with  outside  parties,  and 
you  have  to  take  these  terms  or  reject 
them."      As     the    representative    of  a 
constituencv  he  could  not  recognise  thit 
doctrine,     tie  mi^ht  be  wrone,  but  that 
was  how  the  position  of  the  Government 
struck  him  at  the  present  time.    The^ 
were  told  that  there  was  no  use  dii* 
cussing  certain  terms  of  this  Bill.    H^ 
was  sorrv  to  hear  the  statement  made  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  yeacerdiy 
that  the  only  question  which  the  Houie 
had  to  consider  was  whether  the  Bil) 
would  effect  peace.    It  all  depended  cd 
what  was  meant  by  peace.     Whether  the 
Bill   was  going  to   effect  peace  was  a 
matter  to  be  determined  by  the  temu  of 
peace  which  it  containedt  and  therefore 
the   House  must  insist  upon,  and  the 
Government  must  give,  an  opportunitj 
for  discussing  the  terms  of  peace  as  well 
as    the    desirability  or   the  efficacy  oi 
peace  itself.     The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  there  was  nothing  novel  in  the 
Bill.     Practically  everything  in  the  Bill 
was  novel.      The  fundamental  novelty  of 
the  Bill  was  the  position  of  the  Got^rn- 
ment.     He  was  perfectly  certain  (hat  the 
Government  haa  a  very  good  reasoo  for 
changing  their  opinion,   but  he  did  not 
know  what  the  reason  was.       He  «s* 
strongly  opposed  to  the  change,  accordiag 
to  his  present  lizhts.  The  table  indieatinj 
the  time  to  be  lulotted  to  the  Comiiiiu«<' 
stage  showed  that  Clause  2  with  refereoc* 
to  the  right  of  entry  was  to  be  dealt  with 
in  one  dav.     He  submitted  that  one  daj 
was  not  sufficient  even  to  give  adeqtut^ 
explanations  of  the  clause.      Even  ex- 
tremists— he  did  not  object  to  that  itna 
being  applied  to  hinuelf  m  thia  matter- 
approacned  this  question  with  the  ides  <^ 
having  an  adequate  chance  of  pottinf: 
their  views  before  the  House,  of  hanof: 
them  examined  and  discuaaed,  aod,  soft 
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ptfticalariy,  Of  having  a  statement  from    provided  for  in   the   scheme  of  cloeure 

ibe  Government  why  they  had  changed   now  before  the  House. 

w  fundamentally  the  poeition  they  had 

taken  ap  during  the  last  two  years  of  the 

eoDtrareray.      Clause  1  was  to  be  dealt 

with  in  one  day.    First  of  all  they  must 

make  up  their  minds  as  to  whether  the 

vDTiling  of  subsection  (a)  was  at  all  ode- 

Clo  carry  out  what  was  intended, 
subsection  (b)  was  a  novel  rea- 
deriag  of  the  Cowper  -  Temple  clause. 
It  changed  its  basis  fundamentally 
lal  in  such  a  way  as  surely  to  neceasi- 
lue  adequate  discussion.  Then  there 
nu  the  question  whether  fees  should  be 
imposed  or  not.  He  did  not  think  the 
vording  of  the  third  subsection  of  the 
clause  would  efifeotively  secure  free  places 
lo  all  children  who  desired  them.  Surely 
tlie  Govamment  would  admit  that  these 
kur  points  wure  important  and  ought  to 
b«  adequately  discussed.  At  any  rate, 
tliree  of  them  were  major  points,  and 
(Ten  if  the  House  approached  them  with- 
«it  any  intention  of  discussing  them 
fundamentally  and  on  principle,  but  sim- 
ply for  ttie  purpose  of  tinding  out  what 
ilw  position  of  the  Government  was, 
whether  they  were  essential  to  the  com- 
pnantie,  and  what  their  exact  meaning 
was— sorely  the  time  allotted  to  them 
•w  not  adequate  for  the  purpose.  The 
House  abould  surely  liave  an  opportunity 
<A  discussing  a  Motion  to  delete  Clause  2 
in  order  that  the  principle  embodied 
in  the  clause  might  be  adequately  ex- 
plained. There  was  the  question  as  to 
lbs  time  to  be  given  to  religious  instiuc- 
QOD,  there  was  also  the  question  of  the 
position  of  the  teachers,  both  beod- 
mssiera  and  assistants,  in  regard  to  the 
giiing  o\  religious  instruction.  The 
iaancial  provisions  embodied  in  the  fourth 
•obicction  of  the  alanse  seemed  exceed- 
ingly pettifogging,  but  the  Government 
ud  no  doubt  some  good  reason  for  what 
«ai  Hvpoaad.  Subsections  5  and  6  also 
involve-i  important  details.  It  waa  pro- 
PMsd  that  all  those  matters  should  be 
oitcossed  in  the  short  space  of  six  hours, 
fie  was  not  going  to  approach  this 
natter  in  an  irreconcilable  manner.  He 
Toted  against  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  BiU  with  a  large 
i^ret.  If,  as  the  result 
QMtioni  in  Committee,  he 
hiaself  to  vote  for  the  Third 
vonld  be  only  too  glad  to  dc 
■as  conditional  on  fair  and  at 
ONsion,  and  he  did  not  thin 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  rise  now  merely 
out  of  courtesy  to  the  right  hoii.  Gentle- 
man opposite  and  my  bon.  friend  who 
bas  just  sat  down.  I  listened  with  very 
great  sympathy  to  the  appeal  made  to 
me  both  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Seven- 
oaks,  who  in  an  admirable  speech  moved 
the  Amendment,  and  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Worcoster- 
shire.because  I  know  that  both  are  genuine 
friends  of  a  settlement  of  this  matter.  I 
am  not  quite  so  sure  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester.  He  put  forward  certain 
Parliamentary  considerations  which  are 
perfectly  fair  matters  for  discussion.  Aa 
I  have  said,  it  is  with  great  reluctance  I 
make  the  Motion  and  I  only  make  it  in 
this  form  because  it  is  the  only  chance 
of  getting  the  Bill  through  on  tbia 
side  of  Christmas,  which  I  believe 
is  generally  desired.  But  I  would 
<  make  this  suggestion  in  response  to  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ^ 
it  will  facilitate  process,  I  propose — it  is 
a  very  great  sacnfice  of  Government 
time,  but  I  am  prepared  to  face  it — to 
add  two  days  to  the  Committee  Bt^e^ 
thus  giving  eight  instead  of  six.  The 
effect  of  that  will  be  to  postpone  from 
Saturday  till  Tuesday  week  the  dav  on 
which  the  Schedules  would  be  taken. 
That  is  rather  important,  because  I  am. 
satisfied  it  will  turn  out  the  more  tbia 
matter  is  discussed  in  Committee  that 
the  really  open  point,  upon  which  the 
success  of  the  chances  of  a  settlement 
mainly  depends,  is  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  contraciing-out  is  to  be  allowed. 

fAn  Hon.  Member:  "What  about 
'lause  2  1"]  As  regards  Clause  2,  I  do 
not  think  we  will  have  much  trouble.  If 
anybody  can  show  that  the  right  of  entry 
is  not  sufficiently  safeguarded,  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  put  in  language  that  will  make 
it  abundantly  clear.  It  is  merely  a  point  of 
draftmanship ;  the  intention  is  absolutely 
clear.  But  as  regards  the  scale  of  grants 
to  contracted-oul  schools,  and  to  some 
extent  the  rent  or  other  consideration  to 
be  paid  to  transferred  schools,  there  is  at 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  that 
matter  should  be  kept  open  as  long  as 
possible  in  order  that  the  various  persons 
concerned  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  inter-communication  and  negotiation. 
They  understand  the  point,  and  I  am 
pretty  sure  that  in  the  course  of  the 
next  seven  or  eight  days,  after  the  dis- 
cussions in  the  House  and  outside,  they 
will  be  better  able  to  come  to  an  under- 
standing ;  but  it  is  desirable  to  put  off  as 
long  as  we  can  the  necessity  of  coming 
to  a  final  decision.  If  that  proposal 
meets  with  general  acceptance,  if  it  eases 
the  situation  in  the  view  of  those  who 
are  genuinely  anxious  that  the  Bill 
should  go  through^  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  make  modifications  in  the  Resolution, 
which  will  extend  the  Committee  sta^e 
from  six  to  eight  days,  and  which  will 
provide  for  that  additional  discussion, 
certainly  upon  Clause  2,  and  upon  the 
financial  parts,  and  particularly  the 
Schedules,  which,  I  thinks  in  the  opinion 
of  the  House  and  of  those  who  desire  a 
settlement,  are  the  parts  to  which  Com- 
mittee discussion  might  be  most  profit- 
ably directed. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
asked  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  do  in  regard  to  Clause  2. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  propose  to  extend 
the  time  for  Clause  2.  At  present  it  is 
confined  to  one  day  in  the  Committee 
stage.  I  propose  to  give  another  half 
day  at  any  rate.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  wait  a  moment,  we  will  have  the 
«xact  details  put  before  the  House. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked 
whether  some  better  opportunity  would 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  the  new 
clauses.  Under  the  present  table  the 
new  clauses  would  be  absolutely  ruled 
out. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  If  we  take  the 
Schedules  and  the  new  clauses,  and  give 
them  a  day  to  themselves,  the  new 
clauses  will  have  a  better  opportunity  of 
being  discussed. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Will  the  new  clauses 
come  after  the  Schedules  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  No,  before. 

Mr.    DILLON :    If    the  new   clauses 
come  after  Clauses  10,  11,  and  12  on  the 
Mr.  Asquith, 


same  day  as  proposed  in  the  table,  tlie 
new  clauses  will  have  no  chance  what- 
ever of  being  discussed.  Could  not  the 
new  clauses  be  taken  at  the  beginning  of 
the  day  on  which  the  Schedolet  are 
taken  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  If  the  new  cUums 
are  taken  on  the  same  day  as  Clauaet  10, 
11,  and  12,  we  can  divide  the  day  in 
half. 

Mr.    LAURENCE    HARDY   (Kent, 
Ashford),  said  the  announcement  made 
by  the   Prime  Minister    met    to    •ome 
extent  the  views  of  hon.  Members.     He 
urged  that  in  t  e-arranging  the  time-table 
provision  should  be  made  to  ensure  mnoe 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  third  claose 
of  the  Bill.     At  present  it  was  proposed 
to   take  it  on  the  third  day  after  the 
financial  Resolution.      If  Clause  2  took 
a  day  and  a  half,  it  was  possible  that 
discussion     on     Clause     3     might     be 
squeezed    out    altogether.      He    would 
most    earnestly    appeal    to    tJie    right 
hon.    Gentleman,     notwithstanding    the 
solid    concession   which   he    had    made, 
still     further    to    consider     the     view 
put  forward  by  his  hon.  friend  on  the 
front  bench,     rersonally,  he  was  just  at 
much  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
favour  of  arriving  at  once  at  some  com- 
promise on  this  question.     If  he  had  been 
in  the  House  the  previous  evening,  as 
unfortunately  he  was  not,  he  would  have 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  because   he  believed   that  the 
principles  in  it  were  founded  on  the  ooly 
possible  settlement  of  the  question.    Bat 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  guillotine  and 
a   Bill   to  be  taken  by  consent  of  the 
House  were  incompatable.     It  had  been 
almost    impossible    during    the   Second 
Reading    debate    to    get    beyond  the 
different    matters    dealt    with    in   the 
various  clauses.      He  agreed   with  the 
Prime  Minister  that  they  did  not  want 
so  much  these  Second  Reading  discussiou 
in  Committee,  but  they  could  not  avoid 
it.      What  was  wanted   was  discuanoo 
in   detail   in  order  to  discover  how  far 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  as  presented  to 
the  House,   would  c^rry  out  the  uoder 
standing  or  any  deaiie  which  they  had 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about  pe«c«. 
It  did  not  seem  to  him  th%t  even  with  Uie 
concession   which    had    been  made,  the 
House  was  likely  to  obtain    the  oppar- 
tunity  for  a  detailed  discussion  of  all  tiw 
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poiots  wliich  might  be  hereafter  arranged. 
Gertaiiily,  as  far  as  the  Schedules  were 
(onceraed,  they  were  assured  that  they 
vere  to  have  further  time;  but  it 
nnst  be  remembered,  and  nobody  knew 
it  better  than  the  Oovernment,  that  when 
tbese  negotiations  were  spoken  of  as 
cooduded,  they  were  not  concluded. 
The  Arehbishop  of  Canterbury,  so  far  as 
ke  vas  acting  for  the  Church  of  England, 
was  never  satisfied  with  regard  to  the 
inmcial  provisions,  more  especially  on 
(he  question  of  contracting  out  and  rent. 
Then  there  was  the  difficult  question  of 
dipeoditure  during  the  last  few  years, 
viuch  was  in  no  way  dealt  with  in  the 
tvro  Schedules,  and  which  would  have  to 
^  dealt  with  before  the  Bill  became  law. 
It  WIS  because  he  felt  strongly  that  the 
hopes  of  peace  were  being  shattered  by 
the  Bill  being  conducted  under  the 
gmDotine  that  he  urged  the  Government 
(0  give  further  time  for  the  consideration 
of  the  points  to  which  he  had  referred. 
It  had  been  hinted  that  the  hurried  dis- 
CQssions  of  these  clauses  were  to  be  taken 
not  only  in  the  Parliamentary  timcT  of 
next  week,  but  were  to  be  continued  into 
the  Saturday,  when  it  would  be  impossible 
for  all  Members  to  be  present.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  every  reason  to 
aik  the  Government  to  hestitate  before 
thef  laid  this  new  stumbling  stone  on 
proeedure.  Hitherto,  closure  procedure 
had  always  been  confined  to  contro- 
rff^ial  measures.  But  the  Government 
pot  forward  this  Bill  as  a  measure 
of  compromise  and  concession,  to  be 
peised  by  consent,  but  with  the  know 
lodge  that  there  would  be  outside 
opposition  to  it;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  to  introduce  into  the  procedure  of 
the  House  this  controversial  method 
acting  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  was 
not  only  to  introduce  a  new  and  dan- 
geroaa  precedent,  but  was  likely  to 
shatter  the  hopes  of  the  Government 
^  himself,  that  they  had  at  last 
found  a  settlement  of  this  extremely 
difficult  question.  The  earliest  date  upon 
which  it  would  be  possible  for  the  views 
of  the  Representative  Council  of  the 
Chorch  of  England  as  a  whole  to  be  heard 
w«  3rd  December,  when  tliat  council 
would  meet;  but  by  that  date  the  Bill 
would  be  more  than  half-way  through 
^Committee  stage.  That  was  the 
«wlie»t  meeting  at  which  the  opinion  of 
the  Church  of  England  as  a  whole  could 
he  vdced,  and  yet  they  were  asked  to 


pass  the  first  three  clauses  of  the  Bill 
before  that  date.  The  whole  matter 
had  been  hurried  on  in  order,  apparently, 
that  the  House  might  adjourn  before 
Christmas.  That,  however,  was  only 
a  matter  of  the  convenience  of  the 
followers  of  the  Government  and  of 
Ministers.  It  was  not  a  matter  which 
affected  a  question  that  went  to  the  root 
of  the  most  difficult  problem  ever  brought 
before  Parliament.  Surely  time  should 
be  given  for  consideration,  in  order  that, 
if  possible,  they  might  round  off  all  the 
difficulties  surrounding  the  situation  felt 
by  different  sections  of  the  religious  life 
of  the  community.  They  could  not  effect 
a  settlement  unless  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  was  satisfied.  The  Government 
had  allowed  that  in  the  negotiations  they 
gave  too  little  time  to  uiat  particular 
part  of  the  problem,  and  surely  that  was 
a  proof  of  the  necessity  of  giving  more 
time  in  order  that  the  House  might  deal 
in  Committee  with  those  questions  which 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  before  a  final 
settlement  was  attained.  He  believed 
that  the  only  chance  of  obtaining  the 
consent  of  all  sections  of  the  community 
and  of  smoothing  out  all  the  points  of 
difficulty  so  as  to  reach  a  settlement 
which  would  be  acceptable  on  all  hands, 
would  be  to  give  a  little  more  time  for 
the  fair  consideration  of  the  details  of 
the  measure.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment, with  no  party  motive,  but  in  their 
own  interest,  to  give  further  consideration 
to  the  plea  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (Worcestershire, 
N.)  said  he  would  be  inclined  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
whether  he  believed  that  there  was  any 
other  course  of  procedure  than  that 
proposed  by  the  Government  by  which 
thid  Bill  could  be  passed  during  the 
present  session  in  view  of  the  exhibition 
of  hostility  with  which  it  had  been 
received  in  certain  quarters.  He  did  not 
mean  party  quarters. 

Mr.  LAUKEVCE  HARDY  said  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  appealed  to  him  he 
thought  it  would  be  quice  possible  to  have 
a  limited  period  after  there  had  been 
time  to  consider  whether  the  present 
difficulties  could  be  smoothed  over  and 
rounded  off. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  said  he  was 
going  to    suggest   that  there  might  be 


971         Busineis  of  t\e  House         {COMMONS}  {AOocation  p/  Time). 


972 


another  alternative.  Before  the- system 
of  closure  by  compartments  was  adopted, 
the  suspension  of  the  eleven  o'clock  or 
the  twelve  o'clock  rule  was  resorted- ta 
Daring  his  experience  of  the  House, 
which  extended  through  three  Parlia- 
ments, he  could  not  put  his  finger  on  any 
Bill  which  had  been  opposea  by  any 
substantial  section  of  the  House  which 
had  been  got  through  without  a  measure 
of  closure  by  compartments.  As  far  as  he 
could  remember  the  late  Sir  W.  Harcourt's 
ffreat  Budget  dealing  with  the  death 
duties  had  passed  through  without  the 
closure ;  and  why  ?  It  was  because,  in 
his  opinion,  it  was  not  subject  to  the 
twelve  o'clock  rule  by  the  nature  of  the 
case.  Since  then,  he  repeated,  there  had 
no  first  class  measures  passed  by  either 
party  in  the  House  without  the  use  of 
the  closure  by  compartments. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) : 
During  the  ten  years  from  1895  to 
1905,  only  three  guillotine  Motions 
were  proposed,  and  I  presume  that  in 
these  years  some  important,  some  prin- 
cipal measures  were  passed. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON:  There  were 
not  many  principal  measures  in  those 
years.  rOpposiTiON  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh."] 
Well,  there  was  a  great  measure  of 
Compensation  in  1897,  but  that  was  in  no 
sense  controversial. 

SirF.  BANBURY  :  And  this  measure 
is  not  controversial. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  said  he  would 
srant  that  it  might  not  be  controversial 
between  the  two  front  benches,  but 
nobody  could  deny  that  there  were 
strong  minority  sections  in  the  House 
who  felt  conscientiously  obliged  to  oppose 
it.  Therefore  he  must  contend  that  it 
should  rank  as  one  of  the  controversial 
measures  brought  before  Parliament. 
However,  what  he  rose  for  was  to  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  not  only  to  the  Leaders  who 
sat  on  the  front  benches,  but  particularlv 
to  the  Leaders  who  sat  on  the  back 
benches,  to  exercise  their  influence  to  pass 
a  Bill  which,  to  a  large  extent,  had  oeen 
brought  in  by  consent,  this  session,  even 
with  the  assistance  of  closure  by  guillo- 
tine. Anyone  who  looked  back  on  the 
action  of  the  closure  by  guillotine  during 
the  last  few  years,  whether  it  was  the 

Mr,  J.  W.  Wilson. 


Licensing  Bill,  which  had  just  left   the 
House,  or  the  Licensing  Bill  of  1 904,  or 
the    Education    Bill    of    1902»    or     the 
Education  Bill  of   1906,  could  see   that 
the  opportunities  afforded  for  discasaioD 
by  the  House  had  not  been  made  proper 
use    of    by     either    party.      Whatever 
party    was  in    Opposition   had    felt    it 
incumbent  on  them  to  show  how  easily 
they  could  waste  the  time  of  the  House. 
In  his  opinion  that  was  a  degradation  of 
debate  and  the  procedure  of  the  House, 
and  he  appealed  to  Members   on    both 
sides,  whetner  on  this  Bill,  or  measures 
like  it,  they  should  not  make  the  most 
of    their    debating    power,    instead    of 
indulging,  as  had  recently  been  the  case, 
in  increasing  discursiveness  which  turned 
out  not    better    but    worse    legislation. 
The  result  was  that 'either  another  place 
was  invited  to  throw  the  Bill  out,  or  it 
was  not  so  creditable  and  ^workmanlike 
a  piece  of  legislation  as  many  of  them, 
quite   apart  from   party  or  temporary 
motives,    would  like  to   feel  that   the 
House    was    capable    of    turning    out. 
Therefore,    he  appealed   to    the   House 
that  whatever  system  of  compartments 
was  decided  upon — ^and  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  indi- 
cated   some    extension    of    the    com- 
partments   on   the   Paper— or    whether 
the   House  determined  to  suspend  the 
eleven  o'clock  rule  occasionally  for  the 
sake  of  extending  the  debate  on  most 
important  subjects,  they  should  try  to 
make  the  best  of  their  Parliamentary 
machinery  and  not  the  worst  of  it. 


♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigsn) 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  as  he  had  not  intervened  in  the 
debate  hitherto.  He  had  not  had  the 
honour  of  taking  part  in  the  former 
negotiations  which  it  appeared  had  taken 
place,  but  he  had  taken  a  most  active 
and  energetic  part  in  inducing  his  friends 
of  the  Church  of  England,  in  various 
assemblies  and  in  private  society,  to 
uphold  what  some  persons  called  thfi 
compromise,  but  what  he  preferred  to 
designate  by  the  less  invidious  term  of 
the  agreement.  He  also  voted  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  the  evening 
before,  and  he  was  gratified  that  many 
of  his  hon.  associates  on  that  side 
of  the  House  were  to  be  found  in  the 
same    lobby.       It    would    be  ^a  [gieat 
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diuppoiDtmMit  to  them  if  the  Bill  did 
QOt  become  law.  He  did  not  say  the  Bill 
u  it  now  stood,  but  he  trosted  it  would 
)m  aheied  in  the  course  of  their  dis- 
union. There  was,  however,  much  to 
be  nid  in  favour  of  delay.  The  first 
ligament  that  he  thought  an  important 
one  in  a  constitutional  country  waa  that 
fewn  precedent.  The  custom  of  Parlia- 
nrait  and  of  this  House  had  never  been 
U  harry  forward  measures  contrary  to 
tke  wishes  and  sentiments  of  those  who 
denied  to  criticise  and  oppose,  and 
vhen  they  looked  beyond  the  shores  of 
tliis  conntry  to  foreign  countries  they 
fennd  that  in  regard  to  those  revolution- 
uyperiods  when  legislation  or  enactment, 
not  of  the  character  of  legislation,  were 
csiried  through  in  haste  and  with  pre- 
cipiution,  those  decisions  had  never 
become  permanent,  but  were  doomed  to 
death  from  the  day  on  which  they  became 
ihe  law  of  those  unfortunate  countries. 
He  would  greatly  regret  if  there  was  a 
tendency  in  that  direction  in  this  country, 
bot  he  feared  that  there  were  symptoms 
of  it,  and  he  believed  that  if  that 
movement  was  extended  much  further, 
it  ironld  bring  great  evils  to  this 
(^nmtry,  and  it  was  quite  possible  that 
it  might  impair  the  authority  even  of 
tlus  ancient,  most  venerable  and  honour- 
»ble  Assembly.  When  Prince  Albert 
ctme  to  this  country  he  made  a  re- 
markable observation — ^showing  an  acute 
mind — which  was  much  challenged  at  the 
time.  He  said  the  institutions  of  this 
coantry — hia  adopted  country — were  0 1 
tbeir  trial;  and  his  opinion  was  that  if 
these  modes  of  procedure  were  carried 
oat,  it  might  faiily  be  said  that  the  House 
ol  Conimons  was  on  its  trial.  He  was 
perfectly  sure  that  whatever  might  be 
ttte  votes  of  Parliament  passed  in  this 
pedpitete  and  hasty  way,  the  authority 
of  Parliament  would  be  weakened  by 
that  mode  of  action  and  the  representa- 
tiTe  iostitntion  damaged.  He  ventured 
to  lay  that  this  haste  and  rapidity  of 
aovement  was  incoiisistent  with  that 
onfidence  and  intercourse  which  ought 
to  eiist  between  Members  of  the  HiMue 
themielves   and   between  Members  and 


of  a  satisfactory,  and,  he  might  say, 
constitutional  character.  Then  they 
came  to  the  present  situation.  What 
was  it  ?  There  had  been  great  hopes  of 
an  agreement.  He  had  shared  in  those' 
hopes  and  they  were  not  extinguisheii 
now,  but  he  believed  that  all  persons 
who  had  experience  i:i  negotiations  would 
agree  with  him  when  he  said  that  when 
there  were  acute  difierences  and  opposi- 
tion, and  possibly  heated  feeling  on  ono 
side  or  the  other,  still  more  when  those 
conditions  occurred  on  both  sides, 
the  real  healer  of  these  differences 
was  not  so  much  argument  as  time 
and  patience  and  deliberation.  It 
was  wonderful,  if  both  parties  desirect 
to  come  together,  if  one  gave  them  an 
opportunity  for  deliberation  and  allowed 
their  feelings  to  cool  down,  how  in  th« 
course  of  a  short  time  an  agreement, 
apparently  hopeless,  became  accomplished 
andbecamea  reality.  He  believed  there 
never  was  a  time  when  the  condition  of 
educational  affairs  showed  more  improve- 
ment than  on  the  present  occasion. 
They  had  passed  from  a  period  of  heat 
to  a  time  when  there  was  a  prospect 
of  agreement.  At  the  present  moment 
there  were  some  grits  in  the  machinery, 
and  there  was  friction  and  impediment. 
What  they  wanted  was,  in  his  opinion, 
an  opportunity  of  removing  that  friction 
and  putting  an  end  to  those  conditions. 
He  asked  that  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  so  doing  and  taking 
some  step,  at  any  rate,  to  secure  th» 
solution  of  these  difficult  problems. 
According  to  the  old  saying  of  an  ex- 
perienced draftsman,  as  Lord  Thiing 
sai  i  to  him  time  after  time,  the  real  plaiL 
was  to  make  the  first  clause  their  Bill. 
The  first  clause  had  been  the  Bill  in, 
regard  to  these  measures.  It  was  the  case 
with  the  Bill  of  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  Bill  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Adm^ra'ty,  and  with  this  Bill.  He 
thought  if  they  examined  this  Bill  and. 
read  the  first  clause,  they  found  there 
was  considerable  difficulty  in  making 
such  alterations  as  would  make  it  con- 
sistent with  the  real  feelings  and  wishes 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side,  and  also  of 
r  sections 
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the  Irish  Roman  Catholics  in  the  borough 
o!  Wigan,  he  did  possess  the  confidence 
of  the  English  Roman  Catholics,  in 
saying  a  word  for  them  on  this  occasion. 
He  doubted  whether  the  Government 
had  really  fully  appreciated  the  vast 
importance  of  their  own  Bill.  They 
desired,  and  he  shared  their  desire,  that 
this  should  be  the  occasion  of  a  settlement, 
but  except  they  had  full  appreciation  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  situation,  except 
they  fully  understood  the  enormous 
magnitude  of  the  issues  depending  upon 
their  deliberations,  and  if  in  forgetfulness 
•or  ignorance  they  were  driven  to  rash 
and  hasty  and  precipitate  conclusions, 
they  might  depend  upon  it  that  the 
settlement  would  not  be  of  a  per- 
manent character.  It  would  be  con- 
demned to  destruction  from  the  very 
day  when  the  new  statute  became  law. 
Controversies  would  not  cease  and  all 
feelings  would  not  abate,  but  they  would 
have  from  the  moment  the  Bill  was 
placed  upon  the  Statute-book,  nev 
-antagonisms,  new  controversies,  and  new 
bitternesses,  and  they  would  find  them- 
selves not  nearer  to  an  ultimate  settle- 
ment, but  much  further  from  that  happy 
conclusion  than  they  were  at  present. 

Mr.  ADEINS  (Lancashire,  Middleton) 
said    he    felt    very    strongly  both   the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Seven- 
oaks  division  of  Kent  and  of  the  right 
hon.   Oentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Worcestershire,  and  was  sure  that  with 
himself  many  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
•of  the  House  regretted  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  give  more  time  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  many  important  details  which 
arose  on    th3  Bill.     In  regard  to  what 
the  hon.  Member  had  just  said  he  would 
only  say  that  delay  sometimes  gave  oppor- 
tunities for  faction  as  well  as  for  pro- 
moting conciliation.    If,  however,  they 
found  that  any  further  extension  of  time 
was  really  likely  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
men  he  was  sure  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not*  allow  personal  considera- 
tions in   regard   to   the   assembling   of 
Parliament  to  stand  in  the  way.    He 
wanted  on  another  point  to  make  an 
appeal    to    the    Government.     As    the 
time-table  stood  in  the  White  Paper  it 
appeared  that  Clauses  10,  11,  and  12,  and 
the  new  clauses,  were  to  be  disposed  of 
in  half  a  day,  and  as  adumbrated  in  the 
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Resolution  before  th?  House  that  half  a 
day  would  be  next  Saturday,  so  that  all 
thes^  would  have  to  be  disposed  of  in 
a  short  time.     The  Prime  Minister  had 
indicated  his  willingness  to  meet  an  appeal 
with  regard  to  the  new  clauses,  but  he 
would  like  to  put  in  a  word  as  to  the 
extreme  importance  of  there  being  some 
appreciable  time   for  discussing  Clause 
10.     This    was    the   only  clause   which 
dealt  with  financial  supervision  other  than 
those  which  dealt  with  the  contracting- 
out  schools.      A  considerable  number  of 
persons,  although  interested  in  the  re 
ligious  controversy,  were  yet  suffictenthr 
mundane  to   realise   that  a   great  deal 
depended     upon     the     financial     pro- 
vision made  for  local  authority  schools. 
The   provisions    of    the   Bill   which  he 
cordially  supported,  would  involve  greater 
expenditure  upon  local  authorities,  and 
they  had  no  provisions  in  the  Bill,  but 
were  referred  instead  to  financial  pro- 
visions which  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  issued  as 
long  ago  as  last  spring.     It   was   onlr 
on  Clause  10  that  the  financial  question 
could  be  raised,and  they  attached  supreme 
importance  to  obtaining  certain  modifi- 
cations   and    were    anxious    when   this 
clause  came  up  for  discussion    to    pat 
before  the  House  and  th^  Government 
as    practical      administrat  >rs     of     the 
Act  their  case  for  the  modification  they 
asked  and  the   financial   provisions   ai 
a  whole.    He  therefore,  appealed  to  th^ 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education  to 
secure  that  in  the  enlarged  time-table 
there    was    at    least   half    one    Parha* 
mentary  day  given   to  Clauses  10»  11 
and  12.    Clauses  11  and   12  were  com- 
paratively unimportant,  but  Clause  10 
was  a  clause  of  great  importance. 

♦Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS(BirminghAm, 
Bordesley) :  The  hon.  (Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  treated  this  question 
as  if  an  extra  half  a  day  one  way  or  tkf 
other  will  settle  the  question.  But  tb* 
matter  is  far  too  serious  for  anything  oi 
that  sort,  and  therefore,  although  in 
extra  half  day  will  give  room  for  half » 
day's  extra  speaking,  we  are  in  thii 
strange  position — a  position  such  u  m 
thirty  years  Parliamentary  experienrt  I 
have  never  kno^^.  It  is  a  constitutioaAl 
question  which  we  are  discussing.  For  700 
years  this  House  has  gone  on.    Its  fiist 
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object  often  has  not  been  legislation,  but 
to  require   for   the    Commons    of    this 
country  full,  free,  and   unfettered   dis- 
cussion. There  has  always  been  free,  full, 
and  unfettered  discussion  up  to  the  last 
three  years  or  so.     So  jealous  has  Parlia- 
ooe&t  been  of  this  privilege  that  it  has 
refused  to  deal  with  the  abuse  of  it, 
refused  to  deal  with  limitations  or  any- 
tiung  that  has  even  a  chance  of  limiting 
our  discussions.    It  has  been  always  held 
that  it  is  better  to  put  up  with  the  abuses 
than  to  do  anything  that  would  impair 
the  right  of  discussion  itself.     For  the 
put  three  years  that  has  been  altered. 
Instead  of  legislating  by  discussion  we 
hive   l^slated    by    the    machinery    of 
dosure  and  the  guillotine.    It  is  said 
that  that  existed  before  three  years  ago, 
but  before  three  years  ago  the  closure  and 
gniOotine    were  rare    incidents    in  our 
discussions,  used  as  a  last  resource  to 
put  an  end  to  obstruction  and  undue 
opposition.     Now  it  has  become  the  rule. 
Why   do    not    the    Government    meet 
Parliament  with  a  programme,  and  say  : 
**  We  in  the  Cabinet  have  decided  what 
is  to  be  passed,  and -we  will  take  each 
of  the  measures  without  any  discussion 
at  tU,  and  pass  them  into  law,  so  far  as 
this  House  is  concerned,  by  the  closure." 
That  would  be  legislation  by  the  Cabinet. 
The  result  would  be  practically  the  same 
as  this  smothering  of  discussion.     There 
will,  however,  be  no  time  saved.     The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  has  brought  forward 
this  measure  after  sejbtling  and  arranging 
with  certain  parties  outside,  one  of  whom, 
the  Archbishop,  is  non-representative  of 
the   people.     But    did   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  consult  hon.   Members  who 
sat  in  Opposition  and  in  other  parts  of 
the  House,  who    represent    large    con- 
stituencies whose  interests  are  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the   manner   proposed  by  the 
Billt    I    believe    not.      They    are    to 
be  faced    with   the   preconcerted   plan 
settled    by    arrangements    with    others 
outside.    These    arrangements    are    not 
completed,  and  from  that  point  of  view 
the  Bill  itself  is  introduced  prematurely, 
and  80  we  had  this  enormous  question 
forced  through  its  Second  Reading  with 
what  I  might  call  a  burlesque  of  dis- 
cussion— a     proceeding    which    it    was 
a  farce  to  call  a  discussion.    Now  it 
i'    proposed    to    pass    it    through   its 
Committee  stage,  and  having  regard  to 


the  number  of  points,  clauses  and  ques* 
tions  which  have  to  be  settled,  with  prac- 
tically no  discussion  at  all.  .1  do  not 
value  the  two  extra  da3rs  that  have  been 
given  in  order  that  there  might  be  a  little 
more   discussion.    Judging   by  what   is 
due  to  the  country  and  to  the  House,  and 
judging  by  the  traditions  of  this  Housey 
I  say  that  to  talk  about  eight  days  for  the 
Conmiittee  stage  of  this  Bill  is  an  insult 
to  the  Constitution  and  to  the  constitu- 
encies of  the  country,  and  instead  of  this 
Bill  achieving  the  peace  which  we  are 
told  it  will,  it  will  bring  war.    We  should 
have  had  time  to  thrash  out  this  question 
thoroughly    in    Committee — ^not    taking 
eight  days,  but  such  time  as  was  neces- 
sary thoroughly  to  thrash  it  out — ^there 
might  then  have  been  some  prospect  of  a 
settlement.  But  though  we  may  be  denied 
the  opportunity  of  thrashing  it  out  here, 
no  one  can  prevent  the  question  being 
well  discussed  in  the  country,  and  that  is 
what  will  be  done.  If  the  Government  force 
this  Bill  through  without  debate  here,  then 
the  discussion  will  be  taken  up  in  the 
constituencies  and  then  it  will  be  too  late* 
There  is  another  important  view  which 
I  would  like  to  bring  to  the  notice  of  my 
right  hon.  friend  opposite  and  of  the 
House.     That   which   has   distinguished 
this  House  of  Commons  and  honourably 
distinguished  its  proceedings  from  the 
proceedings    of   every    other   legislative 
assembly  in  the  world  is    that  in  this 
country    there    has   always   been    con- 
tinuity of  legislation.     What  is  passed  by 
one  Government  is  not  upset  by  another,, 
although  'that    other    Government  may 
have     been     of    di€erent    complexion. 
That  continuity  of  legislation  is  due  to 
the  fact  that  hitherto  every  important 
measure  that  has  been  passed  in  this- 
House   has   been   thoroughly   discu  se^ 
to  its  extreme  limits  and  was  the  de-^ 
liberate     outcome    of     prolonged     dis- 
cussion and  argument,  and  once  settled^ 
it  was  settled  for  ever.     That  continuitv 
has   been   destroyed   by  the  action   of 
the    Grovernment  in    forcing  legislation 
through  this  House   by  means  not  of 
discussion   but   of    machinery.    It  is  a 
fact    that     you    are     destroying     this 
great    constitutional   practice    and  this 
most  beneficent  result  of  full,  free,  an rT 
unfettered  discussion.    I  am  not  ^oiui? 
to  discuss  the  rk^tto  or  wrongs  r* 
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in  the  House,  either  of  the  Church, 
Homan  Catholics,  or  Nonconformists. 
Their  demands  may  be  right  or  they  may 
he  wrong,  but  in  any  case  they  have  a 
right  to  place  them  before  the  House  and 
to  discuss  them  to  their  fullest  extent.  I 
«m  not  personally  concerned  in  the 
<^laim8  of  the  various  churches,  but  I  will 
take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that  I 
and  many  others  have  good  cause  to  be 
thankful  for  the  action  of  the  churches 
before  1870,  without  which  many  of  us 
would  have  had  no  education  at  all. 
When  we  talk  of  these  matters  and  of  the 
work  done  for  our  fathers  and  fore- 
fathers, I  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
representing  the  Labour  Party  where 
thev  would  have  been  but  for  the  volun- 
tary  schools,  which  opened  their  doors 
for  the  education  of  the  poor  ?  Why 
should  you  destroy  those  voluntarv 
schools  without  letting  them  have  a  full 
chance  of  pleading  their  cause,  and  giving 
them  full  recognition  of  the  debt  of 
gratitude  which  is  due  to  them  as  insti- 
tutions which  were  the  means  of  educa- 
tion to  the  poor  at  a  time  when  there 
was  no  other  provision  for  themi  The 
Prime  Minister  has  agreed  to  give  other 
two  days,  but  if  you  give  other  four,  six, 
or  any  number  of  days,  I  for  one  shall 
not  be  satisfied  with  anything  less  than 
a  full  discussion  of  every  grievance  from 
whatever  quarter  it  comes,  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Bill.  Those  who  call  them- 
selves democrats  and  claim  to  represent 
Labour,  when  they  join  in  a  vote  which 
dbposes  of  the  liberties  of  the  people  as 
represented  in  this  House,  do  not  in 
reality  represent  the  real  democracy. 
This  country  is  imbued  with  a  love  of 
full  and  free  discussion,  whether  inside 
or  outside  of  the  House,  and  it  will 
tesent  any  attempt  to  interfere  with  it, 
especially  in  an  assembly  where  free 
■discussion  has  always  been  regarded  as 
the  greatest  privilege  and  the  greatest 
safeguard  of  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
My  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Worcester- 
shire who  spoke  just  now  advanced  a 
plea.  What  was  it  ?  What  was  his 
reason  for  voting  for  this  curtailment  of 
free  discussion  ?  He  said  it  was  the 
only  way  to  silence  the  minority.  That 
was  the  keynote  of  his  speech. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  said  that  what  he 
had  contended  was  that  the  only  way  open 
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to  them  was  either  to  apply  the  closun 
or  suspend  the  eleven  o'clock  rule  and 
sit  on.  But  many  objected  to  sittini 
into  late  hours,  thovgh  personally  he  was 
quite  ready  to  sit  up  all  night  instep 
of  having  the  closure. 

*Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  misunder- 
stood  the  position  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  thought  his  position  was  that  the  oolj 
way  to  deal  with  the  matter  was  to  silence 
the  majority.    Li  that  it  appears  I  was 
mistaken.     But  I  want  to  add  another 
reason  in  support  of  the  claim  that  ire 
ought  to  have  a  wider  discussion.  I  am  oa^ 
of  the  founders  of  the  old  National  Edaca- 
tion  League,  which  was  established  in  the 
sixties.     Our  programme  was  for  com- 
pulsory education,  and  what  was  called 
the  secular  school.     The  secularists  have 
got  a  bad  name  since  those  days.    Th« 
case  with  which  we  were  dealing  thfc 
was  difierent  from  that  which  we  aiv 
now    considering.     We    held    that    tha 
secular   school    was   the   only   solution. 
But  full   discussion   reveals   other   po«- 
sible  alternatives,  and   I  must  conifu 
that  when  we  stood  on  the  secular  plat- 
form in  Birmingham  we  were  absoluteir 
defeated  by  the  people  who,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  decided  that  they  would  have 
some  form  of  religious  teaching  in  the 
public  elementary  schools.    So,  in  thii 
instance,  if  you  could  continue  to  diacosi 
matters    long    enough — and    the    end 
would  justify  any  length  of  discussion— 
they  would  then  find  whether  there  wu 
any  alternative  to  this  co-called  secular 
school ;    they    would    then    see    public 
opinion  coming  nearer  or  going  further 
away  from  the  principle,  for  it  is  a  prin- 
ciple, that  in  our  schoob  the  Stat«  should 
have  nothing  to  do  with  religious  teaching 
But  that  discussion  is  denied  to  us  hen, 
and  the  question  will  have  to  be  thrashed 
out  in  the  constituencies.    K  this  BiD 
becomes  law  through  lack  of  discuaskv 
it   will    be    the   beginning    of   a   theo- 
logical strife  of  such  bitterness  and  oi 
such  wide  extent  as  to  make  the  strii^ 
experienced  in   past  years  quite  small 
in    comparison.     Bear    in    mind    thst 
there  has  never  been  any  difficulty  with 
the  parents,  and  there  never  has  been 
any  difficulty   with   the  children  anr 
where.    The    difficulty    lies    with   th# 
militant  religious  sections.    You  tender 
them   this   agreement,    and    when  thk 
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M  becomes  law  they  will  make  their 
rlmrches  and  chapels  and  meeting-places 
tfenas  of  an  opposition  so  vigorous  that 
it  will  out-do  all  that  has  gone  before. 
I  know  that  it  is  useless  to  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  Hxerefore 
▼e  must  trust  to  getting  a  discussion  in 
the  only  place  we  have  left  in  the  Parlia- 
meatary  institution  of  this  country. 
Discussion  in  this  House  is  denied  to  us, 
and  we  must  trust  to  getting  it  in  another 
place.  I  for  one,  like  many  others 
iround  me  and  in  the  country,  never 
thooght  that  the  day  would  come  when 
we  would  have  to  say  :  "  Thank  Grod 
we  have  a  House  of  Lords." 

•Sib  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) said  that  most  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  agree  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  thought  that 
those  who  were  genuinely  desirous  that 
«  settlement  of  this  so-called  difficulty 
should  take  place  must  feel  that  such  a 
settlement  was  absolutely  impossible 
nnlefts  sufficient  time  was  given  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  discuss  thoroughly 
«ad  fully  the  new  and  somewhat  com- 
plicated  measure  which  had  only  recently 
been  placed  in  their  hands.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  there  was  a 
OHiBensus  of  opinion  among  all  parties 
in  that  House  that  a  settlement  of  this 
question  was  eminently  desirable,  and 
pezaonally  he  had  shown  that  he  fell  in 
with  those  who  held  this  view,  as  he 
thought  nearly  all  did,  by  the  vote  he 
give  last  night.  At  the  same  time  he 
^It  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  him 
»nd  others  who  felt  with  him,  to  vote  for 
the  Third  Reading  of  this  Bill  unless 
certain  alterations  were  made  in  some  of 
hj  clauses  and  imless  sufficient  time 
was  given  to  enable  the  Horse 
thorooghly  and  properly  to  discuss 
it  In  some  of  the  rather  lachrymose 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  in  the 
coone  of  the  debate  that  day  they  had 
beard  a  great  deal  about  the  strife  and 

contention  that  had  .been  going  on  for  the 
^*«t  twelve  years  in  connection  with 
niigious  teaching.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  representing  a  Welsh  constitu- 
ency in  the  very  eloquent  speech  which  he 
delivered  last  night  referred  to  the  fact, 
or  the  alleged  fact,  that,  in  consequence  of 


this  strife  and  contention,  no  educational 
progress  had  been  made   during  those 
twelve  years.    That  statemen  t  was  almost 
similar  to  one  which  fell  from  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  was  speaking  on  this 
subject.    From  his  own  experience  he 
wanted  emphatically  to  deny  that  state- 
ment.    It  was  quite  true  that  on  the 
platforms  and  in  the  House  of  Commons 
there  had  been  shown  great  differences  of 
opinion,  which  had  led  people  to  think 
that  there  was  strife  going  on  all  through 
the  country  on  this  religious  question, 
but  he  must  emphatically  state  that  these 
differences  had  not  been  experienced  in  the 
schools,  and  the  agitation  was  fortunately 
outside  our  educational  institutions.  Per» 
haps  it  was  partly  for  that  reason  that  the 
country  had  made  during  the  last  twelve 
years  enormous  progress  in,  he  believed, 
every  branch  of  education.    That  being 
the  case,  of  course,  this  settlement  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  so  urgent  as  it  might 
seem  to  other  Members,  and  he  should 
have  very  much  have  preferred  it  if  the 
adequate  discussion  of  the  subject  and  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Bill*  could 
have  been  left  over  to  the  commencement 
of  another  session.    He  could  not,  for  his 
own  part,  see  the   need  for  this  great 
hurry  and  haste  in  the  settlement  of  the 
question,  and  he  believed  that  they  would 
come  to  the  discussion  very  much  better 
prepared  to  make  compromises  and  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  which  would  be 
generally  acceptable    if   they  had  time 
carefully  to  think  over  what  the  Bill 
really  meant,      not     only     from     the 
religious     but     from     the     educlH;ional 
standpoint.      He    believed    that     very 
few  persons  could  have  had  time  suffi- 
ciently to  consider  the  Bill,  or  to  know 
what  its   effect   might  be   upon  other 
schools,  and  he  should  have  welcomed 
the  opportunity  which  would  have  been 
open  to  them,  if  the  Bill  had  stood  over 
until  the  commencement  of  next  session, 
for  giving  it  thorough  and  careful  con- 
sideration.   He  could  quite  understand 
the  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government 

to  accelerate  the  passage  of  the  BilL 
They  had  been  told  over  and  over  again 
that  everybody  was  tired  of  the  con- 
troversy. It  was  pointed  out  by  hia 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
University  that,  althor  -^ 

might  be  tired  of  the 
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no  reason  why,  when  th^  matter  had  to  be 
considered,  they  should  arnve  at  a  con- 
clusion hastily.    Further  than  that,  it 
seemed  to  him  very  dangerous  indeed  to 
endeavour  to  settle  an  important  question 
in  that  House  not  only  when  those  who 
were  most  capable  of  giving  an  opinion 
on  the  subject  were  tired  of  the  whole 
question  at  the  fag-end  of  the   session, 
but  when  they  were  nearly  all  worn  out 
and  he  believed  incapable  of  putting  into 
its   consideration   that   amount   of   in- 
telligence which  an  important  question 
of  this  kind  really  required.    Not  only 
was  the  Bill  not  to  be  carried  over  to  the 
beginning   of   another   session,    for   he 
understood  that  to  be  the  decision,  but 
the  time  to  be  given  to  the  discussion 
of  its  various   clauses   was   so  limited 
that  it  was  almost   impossible  to  deal 
with  them  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
ought  to  be  dealt  with.     It  was  very 
desirable  indeed  that  they  should  have 
*an    opportunity   of   hearing   what    the 
teachers  of  the  difEerent  kinds  of  schools 
had  to  say  as  to  the  practicability  of 
many*  of  the  clauses  and  of  their  bearing 
on    the    general    arrangements    of    the 
schools.     No  opportunity  of  that  kind 
was  given.     They  had  no  opportunity, 
as  many  of  them  would  like  to  have  had, 
of  discussing  these  questions  with  the 
various  associations  of  teachers,  which 
were  constituted  for  the  very  purpose  of 
considering  questions  of  this  character. 
On  the  contrary,  they  were  called  upon 
hastily  and  hurriedly  to  put  down  ill- 
digested    Amendments    which    possibly 
ought*  not  to  be  put  down  because  they 
had  not  had  time  properly  to  consider 
what  Amendments  ought  to  be  put  down 
to  a  measure  of  this  kind.    He  was  sure 
that  no  one  attached  greater  importance 
to  a  careful  consideration  of  this  kind 
than  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation, and  he  would  appeal    to    him 
even  at  that  late  hour  to  confer  with  his 
colleagues  as  to  the  possibility  of  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  the  measure 
until  the  beginning  of  next  year.    He 
believed   that    the   (Jovemment   would 
lose  nothing  by  it.     He  was  quite  certain 
that  education  would  gain  by  it.     He 
believed  that  if  such  a  postponement 
were  possible,  there  would  be  more  chance 
not  only   of   a   compromise   but  of  a 
permanent  settlement  of  this  important 
question,  which  would  prevent  its  being 
Sir  Philip  Magnus. 


raised  in  any  form  for  at  least  son 
twenty  or  thirty  years  to  come. 


Mr.   WYNDHAM   (Dover):      I 
to    explain    in    a  very   few  words^mi 
reason  for  opposing  the  Motion  of  thi 
Grovemment.    I    feel   the    more   boonc 
to  do  since,  whilst  I  duly  recognise  thi 
concession  of  two  days  to  be  nude  bv 
the    Prime    Minister,    that    conce»K» 
does  not  affect  or  modify  either  of  tiu 
two  grounds  upon  which  my  oppositiaa 
to  the  Motion  is  btised.    I  understand 
that  the  -Grovemment   have  taken  thf 
course  of  moving  this  closure  by  com- 
partments Resolution,    on    the   morrow 
of  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  in 
order  that  Parliament  may  be  prorogued 
before  Christmas  instead  of  adjoumini^ 
over  Christmas.    I  recognise  that  that 
would  be  a  matter  of  convenience  to 
Members   in   whatever   quarter   of  th* 
House  they  sit,  but  we  should  poxrha^ 
that  convenience  at  too    dear  a  prir^. 
It  will  involve  the  loss  of  two  thinjz* 
which   we   shall   live   to   deplore.    Tli^ 
first  thing  that  we  shall  lose,  by  hurrrinfi 
this  Bill  through,   is  the  chance  of  a 
lasting  settlement  based  upon  a  motiul 
understanding   of   our   respective   posi- 
tions.   I   am   talking  to  the   Member^ 
of  this  House.     I  am  well  aware  th^* 
outside  of  this  House    there  arc  nunr 
persons  of  the  greatest  eminence   wlio 
are  deservedly  revered  and  who  lump 
come,  or  very  nearly  come  to  something 
approaching,   though   not   reaching,  an 
understanding.     But    that    will    pro\-r 
of  no  avail  to  procure  a  lasting  settle 
ment  unless  the  various  sections  in  this 
House  are  also  allowed  to  arrive  ftt  i 
mutual   understanding   of  their  resper- 
tive  positions.    Anyone  who  has  listen^ 
to   the   debate,    whatever   his   penoaiJ 
view  may  be,  must  see  that  a  differrot 
interpretation  is  placed  in  three  or  four 
quarters  of  the  House  on  the  approxi- 
mate   understanding    which    has    bf«o 
reached  outside.    Not  a  single  Member 
has  touched  upon  what  we  call  contrartui4 
out  without  expressing  regret  at  iepi'K 
it  in  the  scheme  of  the  Ooveroment  BiB- 
It  does  not  touch  the  religious  quettioc. 
at  all.     It  is  a  question  of  school  efi- 
ciency.    Everyone  will  admit  that  it  gof« 
back  to  the  principle  of  conduct,  and  from 
the  iK)int  of  view  of  school  efficiency  ong  t 
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not  to  tttlca  efiect  imtil  eTeiy  section  of 
tlte  Hooae  lias  weigKed  in  ttie  balance 
vkether  or  not  we  ought  to  incur  that 
Imb.  As  for  wliat  action  we  ought  to 
tike,  it  ia  not  a  question  only  for  our 
Bofflan  Catholic  fellow-coantrymen — and 
ID  this  eotmection  I  may  point  out  the 
may  of  the  aitoation  in  which  we  find 
(nuselTea.  Only  a  few  days  ag3, 
tbe  Honse,  by  a  great  majority,  ezpieesed 
it*  wish  to  leUeve  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-citizens  from  certain  disabiUtleB 
which  were  largely  sentimental  in  their 
character.  Within  three  days  of  our  ez- 
pKsdng  our  goodwill  towards  our  Soman 
Cttholio  fellow-coontiymen  we  are  going 
to  lel^ate  them  to  a  poution  far  worse 
than  that  from  which  we  wished 
idieve  them.  There  are  religions  d 
colties  in  connection  with  the  Nary  and 
Ae  Army.  You  cannot  always  have  a 
captain  of  a  ship  who  is  able  to  minister  to 
(11  the  spiritual  needs  of  the  whole  ship's 
company,  but  what  you  are  saying  here  is : 
"  We  are  sorry  that  that  is  so,  but '  that 
being  so  all  the  Roman  Catbolice  are  to  go 
OQ  board  a  cheaper  class  of  ironclad,  and 
io  addition  pay  something  towards  its  cost. 
We  cannot  decide  in  one  week  on  the 
qoestion  of  contracting -out,  apart  from 
its  religious  aspect,  and  thus  we  are  com- 
pelled by  the  Qovemment  to  reinsert 
[  contracting  out."  The  financial  burdens 
I  of  the  local  authorities  will  be  enormously 
increased  and  the  taxpayer  will  bave  to 
1  find  the  money  for  a  large  Parliamentary 
giant.  I  hear  from'  the  Prime  Afinister 
I  that  the  Schedule  is  to  be  revised  for  the 
'  purpose  of  (^ving  a  larger  grant.  That 
win  place  one  large  burden  on  the  tax- 
payer and  at  the  same  time  you  have  to 
ptovide  for  another  burden  which  will 
be  placed  upon  the  ratepayer,  because 
where  there  are  contracting- out  schools 
patents  may  demand  that  an  un- 
denominational school  shall  be  erected 
at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayer.  In 
view  of  the  present  financial  situation 
we  ought  not  to  rush  through  a  measure 
which  is  going  to  put  a  further  burden  on 
the  ratepayers  and  taxpayers  of  the 
ccnmtTy.  How  perfectly  futile  these 
pieceutiotts  become  when  a  few  lines  in 
iulics,  including  so  many  matters  of  great 
educational  and  religious  importance,  are 
n^ied  through  undebated  at  the  com- 
VOL.CXCVIL    [Fourth  Skrhs.] 


pletion   of   one   day.    Both  these   dis-  - 
abilities,   namely,   that  we  get  a  worse 
secular  form  of  education  under  this  Bill 
and  put  an  unnecessary  burden  on  the 
taxpayer  and  the  ratepayer,  arise  from 
the  fact  that  there  has  been  no  attempt 
at  uniformity.    It  Is  because  the  Qovem- 
ment have  chosen  to  build  their  plans 
on  a  principle  which  is  theoretically  on- 
fair  that  they  are  driven  as  the  necessary 
corollary,   both  to   contracting  out  and 
these  extra  financial  burdens.     How  caa 
we  deal  with  these  claases  under  com- 
partment   Resolutions  ?     How    can    we 
deal  with  the  relation  of  the  leligioua  part 
of  the  Bill  to  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill  on 
this  basisof  theoretical  unfairness^    Any 
man  who  has  a  grievance  can  easily  raise 
popular  feeling  ;  he  can  point  to  such  and 
such  a  thing  as  nuEaii  and  appeal  to  an 
audience    of  bis   countrymen.     English- 
men greatly  beUeve  in  the  principles  of 
fairness,  and  every  audience  he  appeals  to 
will  support  him  if  he  can   show   that 
the  thing  of  which  he  complains  is  unfair. 
The  result  of  rashing  this  Bill  through 
will  not  be  to  get  a  lasting  settlement. 
It  will  merely  be  to  set  up  a  sorry  target 
for  all  those  who  are  not  in  agreement 
with  it  to  fire  at.    By  insisting  on  pro- 
roguing Parliament  before  Christmas  we 
shall  lose  the   chance   of   settling   this 
question.    If  we  pass  this  Motion  of  the 
Grovemment  we  shall  lose  the  right  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  the  place  it  ought 
to   enjoy  in  the  counsels  of  the  State, 
All  we  have  to  do  then  is  to  see  that 
the  Bill    is  carried.    Our  place  in  the 
counsels  of  the  nation  will  be  less  than 
that   of   those   many   eminent   persona- 
previoualy  consulted  by  the  Cabinet  on 
this  matter.     We  recognise  in  these  da}^^ 
when  the  State  is  takuig  to  itself  many 
faactions  previously  left  .to  the  general 
public,  that  power  is  thrown  more  and 
more   on  the  Cabinet  and   Committees 
of  the  Cabinet.    But  if  the  Cabinet  are 
to   decide 
with  peo[ 
Parliamen 
extend  th 
after  all,  i 
of  the  peo] 
no  such  a 
formed  pa 
only  very 
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feccepted.  It  has  grown,  however,  to  be 
the  normal  procedure  of  the  present  Gov- 
ernment, but  still  we  may  say  that,though 
it  is  the  normal  procedure,  some  excep- 
tions should  be  made  to  it,  and  if  any 
exceptions  should  be  made  surely  it  is 
in  regard  to  a  Bill  that  is  utterly  valueless 
unless  it  is  an  agreed  Bill,  agreed  between 
all  parties  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central) 
did  not  think  that  the  Prime  Minister 
quite  appreciated  the  nature  of  the  com- 
plaint they  made.  It  was  not  so  much 
that  the  time  allotted  was  insufficient, 
but  that  neither  they  nor  those  they 
represented  or  were  associated  with  had 
breathing  space  to  understand  what  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were  or  whether  it 
provided  a  basis  of  settlement.  Their 
contention  was — and  no  extension  of 
time  allotted  would  remove  it — ^that  if 
they  took  a  Bill  like  this  and  stuck  to  it 
de  die  in  diem  no  good  result  could  be 
obtained.  The  Act  of  1902  was  brought 
in  in  March  after  negotiations  with  all 
sorts  of  persons  had  been  going  on  since 
the  October  previous.  The  Second  Read- 
ing took  place  in  May  and  the  Committee 
in  the  following  July,  and  thirty  days 
were  taken  on  that  Bill  before  the 
closure  was  moved.  Altogether  seventy 
days  were  taken  on  that  Bill,  and  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
got  through  all  the  really  contentious 
portions  of  the  Bill  without  any  other 
than  the  closure  possible  under  the 
•ordinary  rules.  .He  was  speaking  from 
memory.  He  had  also  tried  to  find  out 
in  the  short  time  at  his  disposal  what 
was  the  time  taken  in  passing  the 
Act  of  1870,  which  had  achieved  a  settle- 
ment for  thirty  years.  The  preparation 
for  that  Bill  began  in  1869.  The  memo- 
randum was  submitted  on  21st  October, 
1869,  to  the  Cabinet  which  discussed  the 
lines  on  which  the  Bill  should  go.  The 
Cabinet  decided  that  a  Bill  on  those 
lines  should  be  printed  on  24th  Novem- 
ber. It  did  not  pass  through  the 
Cabinet  until  4th  February,  1870,  and 
was  introduced  on  8th  February.  On 
its  introduction  there  were  only  two 
opponents  to  it,  yet  five  weeks  were 
allowed  to  elapse  before  the  Second 
Reading.  Its  Second  Reading  passed 
without  a  division,  which  clearlv  showed 
it  to  be  an  agreed   Bill.     A  good  three 

Mr.  Wyndham. 


months    elapsed    before    the    Bill  went 
to  the  Committee  stage,  and  all  parties 
had    full    opportunity    of     looking    at 
its    chief    points.      At    that  time   the 
Liberal  Government  was  all  powerful. 
It  had  come  in  on  a  new  franchise,  was 
possessed  of  greater  moral  power  than 
any    Parliament   of   the    last   century. 
The  Bill  came  on  for  Coomiittee  in  June, 
and  many  drastic  changes  took  place. 
The  Committee  stage  lasted  fifteen  days 
and  there  were  five  days   on  Report. 
There  were  two  day^  on  the  Third  Read- 
ing, which  was  passed  on  22nd  Jul^,  1870. 
When  they  considered  tV.at  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  was  just  as  important 
as  the  Act  of  1870  and  aroused  passions 
probably  far  greater  than  those  aroused 
in  1870,he  submitted  that  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  either  to  describe  this  Bill 
in  any  sense  as  an  agreed  Bill  or  to  discuss 
the  details  in  the  time  given  so  as  to  ensiire 
a    permanent    and    lasting  settlement. 
After  noting  some  of  the  problems  in- 
volved in  the  first  three  clauses  of  the  BiH 
he  said  he  did  not  profess  to  say  that 
no  settlement  was  possible,   ei  her  on 
these  or  on  other  lines,  which  would  meet 
the    wishes    of    those    who    admittedlr 
could  not  conform  to  the  normal  type 
of  school.     But  if  they  had  to  engage  in 
the  discussion  of  these  matters  without 
previous     deliberation,     an    agreement 
would  not   be  possible,  and  the  who'* 
settlement  proposed  by  the  Bill  would  br 
defeated  at  the  start.     If  the  Government 
had  devoted  their  attention  to  a  Bill  of 
this  sort  earlier  in  the  year  there  might 
have  been  a  better  chance  of  an  accom- 
modation.    But  this  time  last  year  thipr 
announced  their  intention  to  bring  in  » 
measure  that  should  be  short,  sharp,  and 
drastic,  and  that  intention  was  entirrlv 
fulfilled  by  the  Bill  they  subsequentlr 
introduced.     That  Bill  vitiated  all  educ4- 
tional  progress  down  to  the  moment,  W 
than  ten  days  ago,  when  ita  withdnwsl 
was  announced.     If  it  were  th«»  intention 
of  the  Government  to  arrive  at  a  settle- 
ment, he  implored  them  not  to  press  tlu^ 
Motion,   but  to  allow  ample   oreathinx 
space  to  all  those  parties  whose  dearr»t 
interests    were    involved,    and    to  gi\f 
them  time   to   consider  their  pocition. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  went  on.Dot  onJv 
could  there  be  no  settlement,  but  a  nf» 
wrong  would  be  created  far  exceeding  in 
bitterness  and  intensity  any  grievance* 
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which  thev  could  have  felt   under  the 
provisions  of  the  present  law. 

Mr,  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.) 
said  there  seemed  to  be  a  universal 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  House  that 
rather  more  time  than  the  Prims  Minister 
had  allowed  ought  to  be  given  to  this 
measure.  Hb  right  hon.  friend  had  so 
ht  admitted  that  complaint  that  he  had 
extended  the  time  for  the  Committee 
stage  by  a  couple  of  days.  That  could 
hardly  be  regarded  as  qmte  satisfactory. 
This  was  an  enormously  important 
matter,  and  could  hardly  be  discussed 
in  a  proper  fashion  in  the  time  allotted. 
He  had  never  been  able  to  make  out 
▼hv  Bills  were  not  carried  over  to  the 
following  session.  He  felt  that  if  this 
Bill  went  through  its  primary  stages 
before  Christmas  it  was  a  Bill  which 
might  be  very  well  carried  over  to  next 
session.  Of  course,  the  big  difficulty 
vas  the  Christmas  holidays.  They  were 
entitled  to  a  certain  amount  of  holj|days. 
For  two  years  hon.  Members  had  been 
sitting  in  the  House  all  the  year  round, 
and  they  were  not  so  much  in  touch  with 
their  constituencies  as  they  ought  to 
be.  The  Education  Bill  was  a  measure 
b  regard  to  which  hon.  Members  ought 
to  go  to  their  constituents  and  try  to 
find  out  the  views  of  Churchmen,  and 
Nonconformists  alike.  He  thought  it 
vould  be  disastrous  if  Members  had  to 
tell  their  constituents  that  the  Bill  had 
been  forced  through  at  a  rapid  rate. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  give 
more  time  to  the  measure,  and  suggested 
that  they  could  do  so  by  carrying  it 
forward  to  next  session,  as  he  understood 
they  intended  to  do  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  Land  Bill. 


loRD  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) 
c<mgratalated  the  (Jovemment  on  the 
great  skill  with  which  the  Prime  Minister 
<»nducted  his  Resolution.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  use  of  a  familiar  device 
bv  naming  a  time  which  was  obviously 
*ttd  patently  absurd,  and  then,  with  a 
great  show  of  moderation  and  fairness, 
extending  it.  It  was  really  absurd  to 
<*ompel  the  House  to  discuss  the  Bill  in 
Omimittee,  even  in  the  period  so  ex- 
tended. The  Prime  Minister's  assertion 
that  there  was  nothing  new  in  the  Bill 
»M  not  borne  out  by  the  facts.     There 


were  at  least  three  propositions  in  it 
which    were    entirely    novel — ^universal 
compulsory  Cowper-Temple  teaching,  the 
right  of  entry  to  all  schools,  and  con- 
tracting-out    on    a  large  scale — which, 
though   they    had    received    some    dis- 
cu3sion,  had  never  been  fully  discussed, 
and  had   never  before   been   proposed 
by  a  responsible  Government  as  a  solu- 
tion   of     the    problem.      The     House, 
therefore,  had  to  deal  with  a  Bill  which 
was    really    novel    in    many    respects 
and  was  far-reaching  in  its  consequences. 
Ministerial  supporters  said  that  it  was 
practically  an  agreed  measure ;    but  he 
would  remind  them  that  157  Members 
went  into  the  lobby  against  it  on  the 
Motion  for  its  Second  Reading.    That 
was  a  very  much  larger  number  than 
usually  voted  in  this  Parliament  against 
the    Grovemment,    and    an    enormous 
majority  of  those  who  so  voted  were 
actuated  by  the  strongest  possible  feeling, 
compared  with  which  ordinary  political 
convictions  were  trifles  light  as  air.    It 
was  absurd,  ridiculous,  and  even  untrue 
to  say  that  this  was  almost  an  agreed 
Bill.    What  reason  was  there  for  saying 
that  it  must  be  got  through  this  session  ? 
Why  should  not  the  Bill  be  brought  for- 
ward next  session,  its  First  and  Second 
Readings    taken   on  one  day  as  there 
was  precedent  for  doing,  and  then  its 
consideration  in  Committee  calmly  pro- 
ceeded  with  ?     He    asked   hon.    Mem- 
bers on  the  Ministerial  side  to  consider 
carefully  the  nature  of  the  precedent 
which  they  were  setting  up.    Here  was 
a  Bill,  novel,  complicated,  bitte  ly  op- 
posed on  the  strength  of  the  most  con- 
scientious   and    profound    convictions, 
and  it  was   to  be  carried   through  the 
House  within  three  weeks,  at  the  outside, 
from  the  time  of  its  First  Reading.    He 
would  probably  have  no  opportunity  of 
sitting    on    the    Treasury    bench,    and, 
therefore,  would  not  have  the    gloomy 
satisfaction  of  treating  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite   as   badly  as   they  were    now 
treating    the    present    Opposition,    but 
some   of  his   friends   might   have   that 
melancholy  satisfaction.     He  could  con- 
ceive a  novel  Budget  imposing  a  fiscal 
revolution  on  the  country,    a   Budget 
which  would  be  open  to  great  miscon- 
struction   in    the    country.     What    a 
valuable  precedent  there  would  be  for 
that  in  this  Bill.    What  was  to  prevent 
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soch  a  Budget  being  passed  through  all 
its  stages  in  three  weeks  ?  And  in  that 
case  there  would  be  no  opportunity  of 
revision  by  the  other  House,  so  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  be  in  an 
even  worse  case  than  was  the  present 
Opposition.  Were  they  going  by  thejr 
votes  to  make  such  a  thmg  possible  ? 

Mb.  mallet  (Plymouth)  asked  if  the 
noble  Lord  really  suggested  that  that 
was  a  course  which  his  political  friends 
were  likely  to  pursue. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  replied  that  he  was 
not  sufficiently  in   their  confidence  to 
know,  but  he  would  find  it  exceedingly 
difficult  to  condemn  them  if  they  took 
it.    He  saw  no  distinction  in  principle 
between  the  proceedings  that  afternoon 
and  the  hypothetical  case  which  he  had 
laid  before  the  House.    There  was  more 
than  a  chance,  there  was  a  practical 
certainty,   that   any   ordinary   Govern- 
ment BiU  would  be  opposed,  and  that 
the  Opposition  would  use  all  the  forms 
of  the  House  to  defeat  it ;  but  was  there 
any  probability  of  that  in  this  case  1    Op- 
position to  the  measure  came  from  all 
quarters  of  the  House.    It  was  essential 
that  a  proposition   of  this  kind  should 
be  carried   out    without   anything   ap- 
proaching obstruction,    as  the  feelings 
of  all  the  various  sections  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  to  be  considered,  and  the  old 
wholesome  rule  that  used  to  exist  in  the 
House  when  there  was  a  genuine,  cor- 
porate self-respect  would  for  a  time  be 
restored.    Therefore,  so  far  as  what  was 
called  obstruction  was  concerned  there 
was  not  the  slightest  need  for  the  guillo- 
tine.   The    real    reason    was    that    the 
Government    were    afraid    that    if    the 
measure   was  properly   considered   and 
discussed  it  would  be  rejected.    What 
possible    opportimity    had    this    demo- 
cratic Parliament  given  to  the  people  of 
the  country  to  consider  the  provisions  of 
the   Billl    Not  a  thousandth  part  of 
them  realised  what  they  were.    By  the 
time  the  Bill  was  through  the  House  they 
would  begin  for  the  first  time  to  under- 
stand w£it  it  was  proposed  to  ei  act. 
To  hope  that  procedure  of  that  kind 
would  lead  to  conciliation  was  simply 
insanity.    He  remembered  that  Newman 
reproached  Dr.  Pusey  for  discharging  an 
olive  branch  as  if  from  a  catapult.    The 
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Grovemment  were  discharging  their  dm 
branch  from  a  4' 7  cannon.  It  waa 
grotesque  to  imagine  that  any(me  would 
accept  an  olive  branch  so  tendered.  So 
far  horn,  closing  the  controversy,  it  woold 
merely  open  up  a  new  and  far  more  bitter 
chapter  in  the  future. 

Mb.     BTLES    agreed    with    the 
main    argument   of   the   hon.   Member 
for    Sevenoaks    that    the    Govermnent 
should  do  everything  possible  to  con- 
vince those  with  whom  it  was  entering 
into  alliance  and  give  them  aa  mnok 
time  as  was  necessary  to  break  down 
opposition.    He    hoped    to    rope  in   a 
good  many  of  those  Members  who,  u 
the   noble   Lord   reminded   the  House, 
had  voted  against  the  Second  Reading 
last  night.     The  argument  with  regard 
to  the  length  of  time  given  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  controversy  in  1870  and 
1902  did  not  impress  him.    This  BiU 
was  put  forward  as  practically  agreed 
upon  by  both  sides — [Cries  of  *'  No  "J— 
and  should  be  regarded  as  one  on  wBicli 
much  opposition  would  not  arise.    Theie- 
fore  much  time  would  not  be  needed  for 
the  ratification  of  the  agreement  thit 
had  been  come  to.    If  the  proposal  to 
leave  this  matter  over  to  next  session 
were  conceded  by  the  (Jovemment,  he 
would  be  very  glad  to  agree  to  it.    He 
would   vote    for   the   Amendment  pot 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Seven* 
oaks   in   order   to   express  his  intense 
desire  that  both  parties  should  acquiesce- 
in   this  general  agreement.    He  main- 
tained further  that  these  repeated  guil- 
lotine Motions  were  having  the  effect  of 
destroying  the  virtue  of  Parliament.  They 
were  impairing  the  authority  and  sanction 
of  its   decisions  and  public  respect  br 
its  enactments.    He  did  not  believe  that 
it  was  the  only  way,  as  they  were  con- 
tinually    told,     of     getting     measaies 
through  the  House  of  Commons.    Tht» 
method  was  increasing  the  power  of  the 
Executive.    That  was  a  very  dangBious 
power.    If  one  of  the  new  Members  of 
the  House  could  go  baok  twenty  reait 
he  would  realise  the  liberties   he  had 
lost,  what    an    unimportant    item   the 
private  Member  had  become,  and  hov 
much  less  powerful  and  influential  were 
his  remaining  duties  and  privileges  in 
the  House  than  they  were  in  those  dsvB. 
The  Executive  was  one  thing  waA  the 
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House  of  Commons  was  another^  and  he  i 
l)elieved  tke  Hoiue  H)(  €ommons  would 
one  day,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be! 
long,  reassert  itself  and  determine  to 
put  an  end  for  ever  to  this  machine- 
like method  of  getting  thr)Ugh  great 
measures  presented  by  the  Govemmenlt. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London)  : 
The  observations  of  the  hon.  (Jentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  fell  naturally  and 
appropriately  into  two  parts.  He  dealt 
with  the  special  circumstances  under 
which  this  Bill  is  brought  forward.  He 
was  not  unmindful  of  the  general  ques- 
tion that  lies  behind  it — namely,  the 
method  in  which  this  House  has  in  the  past 
conducted  and  is  in  the  future  to  conduct 
its  deliberations.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  say  something  on  both 
those  aspects  of  the  question,  partly  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  partly 
because  I  have  a  statement  to  make 
with  regard  to  the  more  general  quedtion 
on  my  own  behalf,  and  on  behalf  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  Bench,  which  has 
a  bearing  upon  our  future  proceedings. 
I  begin  with  the  particular  aspect  of 
this  problem  that  relates  to  thiis  Bill. 
The  hon.  Qentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  repeated,  not  as  a  mere  unusual 
statement,  but  with  emphasis  and  with 
obvious  conviction,  that  this  is  an  agreed 
Bill 

Ma.  BYLES:  I  said  that  it  was 
intended  to  be  an  agreed  Bill,  that  it 
was  put  forward  as  an  agreed  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  it  was  put  forward  as 
an  agreed  Bill.  I  will  do  the  Crovemment 
justice ;  I  do  not  think  that  they  have 
ever  said  the  Bill  is  an  agreed  Bill.  They 
«oald  not  have  said  that  with  the  smallest 
regard  to  the  plain  and  obvious  verities 
of  the  situation.  It  is  a  Bill  on  which  all 
of  us  hope,  and  some  of  us  think,  that  you 
may  ultimately  get  agreement,  but  it  is 
not  an  agreed  Bill,  nor  has  it  any  of  the 
<:haracteristics  which  justify  that  epithet. 
It  is  certainly  not  an  agreed  Bill  with  any 
political  party.  It  is  certainly  not  an 
^eed  Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  with  the 
^eat  bulk  of  any  religious  community. 
It  certainly  is  not  even  an  agreed  Bill, 
tmles)  I  am  greatly  mistaken,  with  the 
Archbishop    of    Canterbury    and    those 


Members  of  ihe   episcopal   bench   who 
havo  been  most  closely  associated  with 
him  in  these  negotiations.    If  the  hon, 
Qsntleman  will  read  the  letter  of  the 
Bishop    of   London   in   this  -  inoniing  <s 
paper,  which  luras  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Sevenoaks  wh^i 
he  proposed  on  behalf  of  the  Opposition 
his  Amendment,  he  will  see  how  very  far 
from  the  truth,  even  with  regard  to  those 
who  are  working  most  closely  with  the 
Archbishop,  is  the  statement  that  in  their 
view  it  is  an  agreed  Bill.    As  for  the 
Archbishop  himself,  we  know  authentie- 
ally  nothing  subsequent  to  the  last  letter 
which  appeared  in  the  truncated  corres- 
pondence which  is  all  that  we  have  as 
passing  between  him  and  the  Grovem- 
iuent ;     and   unless  rumours  are   quite 
beside  the  mark — and  very  likely  they 
are — even  now  the  Archbishop  is  far  from 
thinking  that  this  is  a  Bill  on  which  he 
and  the  Government  are  agreed.   Perhaps, 
if  I  am  wrong  in  that  statement,  the 
Minister  for  Education,  who  is  alleged 
by  his  followers,  though  not  by  me,  to 
have  presented  this  Bill  as  an  agreed  Bill, 
will  put  me  right  when  he  rises  to  reply. 
This  is  a  Bill  which  all  of  us  hope,  and 
some  of  us  think,  mav  be  made  the  basis 
of  agreement,  but  it  is  in  no  sense  an  agreed 
Bill,  nor  are  the  canons  with  regard  to 
Parliamentary  time,  properly  applicable 
to  an  agreed  Bill,  appropriate  on  this 
occasion.     It  is  quite  true,  and  it  has 
constantly  happened  in  the  memory  of 
old  Parliamentary  hands,  that  an  agree- 
ment has  been  come  to  between  the  two 
sides  of  the  House  with  regard  to  some 
measure,  and  the  whole  thing  has  been 
hurried  through  with  extraordinary  speed 
and  with  less  than  the  amount  of  discus- 
sion which  everybody  would  regard  as 
proper,  simply  because  it  was  an  agreed 
Bill  and  everybody  wanted  to  get  to  the 
end  of  it.    That  was  a  perfectly  familiar 
Parliamentary  proceeding.     That  is  not 
the  procedure  appropriate  to  this  occasion, 
nor  the  procedure  the  Government  ought 
to  pursue,  if  they  want  this  Bill,  when 
it  gets  to  the  Third  Reading,  to  be  a 
really    agreed    basis    of    a    permanent 
compromise.    The    Government    them- 
selves have  almost  admitted  that.    ThA 
Prime  Minister  has  made  a  concesr 
for  which,  as  it  is  a  cod'*"""^ 
grateful  of  course,  in  th^ 
two  days  to  the  time  t' 
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compartments.  It  is  a  concession,  but 
the  Government  will  not  think  me 
ungracious  if  I  say  that  it  seema  to  me 
to  be  utterly  inadequate  to  the  real 
necessities  of  the  situation,  not  merely  the 
necessities  of  the  discussion  within  the 
walls  of  this  House,  but  the  necessities 
of  the  discussion  within  the  walls  of 
this  House  in  their  relation  to  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country. 
After  all  I  never  desired  or  asked  that  this 
House  should  reflect  from  day  to  day  the 
changing  moods  of  the  constituencies 
outside.  I  quite  think  that  this  House 
should  have  an  opinion  of  its  own,  re- 
flecting no  doubt,  so  far  as  it  can,  the 
ultimate  views  of  the  people,  but  based 
upon  that  knowledge  which  we  have  and 
which  the  community  outside  cannot 
have  in  the  same  measure  or  degree,  and 
the  mere  fact  that  there  may  be  a  feeling 
against  a  measure  in  the  coimtry  is  not  an 
adequate  reason  for  our  entirely  changing 
our  policy  on  any  particular  question. 
But,  while  granting  that  as  a  funda- 
mental axiom  of  Parliamentary  govern- 
ment, have  not  I  got  every  man  who  is 
listening  to  me  in  agreement  with  me 
*when  I  say  that  we  cannot  have  adequate 
discussion  of  a  complicated  measure 
touching  closely  interests,  J  prejudices  if 
you  will,  convictions  of  every  class  in 
every  part  of  the  commimity,  imless  we 
know  how  our  proposals  and  the  proposals 
of  the  Grovernment  strike  those  who  are 
most  nearly  and  immediately  aflected  ? 
Does  anybody  doubt  that  ?  H  they  do 
not  doubt  that  proposition,  may  I  ask 
whether  anybody  can  put  his  hand  on  his 
heart  and  say  that  in  his  opinion,  the 
Nonconformist  opinion,  the  Church  opin- 
ion, the  educational  layman's  opinion 
in  all  parts  of  the  country,  is  so  seised  of 
the  details  of  this  measure  and  is  so 
adequately  informed  as  to  the  effect 
that  it  will  have  in  his  particular  district 
and  on  his  particular  interests,  that 
we  can  come  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Gtovemment  proposals  adequately 
equipped  to  deal  with  the  complex 
problems  which  are  brought  before  us  ? 
Several  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  have 
expressed  the  same  views  as  I  do.  My 
hon.  friend  near  me  speaking  for  the 
Opposition  bench  and  my  two  right  hon. 
friends  the  Member  for  Dover  and  the 
Member  for  Worcestershire,  who  have 
also  spoken,  wh'le  holding  different  views  I 
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as  to  the  possibility  of  making  this  Bill 
into  the  desired  compromise,  are  abso- 
lutely at  one  in  their  view  that  the  only 
shadow  or  glimmer  of  hope  which  exist* 
for  obtaining  that  most  desirable  end  is  to 
give  not  merely  this  House,  but  thit 
country,  on  which  this  House  ultimately 
depends,  some  opportimity  of  forming  ^ 
considered  judgment  on  the  Government 
proposals.  There  is  one  more  point, 
before  leaving  that  branch  of  the  subject 
which  I  think  has  not  been  touched 
upon.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  for 
any  Grovemment  or  any  draftsmen  to 
cook  up  with  sufficient  rapidity  a  really 
watertight  Bill  in  the  time  which  has  been 
given  to  this  Government  to  do  it.  Re- 
member the  Parliamentary  strain  under 
which  we  have  been  living  these  last  two 
years.  I  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
inside  working  of  Grovemmental  businett. 
I  know  the  pressure  upon  all  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  not  merely  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  is,  I  understand,  largely  responsible 
for  this  work.  The  body  of  dniftsinen 
at  the  command  of  the  Government  hive 
been  engaged  in  I  do  not  know  how  manv 
measures,  all  complicated,  and  all  difficult 
to  prepare  in  a  hurry.  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  possible  for  the  GJovemment  to  have 
produced  in  this  measure  their  own  scheme 
in  the  best  shape  in  which  it  ought  to  be 
presented  to  the  House,  and  when  we 
come  to  examine  it,  in  order  to  carry  oat 
the  very  scheme  of  the  Government,  we 
shall  not  be  able  to  avoid  important 
Amendments.  That  is  an  additionsl 
reason  for  giving  the  House  of  Common* 
time  to  do  that  which  I  am  sure  the 
Government  have  not  had  time  to  do. 

Now  I  have  something  to  say  to  the 
House  on  a  point  touched  upon  by 
the  last  speaker — namely,  the  relation- 
ship which  closure  by  compsttment 
Resolutions  have  had  in  the  past,  are  now 
having,  and  will  have  in  the  future  upon 
the  practice  of  this  legislative  body.  I 
suppose  during  the  last  three  years  I  have 
made  speeches  upon  every  one  of  the 
guillotine  Resolutions  which  the  present 
Government  have  brought  forward,  and 
in  the  course  of  those  speeches  I  have,  no 
doubt,  wearied  the  House  with  some 
descriptions  of  the  history  of  the*e 
Motions.  But,  as  this  is  very  likely  the 
last  speech  which  I  shall  ever  make  unon 
this  subject,  may  I  recapitulate  tlut 
history  ?    The    history    of    cUmotb   by 
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oompartments    goes    back    twenty-one 
Twrs.    The  first  closure  by  compartment 
Besohtion  was  made  on  the  Criminal 
law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill — ^gener- 
ally called  the  Crimes  Act — of  which  I 
WAS  in  charge.     That  Bill  was  fought  in  a 
manner  to  which  this  present  Parliament 
is  an  absolute  stranger.    We  fought  night 
after  night,    sitting   continuously   from 
four  m  the  afternoon  till  four  the  next 
morning.    We  were  sixteen  day^  in  Com- 
mittee before  the  Grovemment  was  driven, 
ri^tly  or  wrongly,  to  resort  to  the  ex- 
pedient which  we  now  so  light-heartedly 
and  80  frequently  adopt.     That    Crimes 
Act  was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Grovem- 
ment, an  absolute  and  pressing  necessity 
from  the  point  of  view  of  public  safety. 
We  endured  sixteen  d&ys  of  discussion — 
not  ending  at  11  o'clock,  but  going  on 
until  mere  phjrsical  exhaustion  reduced 
OS  all  to    silence — ^before    resorting   to 
dosure  by  compartment.    We  had  to 
follow  the  example  in  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Parnell  Special  Com- 
mission, which  created  great  controversy. 
Hie  next  case  of  closure  by  compartment 
WIS  the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1893.       The 
Government  of  1893  allowed  the  Oppo- 
ntion  to  discuss  that  Bill  for  twenty-eight 
days  before  they  thought  the  position 
kad  become  intolerable,  from  their  point 
of  view.    There  were  these  three  cases 
between  1887  and  1893.    The  same  Gov- 
ernment brought  forward  in   1894  the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)Bill,  which  they 
regarded  as  a  matter  dealing  with  the 
immediate  safety  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.    Up  to  the  general  election  of 
1895   there    were    only    four   cases    of 
closure  by  compartment,  two  of  them 
under  the  Unionist  Government,  two  of 
them  under  the   Radical   Government. 
Then  came  the  long  term  of  office  of  the 
Unionist  Party,  beginning  in   1895  and 
1896,  and  ending  in  the  last  weeks  of  1905. 
w  those  ten  years  closure  by  compart- 
nient  was    applied    only    three    times. 
Krst  there  was  the  Education  Act  of 
1902.    That    measure    lasted    forty-five 


were  spent  in  Committee  before  the 
closure  was  applied.  All  great  contro- 
versial points  in  that  Bill  were  discussed 

over  and  over  again  in  Committee  before 
the  closure  by  compartment  was  applied* 
The  other  two  occasions  were  the  Licens- 
ing Bill  of  190  i  and  the  Aliens  Bill  of  1905. 
On  the  slender  basis  of  these  three  cases 
in  ten  years  we  have  been  denounced  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country  as  a 
Gk)vemment  and  a  party  grossly  neglect- 
ful of  the  liberties  of  Parliament,  anidous 
on  all  occasions  to  "gag"  legitimate 
debate,  and  as  desirous  of  accumulating 
in  our  own  administrative  hands  all  the 
powers  which  ought  to  have  been  shared 
with  this  deliberate  Assembly.  Then,  on 
the  strength  of  that  charge,  in  language 
which  it  is  not  worth  while  reviving, 
although  it  was  admirable  from  the  point 
of  view  of  eloquence  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
now  sitting  on  the  Treasury  benches, 
the  party  opposite,  vowed  to  Parlia- 
mentary liberties,  the  party  who,  by 
their  criticisms,  committed  themselves 
to  the  view  that  resorting  to  closure  by 
compartment  three  times  in  ten  years 
was  "  gross  neglect  of  the  liberties  of 
Parliament,"  came  into  power  with, 
an  absolutely  overwhelming  majority. 
How  have  they  given  evidence  to  the 
country  of  their  practical  belief  in  these 
theoretical  professions  ?  Since  they  met 
in  the  plenitude  of  their  power,  and  all 
the  early  enthusiasms  of  a  young  Parlia- 
ment, with  their  large  majority  at  their 
back,  they  have  adopted  closure  by 
compartment  no  less  than  eleven  times^ 
This  is  the  eleventh  occasion  within  three 
years  on  which  the  leader  of  the  House 
has  asked  the  House  to  divest  itself  of 
all  its  traditional  liberties,  and  that  before 
any  proof  had  been  given  that  those 
liberties  were  going  to  be  abused.  If 
hon.  Gentleman  desire  me  to  give  these 
eleven  cases  I  will  tell  them.  [Cries  of 
"No,"  "Agreed,"  and  an  Hon. 
Member:  You  have  said  you  want 
time.]  The  eleven  occasions  are  —  The 
Education  Bill,  the  Plural  Voting  Bil' 
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Tenants  Bill,  the  Small  Landowners 
BUI,  the  SmaU  Holdings  BiU,  the  &nall 
Landowners  (No.  2)  Bill,  the  Land 
Values  BiU,  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Bill, 
the  Licensing  BiU,  and  now  this  Educa- 
tion BiU.  I  have  given  the  House  this 
brief  history  because  I  want  them  to 
understand  what  is  absolutely  undeniable 
on  the  face  of  th?  facts,  that  what  was  an 
occasional  expedient  of  the  previous 
Administrations  has  now  become  an 
habitual  method  of  conducting  Parlia- 
mentary proceedings.  I  have,  I  believe, 
on  every  one  of  the  preceding  ten  occa- 
sions on  which  this  closure  by  compart- 
ment has  been  moved,  explained  that 
this  constant  practice  was  undermining 
and,  indeed,  destro3dng  all  our  ancient 
rights  and  liberties.  Unfortunately  a 
minority  smaU  as  we  are  are  absolutely 
helpless,  and  all  that  we  can  do  is  to  make 
an  appeal  as  to  what  is  the  common 
interests  of  all  sides.  I  have  not  made 
the  appeal  in  any  unreasonable  form.  I 
have  not  asked  hon.  Members  to  do 
what,  of  course,  a  party  never  will  do, 
which  is  to  go  on  each  occasion 
into  the  lobby  in  great  bodies  against 
the  Government  which  they  are  support- 
ing. There  may  be  occasional  sporadic 
desertions  by  this  or  that  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  even  he  would  not  vote  against 
the  Grovemment  if  he  thought  it  would 
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or  neglectful.'  Bverybedy  knows  Ihai 
these  appeals  have  faUen  upon  dmai 
ears.  I  have  consulted  with  my  friends 
on  this  bench,  and,  speaking  for  theu, 
I  have  to  say  that  their  deHbemte 
decision  is  that  these  appeals  can  no 
longer  be  made.  The  time,  has  coma 
when  it  is  really  a  farce  for  anybody 
on  this  bench  to  get  up  and  in  any 
reasoned  speech  to  teU  the  House  what 
is  the  inevitable  goal  towards  which 
it  is  proceeding.  My  colleagues  and  I 
on  this  bench  think  that,  after  this 
experience,  we  have  now,  however  re* 
luctantly  and  however  sorrowfully,  to 
regard  this  closure  by  compartments 
as  part  of  the  settled  practical  procedure 
of  the  House.  We  have  to  look  at  facta 
as  we  find  them,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  any  further  protest  on  this 
point.  I  shall  henceforth  regard  cloenre 
by  compartments  as  a  thing  to  be  voted 
against,  like  the  suspension  of  ths 
eleven  o'clock  rule,  and  shaU  simply 
walk  into  the  lobby  against  them,  but 
a  reasoned  argument  on  an  appeal  I 
shall  no  longer  make  from  these  benches. 
I  shall  regard  it  as  a  settled  practice 
of  this  Grovemment,  and  I  shaU.  of 
course,  preserve  the  rights  of  ths 
successors  of  this  Government,  so  br 
as  I  can  speak  for  them,  if  they  ever 
have   successors:  but  in  so  far  as  ws 


lead  to  their  defeat.  And,  therefore, 
I  do  not  ask,  and  I  have  never  asked 
anything  so  imreasonable  as  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  should  show  their 
objection  to  a  policy  by  clearing  out 
the  Government  which  they  support. 
But  there  are  perfectly  well-known 
methods  by  which  a  party  can  clearly 
indicate  to  those  whom  it  loyaUy  foUows 
that  this  or  that  course  is  one  which 
they  cannot  long  tolerate.  It  is  not 
done  openly  by  any  pubUc  exhibition 
of  disloyalty;  it  is  done  by  that  quiet 
impression  of  a  view  widely  held  (I  do 
,  not  care  what  the  normal  majority  of 
that  Government  may  be),  and  of  which 
no  (Jovemment  can  be  either  ignorant 
Mr.  A*  J,  Balfawr, 


on  these  benches  can  lay  down  a  state- 
ment in  regard  to  the  future  of  tks 
party  to  which  we  belong,  I  ^J 
after  three  years  bitter  experience  that 
this  closuring  b  the  settled  policy  d 
the  House  of  Commons ;  we  wiUnolongtf 
pretend  that  guiUotining  is  an  excep* 
tional  measure,  and  whenever  by  tlie 
turn  of  fortune  anybody  who  sits  on 
this  bench  or  behind  me  shaU  uhunstelr 
sit  on  that  bench,  if  they  find  themsehei 
in  a  position  which  makes  it  mots 
convenient  to  use  the  weapon  againit 
which  we  have  protested,  but,  alii! 
protested  in  vain,  then»  of  comse— sad 
I  say  so  quite  openly,  and  who  is  going 
to  say  that  I  am  wrong  t 
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Ma.  A.  J.  BAUOXm:  I  beg  the 
lun.  Gentleman's  pardon.  I  have  not. 
11  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  me  the 
honooi  to  listen  to  an  argument  not 
Toy  obacure  he  would  see  that  what 
I  lisTe  said  is  that,  so  long  as  this  was 
not  plainly  a  settled  practice  of  the 
Home,  it  was  light  and  proper  that  I 
ikadd  do  my  best  to  make  the  House 
(n1  that  if  they  allowed  it  to  be- 
come a  settled  practice  their  ancient 
litnrties  were  gone.  When  it  is  a  settled 
practice  of  the  House,  let  me  tell  the 
km.  Gentleman,  it  most  not  be  a  settled 
pactice  for  one  aide  of  the  House  and 
sot  for  the  other.  If  that  be  admitted, 
I  inppose  we  must  regard  this  after- 
ooai's  debate  as,  if  not  a  turning  point, 
*t  all  events  a  moment  in  our  Parlia- 
nentary  history  at  which  a  process 
which  perhaps  has  gradually  been  coming 
m  is  finally  settled  and  admitted.  None 
of  OS  can  look  such  an  event  in  the  face 
without  a  feeling  of  deep  regret.  Old 
tiiingB  have  passed  away.  I  do  not 
now  ask  who  is  to  blame  for  it.  Whoever 
ii  to  blame  for  it,  if  there  is  blame  any- 
wlure,  it  is  with  those  who  proposed 
tKe  eleven  closures  in  three  years,  and 
sot  with  those  who  proposed  it  three 
times  in  ten  years.  All  of  us  who  have 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
•bole  of  onr  working  lives  must  feel 
4»t  when  the  evente  which  have  been 
moving  slowly  and  at  the  last  rapidly 
in  this  direction  have  linally  reached 
•  ciiuB  in  which  the  most  strenuous 
adrocste  of  Parliamentary  liberties  feels 
^n  the  force  of  circumstances  is  too 
■Kong,  that  the  new  order  has  begun, 
«d  the  old  order  has  departed — we 
cunot  come  to  such  a  moment  without 
Wliags  of  the  profoundest  regret  and 
tie  deepest  emotion.  I  do  not  deny 
t^  I  am  weary  of  making 
P>te)  pntestatiiHLS,  or  tl 
vidasUy  r^aid  the  future 
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the  task  as  so  far  a  personal  allaviatioii 
of  the  duties  of  the  position  I  hold, 
but  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  as  oae 
of  this  Assembly  who,  in  Opposition  and 
in  the  Government,  has  regarded  the 
debates  between  the  two  sides  as  the 
most  important,  the  most  interesting 
as  well  as  the'  most  exacting  part  of  a 
not  easy  life — as  a  Member  of  the  Honm 
of  Commoiu  with  these  long  memories 
behind  me,  I  confess  that  I  have  made 
this  speech  with  feelings  of  profoundest 
regret  and  with  a  feeling  oE  the  deepest 
disquietude  for  the  future. 

The  president  of  the  BOABD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dewa- 
bnry) :  The  House  must  be  well  aware 
that  nothing  would  be  more  easy  than 
to  elaborate  a  tu  quoque  argument  on  this 
subject.  I  have  no  intention  of  quoting 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  himself, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
when  he  was  responsible  for  the  business 
of  the  House,  resorted  to  the  closure  as  a 
method  of  conducting  business. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Three  times  in 
t«n  years, 

Mh.  CLAUDE  HAT  {Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton):  After  twenty-six  days  in  Committee, 

Me.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  can  only  remark 
that  if  the  application  of  the  closure  is  an 
invasion  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
House  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
himself  been  guilty  of  that  invasion,  and 
it,  therefore,  becomes  a  matter  of 
arithmetical  calculation  as  to  which  is  the 
more  guilty,  party.  [An  hon.  Member  on 
the  Opposition  benches :  Not  a  very 
difficult  calculation.]  I  cannot  imagine 
what  use  there  is,  throughout  the  whole 
of  a  Parliamentary  afternoon,  in  throwing 
to  and  fro  such  accusations.  Every- 
one admits  that  it  opposition  is  organised 
against  any  great  Bill  in  the  House,  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  get  it  through 
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keep  the  whole  business  of  Parliament 
delayed.  But  it  is  quite  unnecessary  for 
me  to  go  into  discussion  on  that  subject 
now.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  is  a 
turning  point  in  the  history  of  the  closure. 
Everybody  knows  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  returned  to  office  he  would 
return  to  closure  ;  and  I  doubt  whether 
any  successors  of  the  p:esent  Government 
would  be  able  to  get  business  through  the 
House  without  some  artificial  allocation 
of  time.  I  hope  after  the  discussion  we 
have  had  this  afternoon  that  the  House 
will  be  able  to  come  to  a  conclusion  on 
the  Amendment.  My  right  hon.  friend 
beside  me  has  suggested  a  concession  to 
extend  the  time  for  consideration  of  the 
Bill  in  Committee  by  two  days.  I  hope, 
Sir,  the  House  will  now  come  to  a  decision 
on  the  Amendment  and  allow  us  to  carry 
out  in  accordance  witK  Parliamentary 
usage  the  form  which  the  Prime  Minister 
has  intimated  that  we  are  prepared  to 
accept. 

Mr.  clement  .EDWARDS  (Den- 
bigh District)  said  he  rose  to  support  the 
Amendment  on  several  grounds  connected 
with  the  Bill.  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  negotiations,  but,  as  he  said 
a  few  days  ago,  there  would  not  probably 
be  a  single  Liberal  Member  who  would 
have  put  these  proposals  before  his  con- 
stituency at  the  last  election.  At  the 
last  election  the  five  or  six  millions 
of  working-class  parents  of  the  children 
who  went  to  elementary^schools  had  an 
opportunity  of  making  a  pronouncement 
as  to  what  they  required  done  with  regard 
to  the  education  settlement.  Something 
perfectly  new  and  absolutely  irrecon- 
cilable with  what  was  then  proposed 
was  now  submitted  in  the  form  of  a  com- 
promise, and  there  had  not  been  a  single 
person  communicated  with  who  was  the 
father  of  a  child  who  would  be  affected 
by  this  legislation.  The  €k)vemment 
beyond  question,  when  there  was  any 
special  reference][^to  questions  affecting 
the  Labour  party  usually  communicated 
with  that  party,  but  on  this  question 

Mr,  Buncitium. 


which  affected  the  working  classes  of  th* 
country,    for    which    that    pirty    pre- 
eminently stood,  they  had  not  calkd  into 
negotiation  a  single  representative.     He 
Slid  that  for  the  €k)vemment  to  attempt 
to' rush  through  these  proposals,  having 
an  absolutely  vital  effect  upon  the  fntiirt 
child  life  of  the  working  classes  of  thm 
country,  without  those  working  classes 
either  through  their  representatives  « 
directly,  having  a  real  opportunity  of 
examining  into,   or  considering,   or  a»- 
certaining  precisely  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  those  proposals,  was  an  attempt 
to  ignore  the  democratic  principle  npo* 
which  the  Government  profesaed  to  b« 
elected.    But   there    was  another    con- 
sideration.    Unfortunately  inconnectio* 
with  this  proposal  there  had  been  such 
an  unseemly  scramble,  not  only  on  tbs 
part  of  members  of  the  Government,  bat 
on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  Press,  to  g«t 
rid  of   the  question  that  the  criticisna 
which    were    really    damaging    to    the 
character  of  the  measure  were  not  beicg 
fully  put   before  the  electors.     Portkfr 
than    that,   the    measure    came    at    a 
particularly    unfortunate     time.      Th» 
was     an     attempt    to    rush    perfectly 
new  proposals — absolutely  and  perfeetlr 
new  proposals — [Cries  of  "No."]    Hoo. 
Members    might    say   "  No,"    bat    b« 
said    they    were    absolutely    new    pn»- 
posals,     and     they    came    at     a    tine 
not  only  when  the  Press  was  deArcM 
of  getting  the  question  out  of  the  way 
and  were  rendering  magnificently  1oti| 
service  to  the  Government  in  their  attenpt 
to  secure  that,  but  when  unfortunatriv 
the  public  were   not   allowed    to   c(H9t 
into  the  Strangers  Gallery  and  see  wl*t 
was  being  done.     He  therefore  said,  anJ 
he  said  it  advisedly,  that  at  thismomfft 
it  was  unfair  to  the  great  working-^Uai 
population    of    the   country,    and    t** 
the    great    bulk    of    those    people   who 
had    put    the    Government    in   pow,  j 
that  these  proposals  should  be  n^f*^ 
and  he  begged  the  (Government  for  tW 
sake  of  the  future  of  Liberalism,  of  tV 
people's  schools,   and    of    a   real    a&4' 
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permanent  settlement,  tliat  an  op- 
fortonity  might  be  given  for  delay,  to 
U.U  the  people  of  the  country  into  their 
tonfidecce,  and  to  let  Members  of  the 
HooM  have  an  opportunity  over  the 
Ahstmas  vacation  of  consulting  their 
»?jtitaents,  bo  that  they  might  know 
tactly  what  was  required.  If  that  was 
uc  done,  he  should  support  the 
luKadment  against  the  attempt  of 
it  Government  to  tush  the  Bill. 

lU.  ASHLEY  thought  the  MiuUter 
kr  Education  entirely  missed  the  point 

«■'  hit    right    hon.    friend's    argument. 

lb*  right  hon.  Gentleman  implied  and 

idfflitted  that  there  were  undoubtedly 

•cations,    there    must    be    occasions, 

v]ag  to  the   perfection  to   whch  ob- 

itni^tion  had  been  brought  on  both  sides 

ii  th  House,  on  which  the  closure  was 

vttuny  and   justified ;   but  it  was  a 

n[7  difierent  thing  to  apply  the  closure 

<W  times    in    ten   years,  as   the    late 

Gorerament    did    after    prolonged    dis- 

HuioQ  in   Committee,   after  every  one 

•f  the  main  principles  of  the  Bills  had 

bwndiscnssed  ad  naiMeatn,  and  to  propose 

ta  cIcKnre  eleven  Bills  in  two  and  a  half 

rnn^Dd  practically  not  to  leave  a  single 

M  without    the    application    of    the 

(Iwiire  before  any  opportunity  for  ob- 

n ruction,   had   it   been   intended,   had 

°oniired.    He  ask^d  the  House  to  cast 

is  miad  back  to  the  Army  Bill  of  last 

?«t.  HowcouidtheOovernmenthiv^ex- 
:  P*^k1  that  there  would  be  any  organised 

obdniction    to    that    BilH   It    was    a 

OMWre  brongbt  in  by  the  (kivernment 

">  perfect    our    auxiliary    forces,    and 

thHiM^h  some   Members  on  that  side 

iii  not  see  eye  to  eye  with  the  Govern- 

mat  in  the  proposals  they  had  made, 

r«  the  criticism  was  quite  friendly,  and 

w  organised  opposition  could  have  been 
I  "ticiptted  and  effected.  And  yet  what 
I  iti  the  Government  do  before  they  had 
,  "paed  their  mouths  to  eay  one  word 
j  »W  the  Amy  Bill?  A  closure  Motion 
I  »«  put  down,  and  several  of  the  most 
'   importMit  parts  of  the  provisions  regard- 


ing our  land  forces  were  cut  oS  front 
discussion.  In  this  case  similarly  there 
were  a  great  number  of  Me  nbora  who 
disagreed  with  many  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  did  not  think  there  were  a 
great  number,  o  -  indeed  any,  who  did  not 
wish  for  a  compromise  on  this  burning 
question,  if  that  compromise  could  be 
obtained  on  fair  terms.  He  was  sure 
that  the  CUtholic  community,  who 
were  a  very  strong  and  numerous 
body  in  his  constituency,  were  perfectly 
willing  to  remain  in  the  national  system, 
they  heartily  desired  to  remain  in  it,  if 
the  Government  would  allow  them,  but  if 
they  were  cast  out  adequate  money 
should  be  given  to  them.  There  would 
be  no  opposition  from  below  the  gang- 
way, nor  upon  his  part  as  repressnting  & 
larg-i  number  of  Catholics,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  them  full  time  to  discusa 
th-!  question  of  single-school  areas  and 
the  legitimate  grievance  of  the  Noncon- 
formists when  they  only  had  a  Church 
school  in  their  area.  But  let  the 
Houie  consider — the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  had  expatiated  on  it  before 
— the  ridiculously  small  amount  of 
time  given  to  discuss  these  important 
proposals.  One  day  was  to  be  given  to 
the  extinction  of  thousands  of  elementary 
schools  all  over  the  country.  On  the 
same  day  they  had  to  decide  what  should 
be  the  State  religion  in  those  schools  and 
the  endowment  of  that  State  reUgion. 
Surely,  however  anxious  they  were  to  get 
this  matter  out  of  the  way,  they  could  not, 
with  any  sense  of  responsibility  to  those 
who  sent  them  there,  go  and  dispose  oi 
these  thinns  which  vitally  affected  the 
interest) 
apace  0 
taking  < 
and  a  h 
importa 
right  ol 
about  I 
in  a  da< 
to  disci 
and  whi 
taken  u 
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to  be  the '  leligioas  teacher  or  not. 
Sorely  these  things  ought  to  be  given  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  as  they  affected 
an  enormous  body  of  teachers.  Then  they 
were  to  discuss  the  most  important  ques- 
tion of  the  grounds  on  which  the  local 
^ucatioh  authority  might  refuse  to  give 
facilities  at  alL  He  said  without  fear  of 
contradiction  that  none  of  the  most 
important  provisions  would  be  discussed- 
It  was  proposed  to  take  on  the  last  day 
but  one,  subsection  (5)  of  Clause  10.  If 
they  put  aside  for  a  moment  the  religious 
question,  this  was  by  far  and  away  the 
most  important  clause  that  had  been 
discussed  in  the  present  Parliament.  P 
solemnly  asked  the  House  to  put  the 
Minister  for  Education  ab6ve  the  law, 
and  if  it  were  passed  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  would  be  able  to  do  anything 
he  liked.  He  was  placed  by  it  in  a 
superior  position  to  His  Majesty,  because, 
although  the  King  was  above  the  law,  he 
was,  through  his  Ministers,  responsible  to 
the  law;  but  by  this  subsection  the 
House  was  going  to  say  that  the  Minister 
for  Education  could  do  an3rthing  he 
liked  and  not  be  called  to  account  by 
anyone.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
Minister  for  Education  would  observe 
the  law,  but  in  reply  to  that  suggestion 
he  would  only  say  that  his  predecessors 
in  office  had  not.  It  was  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  who  had  aided 
and  abetted  the  school  authorities  in 
the  West  Riding  to  abolish  the  volimtary 
schools,  which  they  did  \mtil  the 
voluntary  schools  managers  appealed  to 
Mr.  Justice  Channell,  who  decided  that 
the  law  must  be  obeyed,  and  that  the 
Courts  of  Justice  were  the  proper  tribu- 
nals to  enforce  it.  If  the  House  were 
not   to   be   able   to   discuss  whether   a 


Qovemment  Department  should  be  plai 
above  the  law,  then  their  diBcussioa  I 
become  a  perfect  farce.  On  behalf 
his  constituents,  he  emphatically  ( 
tested  against  only  eight  working  dan 
Committee  and  two  on  Beport  b« 
given  to  a  measure  which,  in 
opinion,  was  more  important  tlun  i 
that  had  been  discussed  bv  this  P&ri 
ment.  In  the  two  days  on  Report  tj 
had  to  put  right  all  the  mistakes  Ll  I 
Bill,  and  only  one  day  was  given  to  1 
Third  Reading.  He  emphaticallv  p 
tested  against  the  action  of  the  Gt»VF 
ment. 


♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroid 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  D«nhj 
Boroughs  was  alone  among  the  Mem*K 
for  Wales  in  the  line  which  hf  lu 
taken.  There  was  no  Member  for  WJ 
who  did  not  know  that  the  riirh^  * 
entry  was  odious  to  his  constituents,  u 
it  was  with  a  full  sense  of  re8poa4ibd.i 
that  they  had  decided  to  support  the  B^ 
He  hoped  therefore  that  the  GovennM 
would  give  as  much  time  as  ther  coil 
to  the  discussion  of  the  right  of  foti 
clause  which  must  be  folly  ooDii<'ef 
if  it  was  to  meet  with  acoeptic^ 
He  believed  the  Catholics  had  s  stnn 
claim  and  hoped  that  time  wonU  I 
given  for  consideration  of  the  contricti| 
out  clauses.  If  the  Government  wo« 
give  more  time  for  the  consideratioQ  { 
the  Schedules  and  would  inciess^  tJ 
grant,  they  would  improve  the  dunw 
effecting  the  compromise  which  W  ^ 
anxious  to  see  carried  out. 

Question   put. 

The     House    divided  : — ^Ayca,    l^ 
Noes,    71.     (Div.   List   No.  418.) 


Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins.  W.  Rylaod  D. 
Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 
Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
Armstronff,  W.  C.  Heaton 
Ashton,  Thomas  Oair 
Asquith.  Rt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 
Baker,  Joseph  A  (Finsbury,E) 


AYES. 

Balfour.  Robert  (Lanark) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Barnard,  E.  B. 

Barry,  Redmond  J.(Tyrone,N.) 
Beale.  W.  P. 
Beauchamp,  E. 
Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 


Bell,  Richard 
BelUirt,  Oariyon 
Benn,W.(r  wV  HaiiJH^Ki 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
BethelCSirJ.H.(] 
BirreU.  Ri.  Boa.  hr^^ 
Black,  Arthur  W. 
Branch,  Jamaa 
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Joka 

J.  A. 

Stopford 

,  J.  F.  L.(Laiic8.,Leigh) 
J.  Aniian 

Thomas  Rybnm 
,  Stanley  O. 
Bt.Hn.Sydiie7  CharleB 
Robert 
-Goiiim,  H.  W. 

Frederick  William 

Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
irUliam 

Stephen  (Lambeth) 
vG.J. 
aH(Sti88ex,£.Grin8t'd 

Sir  Edwin  A. 
8irH.J.S. 
W.H. 
Huoki 
William 

M.  Vai]ghan-(Cardigan) 
Timothy  (Fnlham) 

W.Howell(Bri8toUS) 
Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 

Sir  James 
C.(BarTow-in-Fame8s) 
J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
R.W. 

RLsoey 
;G.H.  (Boston) 
Charles 
R  C.  Mmiro 
Hon.  Enstaoe 
jt  Alexander 
;  John  Miohael  F. 
Jsmet  (Harrow) 

3t.Hn  Herbert  John 
SirT.(Renfrew,W.) 
_,  R.  G. 

Sir  Daniel  Ford 
h,  Geoi'ge  Peabody  (Bath) 
Corrie 

wood,  Hamar  (York) 
Hon.  Ivor  Churohill 
,JohnW. 
iWaii3t  Hn.SirW.Brampton 
piaoe,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Ineoart,  Robert  V.(Montrose) 
frtie,  J.  Keir  (MerthyrTydvil 
iHd7*0«orge  A.  (Suffolk) 
wBurworth,  R  L.(Caithn'ss.Bh 
■ilia,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Iivorth,  Arthur  A. 
J^Dr.AK 
|^A.Psjfet 
*»^  Norral  Watson 


Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hooart,  Sir  Robert 

Hodge,  John 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Blingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jacluon,  R.  S. 

Jaooby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones^ir  D.Brynmor(Swansea) 

Jones,William(Camaryon8hire) 

Kekewich,  Sir  Gtoorge 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lament,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  JosephF.(  Aoorington) 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-Qeorge,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs) 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  Sir  Gteorge 

M*Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Regioald 

M*Laren,RtHn.SirC.B.(Leioe8.) 

M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 

M'Mioking,  Major  O. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  CSiarles  E. 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  PercyAlport 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morrell,  PhUip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Murray,Capt.Hn  A.C.(Kincard) 

Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson^Charles  N.(Donca8t*r 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

NuttaU,  Harry 

O'Grady,  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearoe,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb*gh,  Central) 


Priestlev,  W.E.B.(Bradford,E.> 
Radford.  G.  H. 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro*> 
Rses,  J.  D. 

Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh*mpfa 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Robart8on,Sir  G  Scott(  Bradford 
Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rooh,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleveland> 
Schwann,  Sir  C  E.  (Manchester) 
Soott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  E. 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sherwell,  Arthur  James 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thompson,  J.  W.H.(Somer8et,E 
Thorne,  G.  R.  (Wolverhampton 
Toulmin,  Cieorge 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
White,  J.  Dunda8(Dumbart*n8h. 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,Rt  Hn.SirThomasP. 
Williams ,  Lie  welyn(Carmarthen 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 

Tbllibs  fob  thx  Aybs — 
Mr.  Joseph  Pease  and  Cap- 
tain Norton. 


^Awright,  John  Stanhope 
A*iej,  W.  W. 
J»l=vret.  Lord 

Wfour  3tHn.  A.  J.(City  Lond) 
8*'»Wy.  Sir  Frederick  George 
^kett,  Hon.  Qervase 
^>»H  G.  Stewart 
«|l  Sir  ^illiMn  James 
Jttcher,  Samuel  Henry 
JjH  William  Pollard 
^^-^^  K.  Hildred 


NOES. 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  B.) 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collings,Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingh*m) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Cross,  Alexander 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 


Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Faber»  Cfeorge  Denison  (York)  • 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Gk>rdon,  J. 
Gretton,  John 
Guinness,  Hn.  R.  (Haggerston) 

Hardy,Laurence(Kent ,  Ashf  ord 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George^ 
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Stanley, Hn.  Arthur  (Omulorl 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chkhwt^^i 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.O.(Oxrdriul 
Thomas,DaTid  Alfred(McTthi 
Thornton,  Pfcrcy  M. 
Willoughby  de  Eresby.  Lord 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoogiitd 
Wolff,  GuflUv  Wilhebn  , 

Wyndham,  Rt.  H<hl  Oeorfr 


Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jo3nisoa-Hick8,  William 
Kerry,  Earl  of 

Lee,ArthurH.(Hant8,Fareham) 
Lockwood,  Rt.Hn.Lt..Col.A.R. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
M* Arthur,  Charles 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Mildmay,  Franois  Bingham 


Nicholson,  \7m.  G.(Peter8field) 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,HerbertPike(  Darlington ) 
Percy,  Earl 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renton,  Leslie 
Ronaldshav,  Earl  of 
Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  Thos.Myles 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sheffield,SirBerkeleyGeorge  D. 
Stanier,  Beville 


Tkllxbs  fob  THI  N()|»- 
Viscount  Valentia  and  Xi 
Forster. 


Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word  '8iz»*  and 
insert  the  word  *  eight.'  " — (Mr.  Buneiman,) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  six '  stand 
part  of  the  Question" — put  and 
negatived. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  eight'  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  asked  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  would  not  agree  to 
insert  the  word  "  ten  "  in  place  of  "  eight." 
He  did  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  House  because  he  knew  that  the 
concession  made  by  the  Grovemment  was 
better  than  nothing,  but  as  they  had 
now  agreed  to  make  a  concession,  he 
appealed  to  them  to  carry  it  a  little 
further  and  make  it  ten  instead  of 
•eight  days.  In  event  of  the  Government 
accepting  the  Amendment  he  had  drawn 
up  a  time-table  which  was  much  the 
same  as  that  drawn  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  so  that  there  would 
be  no  need  to  waste  time  in  drawing 
up  a  new  one.    He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word '  eight,'  and  to  insert 
the  word;  ten.'  "— (5ir  F,  Banbury.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
-* eight'  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  been  so  moderate  and  persuasive 
that  I  certainly  would  have  accepted 
his  Amendment  if  I  could  have  done  so, 


but  I  cannot.  I  have  made  a  considi^ 
able  concession,  and  have  with  mmi 
difficulty  readjusted  the  time-ublf  H 
as  to  meet  the  allocation  of  eight  d»H 
for  Committee.  I  may  point  out  lluj 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  shonH 
get  our  time-table  before  five  o'clofk 
otherwise  the  alteration  to  eight  instet^ 
of  six  days  will  be  of  no  value. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  had  n<A 
opposed  the  Amendment  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  six,"  but  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  vote  against  the  insertion  4 
the  word  "  eight "  because  he  had  " 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  insert 
the  word  "twelve." 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment 
negatived. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word 
'eight'  be  there  inserted,"  put,  a.d 
agreed  to. 

New  Table  substituted. 

Main  Question,  as  amended^  sgAio 
proposed. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  pointd 
out  that  the  House  would  be  interf»t«i 
to  know  what  the  new  table  wa^  H* 
thought  that  at  least  they  should  be  toU 
how  the  time  was  to  be  allocated  be/*»rf 
they  were  asked  to  decide  the  quertj**. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  a  copy  «f  it 
had  been  supplied  to  the  right  kc 
Gentleman  opposite,  but  he  would  r««d 
it.  The  first  day  they  would  uk' 
Clause  1  and  the  Committee'i  diflciitait>a 


1013 


Business  of  the  House     {27  November  1908}     (Allocation  of  Time),      lOU    ^ 


'm  the  financial  Resolutions  ;  the  second, 
CUuse  2;  the  third.  Clause  2  up  to 
TJO  and  the  report  of  the  financial 
bohtions  till  10.30;  the  fourth, 
Oaoie  3 ;  the  fifth,  Clause  4  till  7.30 
nd  Clause  5  till  10.30;  the  sixth, 
Cliiues  6  and  7  till  7.30  and  Clauses  8 
ind  9  till  10.30 ;    the  seventh,  Clauses 

1 10,  11,  and  12  and  the  new  clauses; 

rud  the  eighth,  the  first  schedule  till 

I7J0  and  the  remaining  schedules  and 
nv  other  matters  till  10.30. 

Sa    WILLIAM     BULL    (Hammer- 
mith) :  Will  it  be  taken  de  die  in  diem  ? 

Me.  ASQUITH  :    Yes. 

f   Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD :   Has 
'  ny  attempt  been  made  to  divide  Clause 
V. 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  No,  Sir,  but  we 
have  the  whole  of  one  day  for  it  and  till 
7.30  on  the  next. 

Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwood) : 
Will  there' be  a  Saturday  sitting  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Yes,  Sir,  that  is 
provided  for. 

Lord  R.  CECIL:  Will  there  be  a 
separate  Saturday  sitting  for  the  Third 
Reading  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  do  not  wish  to 
prejudge  that  unless  the  noble  Lord 
wishes  it. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

ffhe  House  divided: — Ayes,  192; 
Noes,  58.     (Division  List  No.  419.) 


I  AcUad,  Francis  Dyke 
kkini,  W.  Ryland  D. 
iUen,  A.  AcUnd  (Christohuroh) 
Aflen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 
I  Aniutrong,  W.  C.  Heaton 
iiqoitKRt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 
J  Biker.Joseph  A.  (Finflbary.E.) 
I  Btlloar,  Robert  (Lanark) 
J  Biring.Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
I  Biriow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
J  Btfnard,  E.  B. 

Bwrie,  Redmond  J.  (Tyrone,N, 

B«»te.  W.  P. 

BetQchamp,  E. 

Betomont,  Hon.  Hubert 

Ben,  Richard 

BelUin,  Carlyon 

B«m,W.{T'w'rHamleU,S.Geo. 

Bmidge,T.H.  D. 

fcthell,8irJ.H(Ee8tx,Romrrd 

BimQ,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine^ 

BUck,  Arthur  W. 

Bnach,  James 

Brigg,John 

^ooke.8topford 

Bnmner,J.  F.  L.(Lanc8.,Leigh) 

Bfyw,  J.  Annan 

Bochioan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bflckmaster,  SUnley  0. 

ByWs.  William  Pollard 

<  *«eron,  Robert 

^^Gomm,  H,  W. 

<lMce,  Frederick  WiUiam 

^}mm,  Rt  Hon.  Winston  S. 

^^  William 

"<>noa,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

^  Vr.  G.  J. 

';<»bett.C.H,(Su8sex,E.Grin8td 

^wwrtU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

<^otton,8irH.J.S. 

^<»*».W.H. 


AYES. 

Cox,  Harold 
Crooks,  William 
DavieSyM.Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davie8,SirW.Howell(Bri8tol,S. 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Duncan,C.  ( Bairow-in-Fumess) 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gladstone,  Rt .  Hn.  Her  bertjohn 
Glen.Coats,Sir  T.( Renfrew, W.) 
Glend  inning,  R.  G. 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
GUjoch,  Greorge  Peabody  (Bath) 
Grant,  Corrie 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gurdon,  RtHn.  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haldane,Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Harcourt, Robert  V.  (Montrose) 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harms  worth,  R.  L.  ( Cai  thn*8S-sh 
Haslam,  Lewis  (Monmouth) 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Hazel,  D.  A.  E. 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycoirbe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 


Hodge,  John]] 

Homiman,  Emslie  Johp 

Hyde,  Clarendon 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Illingworth,  Percy  H 

Jackson,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jone8,Sir  D.Brynmor(Swan8ea 

Jones,William(Camarvonshire 

Kekewich,  Sir  Greorge 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Laldlaw,  Robert 

Lamont,  Norman 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk,B*gh8 

Mackamess,  Frederic  (X 

Maclean,  Donald 

M^Callum,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  Sir  George 

M*Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 

M*Laren,RtHn.SirC.B.(Leicef. 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (StaflPord,  W.) 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Mamham«  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport^ 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas' 

Murray, Capt.  Hn.A.C(Kincard 

Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 
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NichoIlB,  George 

Niohol8on,Charie8N.(DoncA8t*r 

Korman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Captain  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willane 

KnttiOl,  Harry 

O'Grady,  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifaz) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Panlton,  James  Mellor 

Ftearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Price,  C.  K  (Edinb'gh  Central) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.  (Bradford,K) 

PuUar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A,  Rolland 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro') 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh*mpt'n 

Bidsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradrrd 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rose,  Charies  Day 


Runoiman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.  L.(Cleyeland 
Sohwann^Sir  C.£.(Bfanche8ter) 
Scott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 
Sears,  J.  £. 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Shaw,  Ri.  Hon.  T.  (Hawiok,  B, 
Sherwell,  Arthur  James 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
SUnger,  H.  Y. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Stcachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thompson,  J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Thome,G.R.  (Wolverhampton) 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 


Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  Do  R.  (Leicester) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Wason,Rt,Hn.  E.  (Clackmannan 
Wason,John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
White,  J.  Dundas(Dumbart*D8h 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
WhHley.  John  Henrv  (HaUfax) 
WhitUker,RtHn.Sir  Thomas?. 
Williams,  Lie  welyn(Carmarth'D 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  J.W.  (Worcestersh.  N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  &) 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

TSLLBRS      FOR      THE      AtSS — 

Mr.  Joseph  Pease  and  Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis. 


Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Ashley,  W.  W. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Eveljm  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Collings,Rt.Hn.J.(Birmingh'm 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Cross,  Alexander 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fetherstonhaugh,  Godfrey 


NOES. 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Gordon,  J. 
Gretton,  John 

Guiness,  Hon.  R.  (Haggerston) 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Harrison- Brockdley,  H.  B. 
Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jo3ni8on-Hick8,  William 
Keswick,  William 
Lee,  Arthur  H.(Hants,Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn.  Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
M* Arthur,  Charles 
Pea3e,Herbert  Pike(DarIington 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 


Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renton,  Leslie 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  Thos.  Myles 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 
Stanier,  Beville 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt  Hn.J.G.(Oxrd  Univ. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,   Viscount 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 

Tellebs  for  the  Noes — Sir 
Frederick  Banbury  and  Mr. 
Claude  Hay. 


Ordered,  That  the   Committee  stage, 
Report  stage,  and  Third  Reading  of  the 
Elementary     Education     (England    and 
Wales)   (No.  2)  Bill,  and  the  necessary 
stages    of    the      Financial  -  Resolution 
relating  thereto,  shall  be  proceeded  with 
as  follows  : — 1.  Committee  stage — Eight 
allotted    days     shall    be    given    to   the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  including  the 
necessary  stages  of  the  Financial  Resolu- 
tion relating   to  the  Bill,   and  the  pro- 
ceedings on  each  of  those  allotted  day 
shall    be    those    shown    in    the    second 
column  of    the    table   annexed  to  this 
Order,  and  those  proceedings  shall,  if  not 
Previously   brought  to  a  conclusion,  be 


brought  to  a  conclusion  at  the  time 
shown  in  the  third  column  of  that  table. 

2.  Report  stage — Two  allotted  days  shall 
be  given  to  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  proceedings  for  each  of 
those  allotted  days  shall  be  such  as  may 
be  hereafter  determined  in  manner  pro- 
vided by  this  Order,  and  those  proceed- 
ings,  if  not  previously  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion, shall  be  brought  to  a  conclusion 
at  10.30  p.m.  on  each  such  allotted  day. 

3.  Third  Reading— One  aUotted  day 
shall  be  given  to  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  proceedings  thereon  shall,  if 
not  previously  brought  to  a  conclusion,, 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  at  10.30  p.no.  oq 
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that  day.  On  the  conclusion  of  the  Com- 
mittee stage  the  Chairman  shall  report  the 
Bill  to  the  House  without  Question  put, 
and  the  House  shall  on  a  subsequent 
day  consider  the  proposals  made  by  the 
Government  for  the  allocation  of  the 
proceedings  on  the  Eeport  stage  of  the 
BilL  The  proceedings  on  the  considera- 
tion of  those  proposals  may  be  entered 
OQ  at  any  hour,  though  opposed,  and 
shall  not  be  interrupted  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Standing  Order 
relating  to  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
bat  if  they  are  not  brought  to  a  con- 
clusion before  the  expiration  of  one  hour 
after  they  have  been  commenced,  Mr. 
Speller  shall,  at  the  expiration  of  that 
time,  bring  them  to  &  conclusion  by 
putting  the  Question  on  the  Motion 
proposed  by  the  Government,  after 
having  put  the  Question,  if  necessary,  on 
aay  Amendment  or  other  Motion  which 
has  been  already  proposed  from  the  Chair 
and  not  disposed  of.  After  this  Order 
comes  into  operation,  any  day  shall  be 
considered  an  allotted  day  for  the  pur 
poses  of  this  Order  on  which  the  Bill  is 
put  down  as  the  first  Order  of  the  day, 
or  on  which  any  stage  of  the  Financial 
Resolution  relating  thereto  is  put  down 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  day,  followed  by 
the  Bill.     Provided  that  5  p.m.  shall  be 

1  substituted  for  10.30  p.m.,  and  2  p.m.  for 
7.30  p.ni.  as  respects  any  allotted  day 
which  is  a  Friday,  and  3  p.m.  shall  be 
substituted  for  10.30  p.m.  and  12  noon 
for  7.30  p.m.  as  respects  any  allotted  day 
which  is  a  Saturday,  as  the  time  at  which 
proceedings  are  to  be  brought  to  a  con- 
chision  under  the  foregoing  provisions. 
A  Motion  may  be  made  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  at  the  commencement  of 
business  on  any  day  that  the  House  sit  on 
the  following  Saturday  at  10  a.m.  for  the 
parpose  of  the  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
ind  the  Question  on  any  Motion  so  made 
shall  be  put  forthwith  by  the  Speaker 
without  Amendment  or  debate.  Notice 
of  any  Question  requiring  an  oral  answer  for 
a  Friday  or  Saturday  shall,  if  that  day  is 
an  allotted  day  under  this  Order,  be  treated 
as  a  notice  for  the  following  Monday. 
VOL.  CXCVII.     [Fourth  Serirs.] 
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For  the  purpose  of  bringing  to  a  conclu- 
sion any  proceedings  which  are  to  be 
brought  to  a  conclusion  on  an  allotted 
day,  and  have  not  previously  been 
brought  to  a  conclusion,  Mr.  Speaker  or 
the  Chairman  shall,  at  the  time  appointed 
under  this  Order  for  the  conclusion  of 
those  proceedings,  put  forthwith  the 
Question  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion 
already  proposed  from  the  Chair,  and 
shall  next  proceed  successively  to  put 
forthwith  the  Question  on  any  Amend- 
ments, new  Clauses,  or  Schedules  moved 
by  the  Government  of  which  notice  has 
been  given,  but  no  other  Amendments, 
Clauses,  or  Schedules,  and  on  any  Ques- 
tion necessary  to  dispose  of  the  business 
to  be  concluded,  and  in  the  case  of 
Government  Amendments  or  of  Govern- 
ment new  Clauses  or  Schedules  he  shall 
put  only  the  Questjpn  that  the  Amend- 
ment be  made  or  that  the  Clause  or 
Schedule  be  added  to  the  Bill  as  the  case 
may  be.  A  Motion  may  be  made  by  the 
Gk)vernment  to  leave  out  any  Clause  or 
consecutive  Clauses  of  the  Bill  before  the 
consideration  of  any  Amendments  to  the 
Clause  or  Clauses  in  Committee.  The 
Question  on  a  Motion  made  by  the 
Government  to  leave  out  any  Clause  or 
Clauses  of  the  Bill  shall  be  put  forthwith 
by  the  Chairman  or  Speaker  without 
debate.  Any  Private  Business  which  is 
set  down  for  consideration  at  8.15  p.m. 
on  any  allotted  day  shall,  instead  of  being 
taken  on  that  day,  as  provided  by  the 
Standing  Order  "  Time  for  taking  Private 
Business,"  be  taken  after  the  conclusion 
of  the  proceedings  on  the  Bill  or  under 
this  Order  for  that  day,  and  any  Private 
Business  so  taken  may  be  proceeded 
with,  though  opposed,  notwithstanding 
any  Standing  Order  relating  to  the 
Sittings  of  the  House.  On  any  day  on 
which  any  proceedings  are  to  be  brought 
to  a  conclusion  under  this  Order,  pro- 
ceedings for  that  purpose  under  this 
Order  shall  not  be  interrupted  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Standing  Order  relating 
to  the  Sittings  of  the  House.  On  an 
allotted  day  no  dilatory  Motion  on  the 
Bill,  nor  Motion  to  re-commit  the  Bill, 
2   M 
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nor  Motion  for  adjournment  under 
Standing  Order  10,  nor  Motion  to  post- 
pone a  clause,  shall  be  received  unless 
moved  by  the  Government,  and  the 
Question  on  such  Motion  shall  be  put 
forthwith  without  any  debate.  Nothing 
in  this  Order  shall— (a)  prevent  any 
business  which  under  this  Order  is  to  be 
concluded  on  an  allotted  day  being 
proceeded  with  on  any  other  day,  or 
necessitate  any  allotted  day  or  part  of 


an  allotted  day  being  given  to  any  such 
business  if  the  business  to  be  concluded 
has  been  otherwise  disposed  of;  or 
(b)  prevent  any  other  business  bein^ 
proceeded  with  on  any  allotted  day  or 
part  of  an  allotted  day  in  accordance 
with  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  Hou^ 
after  the  business  to  be  proceeded  with 
or  concluded  under  this  Order  on  the 
allotted  day  or  part  of  the  allotted  day 
has  been  disposed  of. 


Table. 


Committee  Stage. 


Allotted  Day. 


First 


Second 


Third 


Fourth 


Fifth 


Sixth 


Seventh  - 


Eighth 


Proceedings. 


Time  for  Procee*iiog!» 

to  be  briMight  to  « 

Conclusion. 


Clause  1,  the  Committee  stage  of 
Financial  Resolution     - 

Clause  2 

Clause  2 

,  Report  stage  of  Financial  Resolution 

Clause  3 

Clause  4 

^  Clause  6 

Clauses  6  and  7        -  -         - 

Clauses  8  and  9        -         -         -         - 

Clauses  10,  11,  and  12      -         -         - 

New  Clauses 

First  Schedule  ----,- 

Remaining  Schedules,  and  any  other 
matter  required  to  bring  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to  a  conclusion  - 


10.30 


7.30 
10.30 
10.30 

7.33 
10.30 

7.30 
10.30 

7.30 
10.30 

7.30 


10.30 


Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  Slst  July, 


adjourned    the  House  without  Quofiliim 
put. 


Adjourned  at  three  minutes  after  Five  o'clock  till  Monday  netk 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS.  NATAL. 

Further  conespondence  relating  to  the 


Monday,  dOth  November,  1908. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  3.)  BilL — Leave  given  to  the  Select 
Committee  to  continue  sitting  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Monk  Brettou. 


-Brought  from 
and   referred 


Hastings  Harbour  Bill.- 
^  the  Commons,  read   1* ; 
•i  to  the  Examiners. 

•^Bufldings)  Bill.— Read  3»,  with  the 
J  Amendments  :  Further  Amendments 
4  made  :  Bill  passed,  and  returned  to  the 
i|  Commons. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
.  I  (No.  3.)  Bill. — ^Report  from  the  Com- 
^    mittce  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord  Hylton 

1  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  Member  of 
f  |<  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in 

^  the  place  of  the  Lord  Honk  Bretton ; 

v^  read,  and  agreed  to. 


PETITIONS. 


CHILDREN  BILL.^ 

Petitions  in  favour  of :  Of  the  Wes- 
levftQ  Methodists  of  Frogpool ;  St.  Day  ; 
Stithians ;  Baldhu ;  Sunday  School 
Teathejrs  and  Workers  of  the  Gwennap 
Weslejran  Methodist  Circuit.  Read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (BUILDING 
GRANTS  (APPROPRIATION  ACTS.  1907 
AND  1908,  CIVIL  SERVICES,  CLASS  IV., 
VOTE  1)). 

Further  statement  showing  the  cases 
m  which  the  Board  of  Education  have 
iftccived  applications  from  local  education 
autKorities  for  special  grants  for  the  build- 
ing of  new  public  elementary  schools,  and 
^  stage  which  each  case  had  reached 
on  3l8t  October,  1908. 

VOLCXCVII.    [Fourth  SERiKa] 


trial  of  certain  natives  in  Natal. 

'       IRISH  LAND  PLTICHASE  ACTS. 

Return  giving,  by  coimties  and  pro- 
vinces, the  area,  Poor  Law  valuation,  and 
purchase  money  of  (a)  land  sold,  and  (&]^ 
lands  in  respect  of  which  proceedings, 
have  been  instituted  and  are  pending, 
for  sale  under  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Acts ;  also  the  estimated  area,  Poor 
Law  valuation,  and  purchase-money  of 
lands  in  respect  of  which  proceedings^ 
for  sale  have  not  been  instituted  under 
the  said  Acts. 

Presented  (by  command),  and  orderedl 
to  lie  on  the  Table.  .     ^ 

DISEASES   OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,1I894  TO^ 

1903. 

Two  Orders,  No.  ,7,605  and  No.  7,606, 
dated  21st  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  the  Deptford  Foreign 
Animals  Wixarf,  of  animals  carried  on 
board  the  ss.  "  Marquette  "  and  "  Minne- 
haha," respectively. 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP. 

Schemes  for  the  regulation  of  hours  of 
employment,  intervals  for  meals  and  rest, 
and  holidays  of  workers  in  charitable 
institutions  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  in  pursuance  of  the  powers  con- 
ferred on  him  by  Section  5  (2)  (a)  of  the- 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1907. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  ActjT 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


SUNDAY  LABOUR  IN  THE  MERCANTILE 

MARINE. 

Lord  MUSKERRY:  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  call  attention  to  the  prevalence 
of  Sunday  labour  in  the  mercantile 
marine  in  so  far  as  it  applies  to  British 
ships  when  lying  in  port  both  at  home 
ana  abroad ;  and  to  move  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  subject 
warrants  consideration  at  the  hands  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  with  a  view 
to  measures  being  taken  towards  en- 
suring that  those  serving  on  British 
ships  shall,  so  far  as  is  reasonably  pos- 
sible, be  relieved  from  work  on  the 
Sabbath  Day.. 
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The  question  of  Sunday  labour  and  the 
necessity  of  one  day's  rest  in  seven  is 
by  no  means  new  to  this  House,  but 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  with  the  exception 
of  a  few  woids  that  I  said  on  this  sub- 
ject early  in  the  session,  when  I  was 
calling  die  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  Return  issued  by  the  (Jovemment 
on  the  treatment  of  their  merchant 
seamen  by  forei^  countries,  it  has  never 
been  discussed  m  its  particular  relation 
to  those  who  serve  in  our  premier  in- 
dustry, the  British  mercantile  marine. 
^Whilst  I  am  in  sympathy  with  those 
^who  are  labouring  so  earnestly  in  the 
'direction  of  imposing  limitations  on 
Sunday  labour  in  so  far  as  it  effects 
certain  occupations  ashore,  I  think  it 
a  duty  to  attempt  to  focus  special  atten- 
tion upon  the  position  of  our  merchant 
seafarers,  to  so  many  of  whom  rest  on 
the  Sabbath  day  is  a  thing  that  is  very 
seldom  known. 

My  Lords,  I  do  not  seek  for  the 
timelioration  of  the  seafarers'  lot  in  respect 
to  the  Sabbath  in  any  unreasonable  way, 
'  Though  many  do  not  seem  to  see  it,  we 
•cannot  make  regulations  for  seafarers 
in  the  same  way  as  we  can  for  any  pro- 
fession or  occupation  ashore.  It  is  a 
service  which  demands  special  con- 
sideration, and  legislation  which  can 
be  applied  with  perfect  ease  ashore 
might,  if  applied  to  shipping,  do  in- 
calculable harm  to  all  concerned.  In 
the  case  of  British  merchant  ships 
exceptional  circumstances  are  apt  to 
arise  in  port  where  Sunday  work  can 
reasonably  be  expected  of  their  crews. 
In  the  interests  of  shipowners  I  would 
■certainly  make  provision  for  these  ex- 
ceptional occasions,  but  in  the  interests 
of  seafarers  I  would,  did  the  matter  rest 
in.  my  hands,  make  provision  so  that 
those  who  do  this  additional  work 
should  receive  additional  pay  for  it. 

Then,  again,  when  British  ships  are  on 
the  high  seas  it  would  be  absurd  to 
suggest  that  everybody  should  be  allowed 
to  abandon  work  on  the  Sabbath  Day. 
The  ship  must  get  along  ;  therefore  duty 
must  continue,  although,  so  far  as  I  can 
gather,  shipmasters  always  reduce  the 
work  to  its  lowest  possible  limits  on 
Sundays  when  at  sea.  Having  said  that 
I  ask  for  nothing  but  what  is  reasonable, 
I  can,  with  perfect  truth,  assure  your 

Lord  Muskerry. 


Lordships  that  Sunday  labour  on  board 
merchant  ships  is  rife,  not  only  when 
they  are  lying  in  ports  abroad  but  also  in 
ports  at  home.  Officers  and  seamen, 
particularly  the  officers,  are  worked  to  the 
utmost,  and  the  blessing  of  one  day's 
rest  in  seven  is  to  them  a  rare  privileg«, 
I  make  no  exceptions  in  classes  or  types  oi 
ships.  In  some  of  the  biggest  lines 
Sunday  labour  is  just  as  common  ts 
Sunday  labour  in  ships  bearing  the 
misnomer  of  *'  tramps."  If  it  is  not  bo 
when  the  ships  are  in  ports  at  home,  it  is 
amply  made  up  for  when  the  ships  go 
abroad. 

In  one  of  the  biggest  shipping  lines  in 
this  country,  whose  headquarteis  are  not 
100  miles  from  this  House,  I  may  tell 
your  Lordships  that  the  ships  ahrsTi 
work  on  Sundays  when  in  ports  abroad 
I  will  take  another  of  our  oiggest  line*, 
where  a  smart  and  promising  yoonj; 
officer  wrote,  in  a  most  courteous  and 
reasonable  way,  to  the  directors  of  the 
company,  pointing  out  what  a  very  grest 
physical  strain  it  was  on  officers  thst 
they  should  be  expected  constantlj  to 
work  on  Sundays  whilst  the  steamers  wert 
loading  or  discharging  in  Mediterraneao 
ports.  The  response  he  got  was  that,  on 
arrival  home,  he  was  requested  to  resign 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  conditions  of  his  employment. 
I  would  ask  your  Lordships  whether  w« 
are  right  in  tolerating  this,  and  whethfi 
we  should  not  protect  our  seafawti 
against  such  treatment  ?  Have  they  no 
right  to  say  anything  on  their  own  behalf ' 
Take  another  big  Atlantic  Line.  I  *m 
reliably  informed  that  cargo  is  oftro 
worked  on  Sundays  when  the  vessels  si« 
in  a  home  port  and  also  at  porta  abroad. 

Coming  to  other  firms,  I  find  from  the 
chief  officer  of  a  big  steamer  that — 

**  Sunday  labour  in  the  rule  and  not  iW 
exception  at  home  and  abroad.  There  U  do 
recognition  of  Sunday,  so  far  at  loading  or  du- 
charging  is  conc©m^d.•* 

Another  officer  says — 

''  The  Eaatem  trade  is  a  Tcrj  hard  one,  ^7 
and  night,  Sundays  included.  No  one  •^ 
knows  what  it  is  in  his  ship  to  hare  an  bow ci 

And  he  very  rightly  thinks  that  some- 
thing to  stop  this  state  of  afisiis,  90 
that  an  officer  could  get  some  time  to 
himself,  should  be  considered.  Anothtf 
officer  says  that  abroad  then  is  BoDi^J 
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labour  every  Sunday  if  possible.  During 
the  last  six  months  lie  lias  had  eight 
Sundajs*  in  port,  and  worked  on  them 
aH  I  could  quote  you  innumerable 
cases,  but  will  content  myself  with 
giving  you  the  opinions  of  one  more 
gentleman  following  the  sea.  He  is  in 
command  of  a  steamer  and  says — 

'*  Sunday  labour  abroad,  I  fear,  will  never  be 
properly  done  away  with,  for  this  reason.  The 
sliipowners  of  England  encourage  it  by  paying 
dispatch  money — that  is,  to  stevedores,  who, 
oat  of  that  money,  of  course,  pay  extra  to  their 
men  who  are  working  on  Sunday.** 

He  says  that  if  Sunday  labour  were 
done  away  with,  also  the  ways  and  means 
for  saving.  Sunday  at  sea  for  owner's 
benefit,  he  is  certain  that  seafarers  would 
Eve  longer  and  not  have  as  many  grey 
hairs  in  their  heads, 

I  have  in  my  possession  the  terms  of 

a  postscript   appended  to   a  letter  of 

tnstroctiona  wluch  a  certain  large  and 

well-known  firm  of  shipowners  forwarded 

to  the  master  of  one  of  their  ships  then 

lying  in  a  port  abroad.    This  postscript 

leads  as  follows — 

"  Tou  should  arrange  to  scrape  the  ship's 
bottom  on  Sunday  so  as  not  to  interfere  with 
tlie  work  on  ordinary  days.  I  hope  you  have 
thought  of  this  and  got  it  done." 

This  emanates,  not  from  any  minor^  or 
unimportant  shipping  company,  but  from 
one  which  figures  very  prominently  in 
shipping  circles.  I  wonder  what  your 
Loidships  think  of  this  postscript.  I 
ask :  Axe  we  going  to  permit  such  things 
to  continue  ?  Are  we  not  going  to  do 
anything  in  lightening  the  lot  of  men 
who  have  such  limited  opportunities 
of  speaking  for  themselves  ?  Are  we 
to  allow  officers  and  men,  even  under 
the  broiling  sun  of  West  Africa,  to.be 
creatures  of  toil  pn  Sunday  just  as  on 
any  other  day  ? 

Thanks  to  the  Return  which  I  was 
able  to  get  from  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, shipowners  cannot  plead  the 
stereotyped  argument  of  contending 
against  fierce  foreign  competition.  From 
the  Return  I  have  mentioned,  it  is  easy  to 
see  that  most  foreign  maritime  countries 
are  far  more  solicitous  about  their  sea- 
farers than  we  are,  even  though  we  pride 
ourselves  that  the  position  is  quite  the 
opposite.  Earlier  in  the  session,  when  I 
vaa  calling  attention  to  this  Eetum,  I 
read  to  your  Lordships  extracts  ixorix  it 


showing  how  the  different  foreign  nations 
treated  their  sailors  as  i&t  as  regards 
Sunday  work.  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
up  time  by  again  going  through  this, 
but  in  all  the  cases  where  there  is  absolute 
necessity  for  carrying  on  work  on  Sunday 
in  every  case  the  officers  and  crews  receive 
extra  remimeration.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
that  anybody  who  studies  the  Return  in 
question  will  realise  that  we  are  a  long 
way  behind  other  maritime  coimtries  so 
far  as  Srmday  labour  on  board  ship  is 
concerned. 

Apart  f]:om  the  Return,  I  can  clearly 
put  the  position  by  relating  the  experi- 
ences of  two  gentlemen  serving  in  difier- 
ent  large  steamers.    One  say^— 

"  i?e  Sunday  work;  lying  here;  (at  Ibicny) 
last  Sunday  we  were  working,  although  there  is 
no  hurry  for  her,  as  we  do  not  leave  here  for 
Santos  until  the  end  of  October.  I  asked  the 
contractor,  who  is  building  the  wharf,  if  he 
worked  his  men  on  Sundays.  His  reply  wast 
*  No,  unless  there  is  an  English  ship  here,  and 
then  she  pays  all  expenses/-  He  also  remarked 
that  most  foreign  ships  would,  not  work  on 
Sundays." 

The  other  gentleman,  writing  from  an 
Italian  port,  gives  his  opinion,  m  this 
way— 

*'  I  thought  that  I  would  inform  you  about 
the  altered  conditions  that  prevail  in  Italy  re 
Sunday  labour.  There  is  no  Sunday  labour 
now  on  board  vessels  in  this  port,  and  I  can  also 
vouch  for  Genoa  and  Civita  Vecchia.  Our 
broker  informs  me  that  it  now  applies  to  all 
Italian  ports.  One  would  hardly  credit  that 
where  these  things  can  be,  and  are,  stopped  in 
other  countries,  they  are  allowed  to  go  on  un- 
checked under  British  rule.  In  Alexandria, 
last  voyage,  we  worked  both  Sundays  that  we 
were  there,  as  every  other  British  vessel  does, 
as  it  counts  one  half -day  to  the  ship,  providing 
they  work  a  full  day." 

I  propose  to  trouble  your  Lordships  but 
little  more  in  regard  to  this  serious  matjber. 
But  I  would  emphasise  the  fact  that  under 
ordinary  conditions  when  at  sea  our  sea- 
men and  firemen  must  work  twelve  hours 
per  day,  Saturdays  and  Sundays  included. 
In  the  great  majority  of  cases  our  merchant 
officers  must  work,  roughly  speaking, 
some  fifteen  hours  per  day.  Surely,  then, 
when  they  do  reach  poirt  and  Sunday 
comes  roimd  they  have  an  undeniable 
right  to  that  rest  and  relaxation  which 
they  so  richly  deserve  and  most  certainly 
require,  and  which  at  the  present  time 
they  certainly  do  not  get. 

l>  I  am  glad  to  say  that  there  are'  some 
shipowning  fixms  "who  set  theif  faces 
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against  Sunday  work  on  their  ships. 
Iliese  firms  deserve  great  praise,  though  I 
do  not  suppose  they  seek  it.  If  only  in 
justice  to  them,  their  colleagues  should  be 
forced  to  fall  into  line  with  them  and  be 
prevented  from  offering  unscrupulous 
opposition  both  in  the  way  of  forcing 
their  men  to  work  on  Sundays  and  in 
other  despicable  ways.  It  is  no  use 
appealing  to  conscience.  Nothing  will  do 
it  but  compulsion,  and  that  is  why  I 
hope  this  Motion  will  meet  with  the 
complete  and  unanimous  approval  of 
the  House.  It  would  be  useless  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  at  the  present  time,  but  a 
consensus  of  opinion  such  as  that  which  I 
now  hope  for  would  carry  enormous 
weight,  and  would  considerably  facilitate 
our  seeing  the  matter  through  to  the  end. 

There  are  two  aspects  to  the  question. 
One  is  the  religious  aspect,  which  I  will 
not  dwell  upon,  simply  because  I  think 
that  when  we  urge  the  proper  observance 
of  the  Sabbath  we  should,  in  the  first 
place,  demand  that  people  should  be 
given  the  opportunity  of  observing  it 
properly.  In  the  remarkable  "Message 
to  the  Nation  "  which  was  issued  not 
very  long  ago  by  the  heads  of  the  three 
Giurches  in  this  country  I  was  very 
glad  indeed  to  see  that,  whilst  the  proper 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  Day  was 
very  naturally  dwelt  upon,  the  physical  | 
necessity  of  one  day's  rest  in  seven  was 
also  fully  recognised.  At  the  recent 
International  Congress  on  the  Lord's 
Day  held  at  Edinburgh,  Mr.  Moore, 
secretary  of  the  Imperial  Merchant 
Service  Guild,  speaking  as  the  only 
representative  of  seafarers  present,  said — 

**  The  amount  of  Sunday  labour  in  the  mer- 
chant senrice  is  a  grave  national  scandal." 

The  Ouild  have  especially  brought  this 
subject  to  my  notice,  and  it  is  one  which 
I  can  honestly  say  I  have  never  more 
gladly  taken  up.  It  represents  an  evil 
which,  sooner  or  later,  must  be  eradicated. 
I  can  •only  commend  my  Motion  for  your 
earnest  consideration,  and  should  your 
Lordships  see  your  way  clear  to  give  it 
jrour  support,  it  would,  I  can  fully  assure 
you,  be  received  with  feelings  of  deep 
appreciation  and  gratitude  by  those 
who  serve  in  the  mercantile  marine  of 
our  country. 

Moved,     "That    the    prevalence    of 
Sunday  labour  in  the  mercantile  marine, 

Lard  Mm$keny. 


in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  British  ship^ 
when  l3ring  in  port  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  warrants  consideration  at  th^ 
hands  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
with  a  view  to  measures  being  taken 
towards  ensuring  that  those  serving  on 
British  ships  shall,  so  far  as  is  reasonably 
possible,  be  relieved  from  work  on  tht 
Sabbath  Day.*'— (Zorrf  Muskerry.) 

The  Earl  of  MAYO :  My  Lordi.^  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  will  agree  that 
the  subject  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  called  attention  warrants  considert- 
tion,not  only  at  the  hands  of  His  Majesty** 
Government,  but  by  everyone  in  this 
House.  It  largely  depends,  of  couw, 
on  the  way  in  which  Sunday  labour  ift 
construed.  I  have  seen  it  on  the  We«t 
Coast  of  Africa,  and  the  circumstance* 
there  make  Sunday  labour  very  often 
essential.  But  it  is  not  universally 
essential.  The  noble  Lord  mentioDed 
a  great  many  cases,  and  we  shouM  like 
to  have  heard  the  names  of  some  of  thf 
steamship  companies  concerned,  especi- 
ally the  one  which  ordered  the  scrapinji 
of  the  ship  on  Sunday.  I  think  it  i« 
perfectly  outrageous  to  ask  men  wlu> 
have  been  worlang  all  the  week  to  aet 
to  work  on  Sunday  and  scrape  the  ship. 
Sunday  labour  is  absolutely  necesian* 
in  that  part  of  the  Empire  to  which  I 
have  referred.  The  Resolution,  however, 
is  worded  in  so  mild  a  manner  that  then* 
would  be  no  harm  in  voting  for  it.  W^ 
should  like  to  hear  what  His  Majectr'^ 
Gk>vemment  have  to  say  on  the  matter. 

The  Earl  of  MBATH  :  Mv  LoitU. 
it  is  t>erfectly  true,  as  Lord  Mayo  ha^ 
said,  that  there  are  portions  of  thf 
Empire  where  Sunday  labour  is  neoe«sn' 
in  regard  to  shipping ;  but.  from  person*! 
knowledge,  1  Imow  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  brought  forward  this  Motion 
is  absolutely  right  when  he  savi  th%t 
there  are  large  portions  of  th^  Bmmre, 
especially  in  the  Mediterranean,  wW 
it  is  quite  unnecessary  that  labour  ihoaM 
go  on  on  the  Sunday.  I  hope  th«t 
His  Majesty's  Government  are  going  ta 
answer  the  noble  Lord  in  a  sympathetw* 
manner.  It  would  be  very  remarbble 
if  this  country,  which  has  always  shown 
itself  especially  anxious  that  the  Sabbath 
should  be  a  day  of  rest,  were  to  H 
behind  the  rest  of  the  world  in  this 
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matter.  I  am  no  fanatic  with  regard 
to  the  observance  of  ths  Sunday.  If  it 
is  necessary  that  work  should  go  on,  I 
say  let  it  go  on  ;  but  it  is  wrong  for  any 
body  of  employers  to  make  their  men 
work  on  Sunday  when  it  is  not  necessary. 
First  of  all,  there  are  a  large  number  of 
men  who  object  to  Sunday  work  for 
honest  religious  reasons,  and  you  have 
no  right  to  force  these  men  to  work  on 
the  Sunday  if  they  feel  that  it  is  contrary 
to  their  religious  convictions.  Then  there 
is  a  very  large  number  who  feel  that 
if  they  were  on  land  they  would  not 
have  to  work  on  Sunday,  and,  therefore, 
they  are  aggrieved.  This  is  not  so  much 
a  grievance  on  the  part  of  seamen,  who 
often  get  extra  pay;  but  the  ofl&cers 
get  no  extra  pay  at  all,  and,  from  my 
own  personal  Imowledge,  work  sometimes 
for  fourteen  and  fifteen  hours  a  day. 
Even  in  port  they  get  no  rest,  and  it 
stands  to  reason  that  if  men  are  working 
always  at  high  pressure  they  cannot 
be  as  capable  of  doing  their  duty  as  those 
^10  get  a  certain  amount  of  rest.  I 
l)elieve  myself  that  a  good  many  acci- 
dents in  connection  with  ships  are  due 
to  overwork,  and,  therefore,  from  the 
titiUtarian  point  of  view,  putting  the 
religious  view  entirely  outside,  I  bbpe 
that  His  Majesty's  Grovemment  will  give 
tlus  question  their  serious  attention. 

*Thb  lord  bishop  of  LIVER- 
POOL :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  your  Lordships'  time  for  more 
than  a  minute,  but  as  I  work  in  one  of  our 
largest  seaports  I  desire,  with  all  my  heart, 
to  support  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
1  do  80  on  the  ground  that  British  seamen 
in  port  have  just  as  much  right  to 
Sunday  rest  as  we  who  work  on  land.  I 
think  it  is  a  curious  anomaly  that  nations 
which  are  supposed  not  to  regard  Sunday 
with  any  great  degree  of  reverence  should 
have  safeguarded  Sunday  rest  for  their 
sailors,  while  we,  who  are  supposed  to 
^  a  Sunday-loving  people,  take  no 
measures  whatever  to  prevent,  as  far  as 
i>  reasonably  possible,  those  serving 
on  British  ships  &om  working  on  Sunday. 
'There  is  undoubtedly  a  grievance,  and 
^y  Government  that  will  take  this  case 
tn  hand  will  earn  the  gratitude  of  a  class 
of  men  through  whose  craft  we  derive 
aa  a  nation  a  great  part  of  our  wealth. 


Lord  LYVEDEN  :  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  say,  as  regards  the  Motion 
moved  by  Lord  Muskerry,  that  I  fear  it 
will  not  work  at  all  smoothly.  These 
things  cannot  be  done  by  legislation,  and 
should  really  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  captaiis.  Take,  for  instance,  shipa 
lying  in  open  roadsteads  like  Jaffa.  A 
ship  may  have  to  lie  off  there  for  several 
days  owing  to  the  weather.  Suddenly 
a  calm  comes,  and  then,  of  course,  it  is 
a  case  of  "  all  hands."  It  would  be  very 
hard  if  the  day  on  which  the  calm  came 
happened  to  be  a  Sunday  and  the  officers 
and  men  refused  to  work  owing  to  this 
legislation.  I  hope,  therefore,  my  noble 
friend  will  not  press  the  Motion,  but  will 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  captains. 

The  lord  BISHOP  op  BANGOR : 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  give  my  support  to 
Lord  Muskerry's  Motion.  I  do  not 
think  the  noble  Lord  would  deprecate 
men  working  on  Sunday  when  it  was 
necessary,  such  as  in  an  open  roadstead 
where  it  would  be  dangerous  to  lose  any 
opportunity,  or  on  the  oast  of  Africa. 
But  is  it  not  something  of  a  national 
scandal  that  in  ports  where  there  is  no  such 
necessity  for  Sunday  work  the  men  on 
British  ships  should  be  required  to  work 
whilst  those  on  ships  belonging  to  foreign 
Powers  which  do  not  profess  to  rever- 
ence the  Sunday  as  we  do  abstain  from 
work.  In  the  Return  to  which  Lord 
Muskerry  has  referred  instances  are  given 
of  that.  I  therefore  hope  your  Lordships 
will  accept  the  Motion. 

Lord  HAMILTON  of  DALZELL: 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  commence  what  I 
have  to  say  to-night  by  a  sort  of  protest 
which  I  have  had  for  some  time  in  my 
mind.  I  do  not  know  whether  your 
Lordships  have  noticed  that  there  is  an 
extraordinary  family  likeness  between 
the  Notices  of  Motion  which  the  noble 
Lord  is  in  the  habit  of  putting  on  the 
Paper.  The  general  proposition  which 
the  noble  Lord  brings  forward  is  always 
a  very  excellent  one,  but  the  particular 
application  which  he  wishes  to  make 
of  that  principle  is  always  difficult  and 
very  often  impossible.  The  presence 
of  those  two  features  on  these  occasions 
places  the. noble  Lord  in  a  very  enviable 
position,  and  it  places  the  person  who  has 
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to  return  the  matter-of-fact  official  answer 
in  rather  a  difficult  one.  I  see  that  the 
noble  Lord  nods  his  head  ;  he  evidently 
appreciates  that  fact,  and  I  can  assiire 
him  that  I  do.  What  happens  is  that 
the  noble  Lord  is  able  to  pose  as  the 
champion  of  everything  which  is  noble 
and  ideal,  and  the  official  mouthpiece 
is  made  to  appear  as  the  advocate  of  all 
that  is  base  and  uncharitable.  Your 
Lordships  may  have  noticed  that  of  late 
a.  third  character  has  appeared  in  these 
scenes,  in  the  shape  of  the  noble  Earl  on 
the  cross  benches,  whose  role,  if  I  may 
say,  so,  is  to  rub  in  that  particular  aspect 
of  the  case. 

The  Earl  of  MEATH  ;  Hear,  hear. 


Lord    HAMILTON    of   DALZELL: 
I  do  not  really  complain  of  that,  because 
I  suppose  it  is  all  part  of  the  game,  and 
that  in  time  one  will  get  acctistomed 
to  it.    But   I   myself  have  invariably 
tivjxd  that  I  am  in  agreement  with  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  general  principle  of 
his  Motion.    It  is  only  when  one  comes 
to  look  into  the  matter  more  closely  that 
one   finds   the    enormous    difficulty   of 
applying  it  to  the  particular  case  brought 
forward.    That  has  very  frequently  been 
BO,  and  it  is  very  much  the  case  on  this 
occasion.    I  am  sure  the   Government 
and  eveiy  Member  of  your  Lordships* 
House  would  be  willing  to  support   any 
reasonable    legislation    for    minimising 
Sunday  labour,  either  ashore  or  afloat ; 
but  the  difficulties  in  connection  with 
this  question  when  applied  to  shipping 
are,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  very  large 
indeed.    If  the'  noble  Lord  could  show 
what  is  at  present  by  no  means  certain, 
that  it  is  really  desired  by  those  who 
engage  in  this  labour  that  there  should 
be  legislation  on  the  subject,  and  if  he 
could  also  show  us  some  practical  way 
of  carrying  out  that  object,  I  can  assure 
him  that  the  matter  would  have  the 
most  careful  and  most  minute  attention 
at  the  hands  of  the  Department  which 
I  represent.    I  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to  one  point  in  connection  "W^ith  this. 
It  is  not  two  years  since  the  last  Merchant 
Slipping  Act  was  under  consideration 
in  this  House.    I  was  present  through • 
out  those  debates,   and   I   have   since 
refreshed  my  memory  by  reading  what 
took  place,   and  I  cannot  find   among 

Lord  HamUion  of  DakeU. 


all  the  mass  of  Amendments  which  the 
noble  Lord  placed  on  the  Paper  a  single 
one  which  dealt  with  this  point.  If 
the  matter  was  so  urgent  that  waa 
surely  the  time  to  deal  with  it ;  and  aft 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  bring  it  forward 
then,  I  do  not  think  he  can  blame  Hia 
Majesty's  Grovemment  for  not  having 
dealt  with  it  since.  What  I  understand, 
with  regard  to  Sunday  labour  is  that  it 
is  made  a  matter  of  agreement  between  the 
employers  and  the  seamen  at  the  time 
of  their  engagement. 

Lord  MUSKERRY  :   No. 

Lord  HAMILTON  of  DALZIELr 
Well,  that  is  my  information ;  and,  a» 
a  rule,  those  articles  of  agreement  con- 
tain a  stipulation,  that  in.  case  Sunday 
labour  is  found  necessary  a  stated  rate 
of  extra  pay,  usually  6di  or  8d.  an.  hour 
shall  be  allowed  to  the  men.. 

The  Earl  op  MEATH  :  What  about 
the  officers  ? 

Lord  HAMILTON  of  DALZELL: 
I  understand  that  a  similar  arrangement 
is  the  rule  with  regard  to  the  officers^ 
I  do  not  say  that  it  is  universal,  but 
I  am  informed  that  a  similar  arrange- 
ment is  the  rule,  though,  of  course,^ 
the  scale  of  extra  remuneration  in  those 
cases  is  higher.  We  have  had  no  fresk 
evidence  before  us  since  I  answered  the 
question  piit  by  the  noble  Lord  in  June 
last ;  and  in  the  circumstances  I  am. 
sorry  to  say  I  cannot  return  him  any" 
different  answer.  I  hope,  therefore,  he 
will  not  press  the  Motion.  But,  as  I 
say,  if  the  noble  Lord  can  produce  any* 
concrete  or  practical  method  of  dealing 
with  the  matter  we  shall  be  only  too 
happy*  to  consider  it. 


Viscount  St.  ALDWYN  :  My  Lords, 
I  think  everyone  of  yoiir  Lordships 
must  sympathise  in  principle  with  what 
I  understand  Lord  Muskerry  desires  te 
impress  upon  the  House  and  the  country 
— namely*,  that  Sunday  labour  in  the 
case  of  the  crews  of  British  merchant 
ships  should  be  avoided  as  far  as  possible* 
But  I  am  afraid  that  I  must  add  to  that 
that  I  sympathise  also  a  great  deal 
with  what  has  just  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Board 
of  Trade.    I  was  myself  for  four  years 
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President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
while  my  noble  friend  behind  me  and 
the  sabsequent  speakers  were  impressing 
upon  the  House  their  objections  to 
Sunday  labour  I  was  thiaking  how,  if 
I  had  been  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tnde  now,  I  should  havej  proposed  to 
Pariiament  to  deal  with  it.  I  confess 
I  see  no  way  whatever.  One  thing  is 
quite  certain,  that  on  board  ship  much 
more  than  on  land  it  is  necessary  some- 
times that  Sunday  labour  should  be 
done.  There  may  be  cases  frequently, 
such  as  those  referred  to,  where  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  in  the  interest  of 
the  safety  of  the  ship  and  of  the  work 
being  properly  done  which  the  ship 
is  sent  out  to  do,  that  there  should  be 
Sunday  labour.  Therefore,  I  am  sure 
Lord  Muskerry  would  not  propose  that 
&  law  should  be  passed  that  no  Sunday 
labour  beyond  the  ordinary  work  of  the 
ihip  should  be  done  by  the  officers  and 
ciew.  But  if  my  noble  friend  would 
not  propose  that,  what  could  he  propose  ? 
All  I  can  see  is  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
dK>uld  endeavour,  by  any  suggestions 
tliey  can  make  to  the  parties  concerned, 
to  check  Sunday  labour  as  far  as  possible 
by  requiring  that  where  it  is  demanded 
extra  pay  should  be  given  for  it.  I  do 
not  dunk  it  is  really  practicable  to  do 
more  than  that,  and  therefore,  I  hope 
my  noble  friend  will  not  press  this 
matter  to  a  division. 

Lord  MUSKERKY:    My  Lords,  in 
reference  to   what  has  just  been  said 


by  the  noble  Viscount,  I  would  point 
out  that   all  the   Mediterranean   ports 
are  perfectly  safe.    There  is  absolutely* 
no  necessity  for  Sunday  labour  there ; 
yet   Sunday  labour  does   go   on  ther^^ 
on  British  ships  though  not  on  foreign 
ships.     Then  I  come  to  the  suggestion 
made  by  Lord  Lyveden  about  leaving' 
the    matter  *  to    the    discretion    of  ihe 
captains.     If    a    captain    exercised    his 
discretion  and  stopped  Sunday  labour 
he  would  be  told  on  his  return  that 
there  was  no  further  need  for  his  services* 
That  is  well  known.    As  to  what  Lord 
Hamilton    said   about   extra   payment, 
I  have  heard  on  occasions  of  members 
of  the  crew  being  paid  extra  for  Sundays, 
but  I  have  never  heard — and,  as  your 
Lordships  know,  I  am  in  the  way  of 
hearing   these    things — that    an    officer 
has  ever  received  a  farthing  extra  pay 
for   Sunday   labour   or   overtime.     The 
noble  Lord  who  represents  the  Board 
of  Trade  suggested  that  I  should  bring 
forward   some   proposal   for   remedying 
this    matter.    I    think    His    Majesty'a 
Grovernment   should   bring   it   forward. 
I  am  not  asking  for  anything  unreason- 
able.   Sunday  work  is  going  on  in  the 
docks   at   Liverpool,    London,    and   all 
over  the  kingdom.    Is  that  necessary  ? 
I  say  it  is  not ;    and  I  shall,  therefore, 
press  my  Motion  to  a  division. 

On  Question, 

Their   Lordships   divided  : — Contents, 
22  ;   Not  Contents,  47. 


3*ewcMtle,  D. 

iUyo,E. 
Wettmeath,  E. 

affl.v 


I^»^tira,L.    {L.  Chancellor,) 

B«»uchMnp,  E.     {L,  Steward,) 

Cathctrt,E. 
Ooaec.E. 
Kimbariey,  E. 


CONTENTS. 

Bangor,  L.  Bp. 
Liyerpool,  L.  Bp. 
Southwark,  L.  Bp. 

Ampthill,  L. 
Ardilaun,  L. 
Armitstead,  L. 
Belhaven  and  Stenton,  L. 
Chaworth,    L.      (E,     Meath.) 
[TeUer.] 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Lauderdale,  E. 
Liverpool,  E. 
Loyelace,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Rnssisll,  E. 

Althorp,  V.     (L.  Chamberlain.) 


Clonbro3k,  L. 
Courtney  of  Penwith,  L.y 
Kinnaird,  L. 
Langford,  L. 

Mendip,L.     {V.Clifden.) 
Muskerry,  L.     [Teller,} 
Newton,  L. 
Stanmore,  L. 


Hood,  V. 

Hutc  hinson,     V. 

oughmore,) 
St.  Aldwyn,  V. 

Ashbourne,  L. 
Balfour,  L.  ] 
Braye,  L. 


(E.     Don' 
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ClanwiUiam,    L.     (E.     Clan- 

pwiUiam.) 

Clements,  L.     {E,  Leiirim,) 

Clonoiirry,  L. 

Colebrooke,  L.     [Teller.] 

Dt  Mauley,  L. 

Itolie,  L.    (E,  CRasgow.) 

Farrer,  L. 

Fitzmaiirioe,  I* 

Olantawe,  ll 
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Grenfell,  L. 

Grey  de  Ruthyn,  L. 

Hamilton  of  Dalzell,  L. 

HeracheU,L.    [TeUer,] 

Hindlip,  L. 

Hylton,  L. 

Kilmarnock,  L.    {E,  ErroU,) 

hyveden,  L. 

BfonkswelU  L. 

O'Hagan^L. 


BiU. 
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Pirrie,L. 

Ponsonby,    L.    {E,     BeMo^ 

wgh.) 
Ribbleadak,  L. 
St,  Dayidi,  L.| 
SMidenon,  L. 
Saye  and  Sele,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garliea,   L.      (f. 

QaOowajf,)  j 
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Beading  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3».»»— (£arf  Beauchamp.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  3*. 

The  lord  STEWARD  (Earl 
Beauchamp)  explained  that  his  first 
Amendment  was  of  a  temporary  character, 
and  applied  to  those  children  who  had 
been  put  out  to  nurse  before  the  passing 
of  thU  Bill. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  2,  line  31,  after  the  word  *  there- 
under,* to  insert  the  words '  Subject  as  aforesaid, 
this  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to  an  infant 
whose  nursing  and  maintenance  has  been  under- 
taken for  reward  before  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
in  like  manner  as  it  applies  to  an  infant  whose 
nursing  and  maintenance  has  been  so  under- 
taken after  the  commencement  of  this  Act.  and 
as  if  any  notice  given  under  the  Infant  Life  Pio- 
tection  Act.  1897,  had  been  a  notice  given  under 
this  part  of  this  Act.*  ''—iEarl  Baauchamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Verbal  Amendment  to  Clause  3  agreed 
to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
subsection  (2)  of  Clause  17 — 

**  (2)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  person 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  caused  or  encouraged 
the  seduction  or  prostitution  (as  the  case  may 
be)  of  a  girl  who  has  been  seduced  or  become  a 
prostitute  if  he  has  knowingly  allowed  the  girl 
to  consort  with,  or  to  enter  or  continue  in  the 
employment  of,  any  prostitute  or  person  of 
notoriously  immoral  character,*' 

by  omitting  the  word  "notoriously" 
and  inserting  the  word  "known."  He 
said  the  Amendment  had  been  submitted 
to,  and  approved  by,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  11,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•notoriously,*  and  to  insert  the  word  *  known.*  ** 
^^Barl  Beauchamp.) 


word  wanted,  as  it  meant  generally  known, 
whereas  "known"  would  mean  knomn 
to  nobody  in  particular.  But  aa  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  had  approved  o£  the 
Amendment  he  would  not  presa  hi* 
objection. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  said  his  propowd 
new  subsection  to  Clause  38  waa  chiefly 
of  the  character  of  his  first  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

''  In  page  23,  line  U,  after  the  word  *  pettoa.* 
to  insert  the  following  new  subaectioii:  *i3' 
This  part  of  this  Act  shall  apply  in  the  caae  of  * 
child  or  young  person  who  naa  before  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act  been  committed  to  tk* 
care  of  a  relative  or  other  fit  pereoa  by  an  onW 
made  under  the  Prevention  of  (>Qehy  to 
Children  Act,  1904.  as  if  the  oider  had  bsn 
made  under  this  part  of  this  Act.*  **^Eeri 
Beauchamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
subsection  (3)  of  Clause  58 — 

*'  (3)  Where  a  chikl,  apparently  of  the  a|{t  of 
twelve  or  thirteen  years,  who  has  not  previoaitf 
been  convicted,  is  charged  before  a  Court  d 
f>ummarv  jurisdiction  with  an  offence  ponii^ 
able  in  the  case  of  an  adult  by  popal  aervitwd*  or 
a  less  punishment,  and  the  Court  is  satitBed  tk*t 
the  child  shoukl  be  tent  to  a  certified  scbool 
!  but,  having  regard  to  the  special  circuautaar«« 
of  the  case,  should  not  be  sent  to  a  cectifitd 
reformatory  school,  and  is  ako  satisfied  that  tW 
character  and  antecedents  of  the  chiUartnr^ 
that  he  will  not  exercise  an  evil  infiucnoe  o«tf 
the  other  children  in  a  certified  industrial  tchoei 
the  Court  may  order  the  child  to  be  sc«t  to  • 
certified  industrial  echool,  having  prenowh 
ascertained  that  the  managers  are  wiUia|  m 
receive  the  child,*' 

by  leaving  out  the  words  "Court  oi 
summary  jurisdiction  "  and  inserting  ^ 
words  "Petty  Sessional  Co  irt,"  H« 
reminded  the  House  that  their  Lordships 
had  decided,  in  Conunittee,  that  Couiti 
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of  summary  jurisdiction  unless  they  were 
Petty  Sessional  Courts  should  not  have 
juri^ction  to  order  a  child  to  be  sent  to 
sn  industrial  school. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  pftge  30,  line  20>  to  leave  out  the  words 
'  Court  of  summary  jurisdiction/  and  to  insert 
tke  words   'Petty  Sessional   Court.*  "—(-ffaW 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  a  number 
of  drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  74, 
the  object  of  which  was,  he  explained, 
to  transpose  the  definition  of  Local 
authority  from  subsection  (5)  to  sub- 
section (7).  It  was  thought  to  be  more 
oonvenient  that  it  should  appear  there 
than  in  the  fif  h  subsection. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  74 
igteed  to. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
subsection  (10)  of  the  same  clause — 

**  (10)  The  local  authority  responsible  for  the 
■Aintenance  of  a  youthful  offender  or  child  in  a 
eertified  school  under  this  section  shall  be 
ntpoDsible  for  his  maintenance  in  the  school  in 
vldch  he  is  for  the  time  beins  detained,  not- 
withstanding >  that  having  been  originally 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  a  reformatory  school  he  is 
•iibtequently  transferred  to  an  industrial  school 
or  baring  been  originally  ordered  to  be  sent  to 
an  industrial  school  he  is  subsequently  trans- 
ferred to  or  ordered  by  a  Court  to  be  sent  to  a 
reformatory  school — ^" 

by  omitting  the  words  "  in  the  school 
in  which  he  is  for  the  time  being  de- 
tained "  and  inserting  the  words  "  in  tho 
event  of  his  transfer  to  another  certified 
tehooL"  This  subsection  was  only  in- 
tended to  cover  those  cases  where  a 
jonthful  offender  or  a  child,  having  been 
sent  to  one  school,  was  afterwards  trans- 
feried  to  another.  Their  Lordships  would 
Bee  that  the  words  in  the  subsection  as  it 
tt  present  stood  were  open  to  a  wider 
construction. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  43,  lines  17  and  18,  to  leave  out  the 
words  '  in  the  school  in  which  he  is  for  the  time 
being  detained,*  and  to  insert  the  words  *  in  the 
ennt  of  hisitransfer  to  another  certified  school ' " 
-AEml  Btauckamp. ) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Consequential  Amendment  agreed  to. 


Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  92 
agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
the  provision  in  Clause  105,  that — 

**  A  child  or  young  person  in  detention  pur- 
suant to  the  directions  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
may,  at  any  time,  be  discharged  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  on  licence — ** 

by  deleting  the  words  "  child  or  young." 
As  this  clause  dealt  with  cases  of  pro- 
longed detention  of  a  child  who  had  been 
guilty,  perhaps,  of  some  serious  offence, 
the  child  when  released  would  be  a  great 
deal  over  sixteen  years  of  age.  It  was, 
therefore,  desirable  to  amend  the  pro- 
vision in  the  manner  proposed. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  59,  line  25,  to  leave  out  tlie  words 
*  child  or  young.*  **—{Earl  Beauehamp), 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said  the  meaning 
of  the  new  subsection  which  he  proposed 
to  insert  in  Clause  111  w^s  clear  upon  the 
face  of  it.  It  was  thought  that  there 
might  be  places  which  might  not  be  able 
to  make  the  necessary  arrangements 
before  the  Act  came  into  force,  and  this 
subsection  would  enable  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  postpone  the  coming  into  opera- 
tion of  this  section  as  regards  those 
places.  He  could  give  the  House  a 
pledge,  on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  that  he  would  not  use  the  power 
further  than  was  absolutely  necessary. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  65,  line  2,  after  the  word  *  Trea- 
sury,'  to  insert  the  following  new  subsection : 
"(6)  Where  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  that  arrangements  cannot 
be  made  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  this 
section  in  any  place  by  the  first  day  of  April, 
nineteen  hundred  and  nine,  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  by  order  postpone  the  coming  into 
operation  of  this  section  as  respects  that  place 
until  such  date,  not  later  than  the  first  day  of 
January,  nineteen  hundred  and  ten,  as  may  be 
specified  in  the  order.' " — {Earl  Beavchamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to.   ^ 
Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to 
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Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  114 
agreed  toi 

The  Eakl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
moved  to  strike  out  of  subsection  (2) 
of  Clause  118— 

"  (2)  Any  constable  who  finds  a  person 
wandering  from  place  to  place  and  taking  a 
child  with  him  may,  if  he  has  reasonable  ground 
for  believing  that  the  person  is  guilty  of  an 
offence  under  this  section,  apprehend  him  with- 
out a  warrant,  and  may  take  the  chikl  to  a  place 
of  safety  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  n.  of  this  Act—" 

the  power  there  given  to  a  constable  to 
apprehend  an  offender  under  the  clause 
without  a  warrant.  He  urged  that  the 
dause  proposed  to  establish  a  very  far- 
reaching  procedure.  He  could  not  see 
whv  it  should  be  necessary  to  arrest  the 
fatiier,  but  the  clause  gave  a  policeman 
power,  not  only  to  take  charge  of  the 
child  with  a  view  to  its  proper  education, 
but  also  to  arrest  the  father  and  lock 
him  up.  It  was  not  a  criminal  oflence 
to  fail  to  send  a  child  to  school,  and  in 
his  opinion  the  power  given  to  arrest 
the  father  Went  far  beyond  the  necessities 
of  the  case. 

Amendment  moved — 


"  In  page  66,  line  3S,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  appreheml  him  without  a  warrant,  and  may.' " 
{TIu  BoH  of  Dimougkmcre, ) 

The  Eabl  OF  ONSLOW  said  that  those 
who  lived  amid  the  arid  heaths  and  waste 
lands  of  Surrey  and  Sussex  knew  how 
impossible  it  was  to  get  hold  of  a  gypsy. 
They  were  here  to-day  and  gone  to- 
morrow, and  he  felt  sure  he  would  be 
supported  by  the  chief  constables  when 
he  said  that  these  people  were  the  source 
of  a  great  deal  of  the  crime  in  those 
counties.  If  power  to  arrest  without  a 
warrant  were  not  taken,  the  police  would 
never  be  able  to  get  hold  of  these  men 
and  their  children.  If  the  Amendment 
were  agreed  to  the  clause  would  be 
rendered  nugatory  so  far  as  vagrants  were 
concerned.  He  quite  agreed  that  this 
was  a  new  departure,  but  they  had  to 
deal  with  a  very  peculiar  class  in  these 
nomads,  who  were  commonly  known  as 
gypsies,  but  had  not  much  of  the  old 
glamour  that  surroimded  gypsy  tribes. 
They  were,  for  the  most  part,  loafers  and 
vagrants  from  the  great  towns,  and  more 
^rticularly    from    London.    He    hoped  I 


their  Lordships  would  be  content 
the  modification  of  the  clause  about  to 
be  proposed  by  the  Lord  Steward, 
which  would  relieve  those  who  were 
engaged  in  a  trade  or  business  during 
certain  parts  of  the  year. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  also  argued  that 
the  Amendment  would  make  the  clause 
of  no  efEect.  One  of  the  objects  in  arrest- 
ing the  father  was  to  make  him  pay.  If 
he  got  away,  there  was  no  power  to  make 
him  pay. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  a  new  subsection,  which  he 
said  was  the  outcome  of  the  promise 
given  to  Earl  Russell  by  the  Lonl  PrirT 
Seal  at  an  earlier  stage  that  the  matter  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  called  attention 
should  be  considered. 

Amendment  moved — 


•  4 


In  page  66,  line  36,  after  the  word  *  Put,* 
to  insert  the  following  new  subseotioos  *(l) 
Without  prejudice  to  tne  requirements  of  U» 
Education  Acts,  1870  to  1907,  as  to  school 
attendance  or  to  proceedings  theretmder,  tUi 
section  shall  not  apply  during  the  months  ol 
April  to  September*  indusire*  to  any  ddU 
wnose  parent  or  guardian  is  engafted  in  a  trsdt 
of  such  a  nature  as  to  require  him  te  i  mrel  from 
place  to  place,  and  who  has  obtained  a  certifioats 
of  haying  made  not  lest  than  two  huDdnd 
attendances  at  a  public  elementary  sebod 
during  the  months  of  October  to  Bfarch  imnt- 
diately  preceding,  and  the  power  of  the  Board  of 
Education  to  make  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  issue  of  certificates  of  due  attendance  for  ths 
purooses  of  the  Education  Acts,  1870  to  1907. 
shaU  include  a  power  to  make  regolaUons  es  lo 
the  issue  of  oertifioates  of  attemdance  for  Iks 
purposes  of  this  section.'  "^EaH  Beamthmmp ) 

Earl  RUSSELL  expressed  the  giati* 
tude  of  those  for  whom  he  was  acting  to 
the  Government  for  drafting  the  n«v 
subsection,  which  entirely  met  his  parti- 
cular opinion.  He  moved,  however, 
to  amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
the  words,  *'  or  business  *'  after  the  word. 
*'  trade."  The  expressiou  "  trade"  migkt 
possibly  be  taken  to  mean  some  specified 
or  particular  trade  recognised  by  a  trtde 
union. 

Amendment  moved  to  the  Amend* 
ment — 

'*  After  the  word  '  trade  *  to  insert  the  ««d* 
*  or  business.*  *'^Xmi  ihiMsS.) 


1041 


Children 


{30   NOVEMBEB    1908} 


Bill. 


1042 


Earl  BEAUCHAMP  accepted  the 
Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Eakl  OF  DONOUGHMORE 
asked  the  noble  Earl  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
wbether  he  was  satisfied  that  the  words 
18  now  drafted  covered  the  case  of  a 
tinker  who  was  travelling  about  the 
conntiy  looldng  for  business.  Such  a 
ffiui  could  not  be  said  to  be  at  the  moment 
I  MrtnaDy  engaged  in  a  trade  or  buFiness. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  thought  that 
rach  a  case  would  be  covered.  The 
Home  Office,  however,  would  consider 
tb  point,  and,  if  necessary,  the  wording 
could  be  amended  in  the  other  House. 

On  Question,  Amendment,  as  amended, 
ftgreedtov  .'  . 

Lord  MONKSWELL  next  moved  a 
m  clause,  which,  he  said,  was  simply 
a  tiaasfer  of  Clause  21  of  the  defunct 
Licensing  Bill  to  this  Bill.  He  believed 
tk  principle  had  the  assent  of  every 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House,  and, 
tliereiore,  it  was  unnecessary  to  say 
inything  on  the  merits. 

Amendments  moved — 

**  In  page  66,  after  Clause  110,  to  insert  the 
iiQowiiig  new  clause:  *(1)  The  holder  of  the 
^^xoint  c3  any  licensed  premises  shall  not  allow  a 
^  to  be  at  any  time  in  the  bar  of  the 
i^md  premiBes,  except  during^  the  hours  of 
Ma%.  (2>  If  the  holder  of  a  licence  acts  in 
oMUnfention  of  this  section,  or  if  any  person 
<*VM  or  procures,  or  attempts  to  cause  or 
pncve,  any  child  to  go  to  or  to  be  in  the  bar  of 
ttj  iioaised  piremises  except  during  the  hours 
of  cioiing,  he  shall  be  liable,  on  summary  oon- 
^ictum,  to  a  fine  not  exceeding,  in  respect  of  the 
^t  otkoct,  forty  shillings,  and  in  respect  of  any 
svbseqtMQt  offence,  ^ve  pounds.  (3)  If  a  child 
u  foond  in  the  bar  of  any  licensed  premises, 
Qcept  during  the  hours  of  closing,  the  holder  of 
^  ooence  shidl  be  deemed  to  have  committed 
■B  oionoe  under  this  tfieotion  unless  he  shows 
tUt  he  hat  used  due  diligence  to  prevent  the 
^id  being  admitted  to  the  bar.  (4)  Where 
^  p«rMn  is  chafed  with  an  offence  under  this 
^m  in  respect  of  a  child  who  is  alleged  in  the 
(urge  to  he  under  the  age  of  fourteen,  and  the 

u  ^?P^*"  ^  ^^  Court  to  be  under  that  age, 
^^^cbdd shall  be  deemed  to  be  under  that  age 
'J**  the  contrary  is  shown.  (6)  Nothing  in 
l^aeetion  shaD  apply  in  the  case  of  a  child 
'o^unsideiit  but  not  employed  in  the  licensed 
JI^Biiet  or  in  the  case  of  premises  constructed, 
°^  and  intended  to  be  used  in  good  faith  for 


any  purpose  to  which  the  holding  of  a  licence  ia 
merely  auxiliary.  (6)  In  this  section  the  bar  of 
licensed  premises  means  any  open  drinkiDg9>ar 
or  any  ps^  of  the  premises  exclusively  or  inainlj 
used  for  the  sale  and  consumption  of  intoxica^ 
ing  liquor."— (Xorrf  Monkswetl). 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  amend 
the  proposed  new  clause  by  omitting 
subsection  (4),  tbe  point  as  to  age  being 
already  provided  for  in  the  Bill,  and 
inserting,  as  the  final  subsection,  a 
provision  that  the  expressions  "  licence  ^ 
and /*  licensed  premises"  had  the  same 
meaning  as  in  the  Licensing  Acts,  182S 
to  1906. 

Amendment  moved  to  the  Amend- 
ment— 


.'-  " ;  I 


^' To  leatre  out  subeectibn  (4),  and  to  insert 
the  l<dlowing  ne^^^ subsection t  -.*  (7)  The  ex-^ 
pressionj^  **  Ikence  '*  and  *'  licensed  premi^es^'' 
have  the  same  ineaning  as  in  the  Licensing 
Acts,  1828  to^  1906. "^-^^or/  Beauchamp.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment  agreed  td/ 

Amendment,  ad  amended,  agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  to  leav^. 
out  the  words  "  Before  making  any 
order  under  this  Act  with  respect  to,** 
at  the  beginning  of  Clause  122,  and  to 
insert  other  words.  He  explained  that 
the  object  of  this  and  the  three  following 
Amen<bnents  was  to  make  it  quite  clear 
that  sentences  under  Clauses  103  and 
104  were  not  to  be  invalidated  by  sub- 
sequent proof  that  the  child  on  whom 
the  sentence  was  passed  was  not  really 
a  child  or  young  person — that  was  to 
say,  if  a  mistake  had  been  made  in  the 
age  the  sentence  should  still  be  heldto 
be  valid. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  page  60,  lines  14  and  15,  to  leave  out  the 
words  *  Before  making  any  order  under  this  Act 
with  respect  to,'  and  to  insert  the  words  '  Where 
a  person  is  brought  before  any  Court,  whether 
charged  with  an  offence  or  not,  and  it  appeara 
to  the  Court  that  he  is.'  " — {Eati  Beaurhamp,} 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to.. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  tou 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  128 
agreed  to. 
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Earl  BEAUCHAMP  explained  that 
ft  gap  had  been  left  in  Clause  130  in 
die  definitions  of  '* police  authority" 
and  ^^  police  fund,"  the  Police  Act  of 
1890  not  applpng  to  the  City  of  London. 
The  Amendment  was  drafted  to  supply 
that  defidiency. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  72,  line  22,  after  the  word  *  fund,* 
to  insert  the  words  *'  as  respects  the  City  of 
London,  mean  the  Common  Council  and  the  fund 
out  of  which  the  expenses  of  the  City  police  are 
<lefrayed,  and  elsewhere.*  ** — {Earl  Beauekamp,) 

On  Question,  Amendnlent  agreed  to. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  moved  an  Amend- 
ment in  Clause  131  consequential  upon 
the  new  clause  which  had  been  inserted 
on  the  Motion  of  Lord  Monkswell,  the 
object  being  to  give  the  proper  references 
to  the  Scottish  Licensing  Acts. 

Amendment  moved — 


«( 


In  page  75,  line  34,  after  the  word  '  1864,* 
to  insert  the  words  *  and  the  reference  to  the 
Licensing  Acts,  1828  to  1906,  as  a  reference  to 
the  Licensing  (Scotland)  Act,  1903,  provided  that 
the  expression  **  holder  of  a  licence**  means 
holder  of  a  certificate  under  the  last-mentioned 
Act.'  ** — {EaH  Beauekamp,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Eakl  op  DONOUGHMORE 
moved  to  amend  subsection  (17)  of 
Clause  132— 

**  (17)  The  provisions  relating  to  exemptions 
from  Part  L  of  this  Act  shall  include  any 
religious  or  charitable  society  which  shall  pay 
any  person  for  keeping  an  infant,  or  any  person 
flo  employed,  provided  that  such  society  shall 
have  obtained  from  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  a  certificate  that  it  is  a  fit  and  proper 
institution  to  be  exempted  from  the  provisions 
of  that  part  of  this  Act/* 

by  leaving  out  all  the  words  after  *'  The 
provisions  relating  to  exemptions  from 
Part  1  of  this  Act  shall "  and  inserting 
the  words  in  his  Amendment  which  had 
been  suggested  to  him  by  the  Irish  Office 
ss  better  than  those  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  been  good  enough  to  insert, 
on  his  Motion,  at  an  earlier  stage. 

Amendment  moved — 


**  In  page  81,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  shall  *  to  the  end  of  the  subsection,  and  to 
iasert  the  words  *  extend  to  any  person  who 
undertakes  for  reward  the  nursing  and  mainten- 
Ance  of  such  infants  only  as  are  boarded-out 


with  him  by  some  religious  or  charitable  soeiet] 
or  institution  approved  by  the  Local  Govern 
ment  Board  for  Ireland.*  **—(rAe  £aH  oj 
Donoughmore,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Privilege  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Moved  ''  That  the  Bill  do  now  puil 
(Earl  Beauehamp,) 

On  Question,  Bill  passed,  and  retame<^ 
to  the  Commons,  and  to  be  printed  M 
amended.    [No.  233.] 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o*elork. 
till  To-morrow,  half-psst  T«a 
o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS. 
Monday,  30tA  November,  190S. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  befon 
Three  of  the  aock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Hastings  Harbour  Bill. — As  amended, 
considered. 

Ordered,  ''  That  Standing  Orden  223 
and  243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  the  third  time."— ('** 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Meam.) 

King's  Consent  signified. — Bill  «c* 
cordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  pasted. 

Perth  Corporation  Order  Oonfimuticn 
Bill. — Read  a  second  time  ;  and  ordered 
to  be  considered  upon  Wednesday. 


PETITIONS. 


ENFRANCmSEBCENT  OF  WOMEX. 
Petition  from  Plymouth,  for  lefA' 
tion  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TILONKO. 
Petition  of  Tilonko,  a  Chief  of  tiw  Emk) 
tribe  of  Zulus,  for  inquiry  into  bit 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


IRISH  LAND  PURCHASE  ACTS. 


KATAL. 

Copy  presented,  of  Further  Correspon- 
dence relating  to  the  Trial  of  certain 
Xatives  in  Natal  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
iip<Hi  the  Table. 

riCTOBY  AND  WORKSHOP  (SCHEMES 
FOB  REGULATION  OP  HOURS 
OF  EMPLOYMENT,  ETC.,  IN 
CHARITABLE  INSTITUTIONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Schemes  for  the 
Begolation  of  Hours  of  Employment, 
intervals,  and  holidays  of  workers  in 
Chtritable  Institutions,  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  pursuance  of 
the  powers  conferred  on  him  by  the 
Fictory  and  Workshop  Act,  1907  [by 
Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS, 
1894  TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  an  Order,  No.  7605, 
dated  21st  November,  190S,  permitting 
tlie  landing  at  Deptford  Foreign  Animals 
Wharf  of  Animals  carried  on  board  the 
S.S.  **  Marquetto  "  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
tlie  Table. 


DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS, 
1894  TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  an  Order,  No.  7606, 
dated  21st  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  the  Deptford  Foreign 
Animals  "Wharf  of  Animals  carried  on 
board  the  s.s.  '*  Minnehaha  "  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POOR  RELIEF,  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  22nd  July ;  Mr.  Ma^terman]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  340.] 

LOCAL  TAXATION  RETURNS  (ENG- 
LAND AND  WALES). 

^  Copj  presented,  of  the  Annual  Local 
Taxation  Returns  for  1906-7.  Part  II. 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
bejrmted.    [No.  333.] 


Copy  presented,  of  Return  giving 
by  Counties  and  Provinces  the  area^ 
Poor  Law  valuation,  and  purchase  money 
of:  (a)  Lands  sold;  and  (b)  lands  in. 
respect  of  which  proceedings  have  beea 
instituted  and  are  pending  for  sale  under 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Acts ;  also  the 
estimated  area,  Poor  Law  valuation,  and 
purchase  money  of  lands  in  respect  ol 
which  proceedings  for  sale  have  not  beea 
instituted  under  the  said  Axsts  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES, 


Old-Age  Pensions  Regulation. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  a  man  and  his 
wife,  whose  joint  income  amounts  to 
£27  38.  2d.  per  annum  are  entitled  to^ 
the  full  pension,  the  income  being 
derived  as  follows :  Miners'  Permanent 
Relief  Fund  £12  9s.  2d.,  friendly  society, 
£5  48.,  interest  on  money  invested  £3, 
allowed  for  free  house  £6  lOa.,  both 
applicants  being  over  seventy  years  ot 
age. 

(Ansioered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-Oeorge.)  If 
the  whoh  income  belonged  to  the  hus- 
band he  would  be  entitled  to  a  pensioa 
of  2s.  If  less  than  the  whole  he  would 
be  entitled  to  from  2s.  to  58.,  according 
to  the  amount  of  his  income.  The  wife 
(provided  that  the  part,  if  any,  of  the^ 
joint  income  which  was  her  exclusive- 
property  did  not  exceed  £21  a  yearjfr 
would  be  entitled  to  a  pension  of  5s. 

Extra  Police  in  County  Oalway. 

Mr.  HAZUSTON  (Galway,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  how  the  extra  police  at  present 
stationed  in  County  Galway  are  dis- 
tributed ;  and  the  reasons  in  each  case 
for  the  continued  retention  of  these  mea 
in  each  district. 
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(Answered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)    The  pres-  I  the  Cotihty   of    Gaiway   is  as    followi 
ent  distribution  of  the   extra  force    in  '  viz. — 
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The  extra  force  in  each  of  the  districts 
-with  the  exception*  of  Ought^fard,  is 
required  to  prevent  cattle-drivdng  and 
forms  of  disorder  arising  therefrom,  to 
protect  certain  persons  who  require 
protection,  and  generally  to  preserve  the 
peace.  The  three  police  in  Oughterard 
district  are  required  for'  emergencies 
elsewhere  in  the  West  Riding,  but  are 
lodged  in  that  district  because  there  is 
no  room  to  house  them  iii  other  districts. 

IrUh  La^d  PX^  . . 

Viscount  CASTLERE^QH  (Maid- 
stone) ;  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieuteriant  of  Ireland  whether, 
iindfer  the  new  Irish  Land  Bill,  it  is- pro- 
posed that  vendors  under  agreements 
lodged  before  Ist  November  .should 
liave  the  option  of  taking,  in  lieu  of 
cash,  either  Two  and  three- quajters 
per  cent.  Guaranteed  Stock  at  a  mmimum 
of   92,    on   the   lines  proposed   by  the 


Departmental  Committee  of  the  Treasurr. 
or  the  proposed  new  Three  per  cent. 
Stock  at  its  face  value ;  and  whether 
vendors  subsequent  to  Ist  November 
will  have  any  option  or  will  be  com- 
pelled to  accept  payment  in  Three  per 
cent.  Stock  only. 

(Anawered  by  Mr,  JJoMomm.)  I  wo«ld 
refer  the  noble  Lord  "to  Clauses  S  (S)  asd 
3  (3)  of  the  Bill  which  has  just  been  lamL 

Beitoration  of  the  Sigftnikifgtri 
ETieted  Teantt. 

Mb.  FFRENCH  (Wezfcnd,  8.):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lori- 
Lient»napt  of  Ireland  v^ther  he  tf 
aware  tha^  the  Sigg;insliamaid  evicted 
tenants  belonginff  to  the^irew  eftaie, 
who  were  evicted  about  1886,  haTe  noC 
yet  bien restored  to  their  libfnes,  altlMia^ 
the  estate  was  sold  sotne  time  ago; 
and  whether,   as  neither  Uiidkfd  nor 
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tnybody  else  objects  to  tbeir  restora- 
ticm,  he  can  say  what  is  the  cause  of 
tike  delay. 

[Ansioered  by  Mr.  BirreU,)  This 
«3tate  has  not  yet  been  sold  to  the 
Estates  Commissioners,  but  the  owner 
informed  the  Commissioners  on  the 
12th  instant  that  he  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  prices  estimated  by  them 
to  the  evicted  farms.  The  evicted 
tenants  will,  it  is  hoped,  be  reinstated 
st  an  early  date. 

Land  for  Evicted  Tenants  on  the 
Douglas  Estate. . 

Mb.  J.  PHILLIPS  (Longford,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Estates  Commissioners 
vt  about  to  acquire  compulsorily  for 
tb  benefit  of  the  evicted  tenants  about 
400  acres  of  land  on  the  Douglas  estate. 
County  Longford ;  whether,  with  a 
view  to  fixing  the  price,  an  inspector 
visited  and  inspected  these  lands  only 
last  week ;  whether  within  the  last  few 
days  a  local  grazier's  son  named  Harris 
Martin  has  stepped  in  and  become  tenant 
of  part  of  the  lands  about  to  be  so  ac- 
quired ;  and,  if  so,  will  he,  in  the  interest 
of  the  peace  of  the  district,  request  the 
Estates  Commissioners  to  expedite  the 
negotiations  and  clear  out  the  new 
occupier. 

(An$wered  by  Mr.  BirrM.)  I  am 
making  inquiries  as  to  the  case,  and  will 
communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
Member. 

Share  of  Bog  Land  on  Irish  Estates. 

Mb.  THOMAS  O'DONNELL  (Kerry, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  steps 
We  been  taken  by  the  Estates  Com- 
nunioners  on  estates  where  sales  are 
completed  and  the  lands  vested  in  the 
tenants  to  secure  that  labourers  having 
luHues  and  plots  of  their  own,  or  labourers 
living  in  district  council  cottages  on  those 
estates,  get  portions  of  the  common  bog 
m  each  of  those  estates  ;  and  whether, 
to  secure  that  those  labourers  shall  in 
future  get  turf  on  the  bog  of  the  estate 
in  wUeh  their  houses  are  situate,  he  will 
lequest  the   Estates   Commissioners  to 


issue  a  tieVr  rule,  insisting  that  alt  labourers 
shall  get  a  share  of  the  cominon  bog 
on  each  estate. 

{Ariswered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  Where  an 
advance  is  made  to  trustees  under  Section 
4  of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  for  the 
purchase  of  land  containing  turbary, 
the  land  is  vested  in  the  trustees  subject 
to  a  scheme  framed  in  accordance  with 
Section  20  of  the  Act.  Under  such 
schemes  the  trustees  have  power,  when 
the  reasonable  requirements  of  the  pur- 
chasing tenants  have  been  provided  for, 
to  permit  other  persons  in  the  neighbour- 
hood to  cut  turf  on  the  land  on  such 
conditions  as  to  payment  as  the  trustees 
may  prescribe.  The.  case  of  the  sale  of 
an  estate  where  portion  of  the  holding 
consists  of  bog,  on  which  the  purchaser 
had  not  an  exclusive  right  of  turbary, 
is  provided  for  by  Section  21  of  the  Act 
of  1903,  as  amended  by  Section  24  of 
the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Act,  1906.  No 
alteration  in  the  existing  practice  appears 
to  be  necessary. 

Administration  of  Tubrid  School, 
County  Fermanagh. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Fermanagh,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  alleged  mal- 
administration of  the  charity  known  as 
the  Tubrid  School,  situated  in  Countv 
Fermanagh,  Ireland,  by  the  rector  of  the 
parish  and  the  body  known  as  the 
governors ;  is  he  aware  that  there  exists 
considerable  excitement  in  the  county 
and  neighbourhood  at  the  treatment 
said  to  have  been  given  to  the  boys 
under  the  trust ;  is  ho  aware  of  the 
public  desire  that  an  efficient  inquiry 
should  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
manner  in  which  this  charity  h»s  been 
administered ;  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  institute  such  an  inquiry. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrdl)  The  insti- 
tution referred  to  appeanr  to  be  that 
known  as  Vaughan's  Charitable  School. 
I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Answer  given  by  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  Attomey^Geneiral  for  Ireland  to  a 
Question  on  the  subject  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Patrick's  division 
on  the  23rd  instant. 
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Iridi  Land  PurehaM  Prioes. 
Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
Btate,  in  the  case  where  the  selling  land- 
lord under  the  Land  Purchase  Act, 
1903,  has  been  paid  his  agreed  price, 
and  where  the  tenant  purchaser,  owing 
to  delay  in  getting  his  vesting  order, 
continues  to  pay  the  Land  Commissioner 
3^  per  cent,  on  the  agreed  price,  what 
becomes  of  the  extra  i  per  cent,  paid 
by  the  tenant  purchaser  sometimes  for 
months ;  does  it  go  to  facilitate  land 
purchase,  does  the  Treasury  benefit,  or 
is  it  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  tenant 
purchaser. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  refer  to  cases 
in  which  the  Land  Commission  purchase 
estates  under  Section  6  or  7  of  the  Irish 
Land  Act,  1903,  for  resale.  In  such 
cases  Section  18  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  interest  payable  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission under  Section  35  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1896,  shall  be  at  the 
rate  of  not  less  than  3^  per  cent,  per 
annum.  Estates  so  purchased  frequently 
include  a  considerable  extent  of  un- 
t3nanted  land  which  may  have  to  be 
held  by  the  Commissioners  before  dis- 
tribution for  some  time  after  the  vendor 
has  been  paid  his  agreed  price.  This 
involves  expenses  of  management  and 
the  payment  of  local  rates  and  taxes. 
The  J  per  cent,  referred  to  in  the  Question 
is  required  for  these  payments,  and 
also  for  a  working  balance  to  meet  the 
claims  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners which,  if  not  met  when  due, 
would  have  to  be  advanced  out  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund.  The  Treasury  does 
not  benefit. 

Folioe  Protection  of  Hr.  Lewis,  of 
County  Oalway. 

Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  and  cost  of  the  extra 
police  employed  as  a  protection  force 
for  Mr.  Lewis,  County  Galway;  and 
whether  he  can  give  any  reason  why 
such  expenditure  should  be  continued. 

(AnstDtrtd  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  Five  extra 
police  are  employed  for  the  protection 


of  the  Messrs.  Lewis  and  their  propertj. 
Their  pay  amounts  to  £286  per  aoniiiD. 
It  is  hoped  that  the  matter  which  necet- 
sitated  the  employment  of  this  extrt 
force  will  shortly  be  settled,  and  xImx 
it  will  be  possible  to  withdraw  the  police. 

Evietion  of  Hr.  Walah,  of  Kitaiiny, 
County  Kerry. 

Mr.  J.  MURPHY  (Kerry,  E):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  br 
whose  authority  a  force  of  police  accon* 
panied  the  Under-Sheriff  of  the  Cottatr 
of  Kerry  to  evict  Mr.  Richard  J.  W»lik, 
of  Kilmurry,  Castleisland,  County  Eenr. 
recently,  when  it  was  a  matter  of  pablic 
notoriety  that  Mr.  Walsh's  mother,  u 
old  woman  of  eighty  years,  was  unfit 
for  removal,  and  considerable  expenve 
to  the  public  funds  thereby  incun«d. 

(Answered  bv  Mr,  BirreU.)  The  polic* 
force  attended  upon  the  requisition  of 
the  sheriff.  The  authorities  are  booo<i 
to  afEord  sufficient  protection  in  ssrh 
cases.  The  sheriff  declined  to  act  oc 
the  rumour  that  Mrs.  Walsh  was  ill  ui 
unable  to  be  moved,  but  he  took  a  doctor 
to  examine  the  sick  woman,  and,  upot 
his  certificate,  further  proceedings  wnt 
abandoned. 

Bonus  on  Irish  Land  Purehut 

ASTeeroenT^i 
Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  tW 
case  that  since  the  publication  of  t^ 
new  Treasury  Regulations  any  fortker 
purchase  agreements  will  be  subjed  to 
the  fact  that  only  a  bonus  of  3  per  c«ot. 
will  be  available  unkas  and  until  t^ 
new  Irish  Land  Bill  is  passed  into  Isw ; 
and  can  he  say  whether  in  any  fatut 
agreements,  pending  the  passing  of  iresk 
legislation,  tenant  purchasers  will  kAW 
to  pay  the  increased  interest  of  ^  ptf 
cent,  now  proposed,  or  will  ther  onlr 
be  liable  for  payment  of  the  oU  ntf 
of  2}  per  cent. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Biftdl.)  TheAniwr 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Quectioo  »  i^ 
affirmative.  The  Answer  to  the  me^ 
part  is  that,  pending  the  passing  of  frrth 
legislation,  there  is  no  power  to  su^ 
therate  of  interest  9  per  cent  or  sif 
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zate  different  from  the  old  rate  of  2|  per 
cent 

XieDer  Hall  Training  for  Army 
Mniiciani  attached  to  Begiments 
tenring  Abroad. 

Mr.    FETHERSTONHAUGH     (Fer- 
managh, N.) :    To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  make    arrangements   for   promising 
musicians  serving  with  battalions  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  training  at  the  Eneller  Hall 
School  of  Military  Music ;    is  he  aware 
tliat  musicians  with  regiments  abroad 
lie  in  many  cases  during  all  or  almost  all 
their  term  of  service  deprived  of  this 
advantage  where  they  join  a  corps  just 
going  or  that  has  recently  gone  on  foreign 
[  service  or  that  is  sent  on  foreign  service 
j   soon  after  they  join ;    and  is  he  aware 
■   that  in  many  cases  the  men  would  be 
filling  to  contribute  to  any  extra  cost 
mvolved  in  their  going  home  for  some 
musical  training. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
In  making  selections  of  soldiers  for  train- 
ing as  bandsmen  at  Kneller  Hall  the 
cWma  of  those  belonging  to  units  serving 
•broad  are  not  overlooked,  and,  at  the 
present  time,  more  than  one-fourth  of  the 
total  number  under  training  belong  to 
TOch  units.  In  the  case  of  boys  enlisting 
at  home  for  the  band  of  a  unit  serving 
abroad  endeavours  are  made  to  have  them 
tamed  at  Kneller  Hall  before  they  are 
*nt  abroad.  Bandsmen  serving  abroad, 
on  completing  six  years  service  abroad, 
can,  if  they  have  nine  years  total  service, 
*pply  to  be  sent  to  the  home  battalion, 
and  their  places  are  then  filled  by  bands- 
men from  home  who  have  probably 
nndeigone  a  course  at  the  school.  During 
^  past  year  forty-three  men  belonging 
to  nnits  abroad  have  been  trained  at  the 
school 
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Qloial  Board  of  Arbitration. 
U  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Jnde  whether  the  Government  will  take 
^  immediate  consideration  the  advisa- 
Wity  of  conferring  with  the  Labour 
*«niher8  respecting  the  establishment 
<«  an  official  Board  of  Arbitration  upon 
"^  principles  already  in  operation  in 
*wtain  British  Colonies  and  Continental 
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coimtries,  with  a  view  to  the  amicablo 
settlement  of  trade  disputes. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  In  view 
of  the  great  variety  of  principles  on  which 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Arbitration  Acts 
are  based,  I  am  not  quite  clear  as  to 
the  particular  principles  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  but  I  would  remind 
him  that  I  have  recently  set  up  a  standing 
Court  of  Arbitration  with  a  view  to  giving 
better  effect  to  the  intention  of  the  Con- 
ciliation Act.  He  will  find  particulars 
of  the  scheme  in  the  Memorandum  which 
I  have  caused  to  be  forwarded  to  him.  I 
propose  to  await  experience  of  this  scheme 
before  considering  other  proposals. 

Hours  of  Drivers  and  Firemen  on 
Midland  Oreat  Western  EaUway. 
Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  President  o! 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that  drivers  and  firemen  working  His 
Majesty's  mail  on  the  Midland  Oreat 
Western  lines  are  working  twelve  hours 
per  day,  and  that  the  nine  hours  of  duty 
is  systematic  instead  of  being  used  in  cases 
of  urgency ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
ballast  drivers,  firemen,  and  guards  are 
working  twelve,  fourteen,  and  sometimes 
sixteen  hours  per  day  for  five  days  of  the 
week  and  then  get  a  day  oft  to  make  the 
total  number  of  hours  for  the  week  look 
small ;  and  whether  he  can  state  what  is 
the  delay  in  appointing  the  conciliation 
boards  on  the  Midland  Oreat  Western 
line. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  As  re- 
gards hours  of  duty  the  Board  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  company,  of  which 
I  am  forwarding  a  copy  to  the  hon. 
Member.  The  explanations  given  there- 
in will  be  carefully  examined.  Details 
of  a  scheme  of  conciliation  boards  for  this 
railway  have  been  arranged,  and  the 
company  state  that  circulars  and  nomina- 
tion papers  will  be  issued  to  the  stafE  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware 
that  several  railway  companies  in  Ireland 
have  lodging  houses  or  barracks  for  their 
drivers,  firemen,  and  guards  when  booked 
away  from  home;  whether  he  can  state  if 
these  men  get  proper  rest,  as  the  nature 
of  their  duties  are  onerous ;   whether  he 
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will  state  wKat  steps  are  taken  to  see 
that  these  lodging-houses  or  barracks 
are  in  proper  sanitary  condition ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  fhat  these  lodging 
houses  or  barracks  are  sometimes  situate 
in  the  precincts  of  busy  shunting  jsxda, 
where  operations  are  carried  on  day  and 
night. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill)  The 
sanitary  condition  of  the  lodging-houses 
or  barracks  referred  to  is  not  a  matter 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  if  the  hon.  Member  furnishes 
me  with  specific  instances  in  which  it  is 
affirmed  that  owing  to  the  situation  of 
the  houses  the  men  occupying  them  are 
unable  to  obtain  proper  rest,  I  will  care- 
fully consider  whether  representations 
on  the  subject  can  usefully  be  made  to  the 
railway  company  or  companies  concerned. 

American  Gooseberry  Mildew 
Fungicides. 

Me.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent, 
Ashford) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agricidture, 
whether  he  can  give  a  complete  list  of  the 
names  of  the  fungicides  in  use  against 
American  gooseberry  mildew  on  which 
the  Board  have  been  consulted  by  local 
authorities,  and  which  the  Board  have 
declared  to  be  efficient ;  and  whether  the 
Board  will  publish  regularly  the  names  of 
such  approved  fungicides,  as  is  done  in 
the  case  of  sheep-dips. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 
,The  preparations  on  which  the  Board  have 
been  consulted  by  local  authorities  are : 
(1)  Chafer's  dressing  for  American  goose- 
berry-mildew ;  (2)  Herrod's  gooseberry- 
mildew  dressing ;  (3)  Simplex  spray 
fluid;  (4)  y^K  fluid.  Each  was  stated 
to  contain  in  the  strength  prescribed  by 
the  Order  liver  of  sulphur  which  the  Board 
regard  as  the  effective  fungicide.  As  the 
preparations  did  not  appear  to  contain 
any  ingredient  which  would  reduce  the 
efficiency  of  the  liver  of  sulphur  or  injure 
the  bushes,  the  Board  raised  no  objection 
to  their  use.  The  Board  do  not  think 
that  any  useful  purpose  would  be  served 
at  the  present  time  by  undertaking  the 
examination  and  approval  of  proprietary 
preparations. 


Work  for  TTnemployad  on  Haokney^ 

Marshes. 

Mb.  BROOKE  (Tower"  Hamlets,  Bow- 
and  Bromley):  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Oovernment  Board  if  he  can 
state  what  are  the  reasons  why  the  Central 
(Unemployed)  Body  with  Hackney 
Marshes  contiguoui  to  the  East  End  of 
London,  have  not  long  ago  proposed  & 
scheme  or  schemes  for  its  reclamation, 
etc.,  which  would  have  provided  work  for 
a  large  number  of  the  unemployed  during 
this  winter  of  acute  distress. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  The 
subject  has  not  been  lost  sight  of  by  the 
Central  (Unemployed)  Body.  There  are 
about  160  men  now  employed  at  Hackney 
Marshes  whose  wages  are  defrayed  by 
the  Central  Body  and  a  further  scheme 
of  work  in  connection  therewith  is  now 
under  their  consideration. 

Work  for  Unemployed  at  Poplar. 
Mr.  BROOKE  :    To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  since  his  Order  removing 
the  disqualifications  of  poor  law  relief 
and  of  two  successive  periods  of  works 
under  the  Central  (Unemployed)  Body, 
772  men  have  registered  themselves  at 
the  offices  of  the  Poplar  Distress  Com- 
mittee,   making,    together    with    those 
registered  previous  to  that  Order,  a  total, 
up  to  21st  November,  of  2,932  men ;  and 
whether,   considering  that,   up   to   the 
same  date,  only  202  of  this  total  had  been 
given  work  by  the  Central  (Unemployed) 
Body,  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to 
accelerate  the  action  of  that  body  in 
providing  work  for  more  of  these  men. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  I 
understand  that  the  numbers  stated  in 
the  Question  are  substantially  correct. 
I  believe  that  the  Central  (Unemployed) 
Body  are  making  every  effort  to  find 
suitable  work  for  the  unemployed  of 
Poplar  and  elsewhere  in  London,  and 
that  they  have  now  several  schemes  under 
consideration. 

Second  Division  Clerkship  Ezaminationt. 
Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  inconvenience  caused 
to  candidates  who  are  preparing  them- 
selves for  examination  for  clerkships  in 
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die  second  diviflion  of  the  Civil  Service, 
by  Okb  intimation  issued  by  the  Civil 
Sennoe  Commissioners  that  it  is  not  likely 
that  a  oompetition  will  be  required  in 
the  spring  and  summer  of  1909;  and 
vMier  he  can  name  any  prospective 
date  for  the  next  competitive  examina- 
tion for  clerkships  in  the  second  division. 

(Antwered  by  Mr.  Hobhouae.)    Exam- 
infttions  for  clerkships  in  the  Civil  Service, 
lAelher  in  the  second  division  or  other- 
woe,  are  necessarily  held  to  meet  the 
leqairements    of    public    departments. 
While,  therefore,   I  regret  that  incon- 
t«oience  should  be  caused  to  candidates 
by  the  suspension  of  examinations,   I 
ooold  not  regard  such  a  reason  as  a  justifi- 
eatioD  for  holding  examinations  when  not 
nquired.    As    regards    the    immediate 
intore  I   understand  that  the   present 
sapply  of    second   division    clerks   wUl 
litisfy  the    public   requirements   for   a 
great  many  months  to  come,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  possible  at  this 
stage  to  name  even  an  approximate  date 
for  the  next  examination. 

Ftoposad  Purchase  of  Disused  Coast- 
nard  Station  at  Eethard  by  New 
&OSS  Board  of  Guardians. 
Mr.  FFRENCH  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  New  Ross  Board  of  Guardians 
made  an  offer  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  about  eighteen 
months  ago,  to  purchase  one  of  the 
houaes  belonging  to  the  disused  Coast- 
guard station  at  Fethard  for  £120,  or  to 
rent  it  at  £6  a  year,  proposing  to  use  it  as 
a  dispensary  ;  and  whether,  as  no  reply 
ku  been  sent  to  the  New  Ross  Guardians, 
he  will  ascertain  what  the  Commissioners 
propose  to  do  with  reference  to  the 
gnaidians'  ofier. 


(AMydend  by  Mr.  Hobhouse,)  I  am 
iniomied  that  the  house  in  question  had 
to  be  reserved  for  the  Customs  service, 
and  that  this  fact  was  pointed  out  in  the 
coone  of  correspondence  between  the 
Board's  local  officer  and  the  clerk  of  the 
miioa,  who  subsequently  discussed  at  an 
interview  the  possibility  of  the  guardians 
*c<{ainng  another  of  the  station  houses. 
Penfting  the  receipt  of  the  further  views 
of  the  goardians  the  matter  has  been  in 
abeyance.    The  Board  are  redeeming  the 


head  rent  charged  on  the  propBrfcy,  and, 
as  soon  as  the  legal  formalities  have  been 
completed,  the  proparty  will  be  publicly 
advertised  for  sale,  and  the  guardians 
will  be  invited  to  make  an  ofEer  for  such 
portion  of  ths  premises  as  will  not  be 
required  for  public  purposes. 

Civil  Service  Pensions— Widows  and 

Orphans. 

Mr.  field  :     To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  wh9th3r  he  can  state 
the  approximate  number  of  civil  servants 
with  psnsionable  service  who  have  died 
since  the  promise  of  early  action  in  con- 
nection with  deferred  pay  was  made  by 
the  Treasury  in  February  last,  and  whose 
widows  and'  orphans  have  consequently 
been  deprived  of  sums  which  are  ad- 
mittedly their  due ;    whether,  in  view 
of  the  constantly  increasing  number  of 
widows  and  orphans  of  civil  servants  who* 
are  thus  deprived  of  an  admitted  right, 
he  will  inquire  whether  the  introduction 
of  legislation  on  the  subject  has  already 
been  imduly  delayed  ;   and  whether  the 
matter  can  be  exp3dited  so  as  to  admit 
of  an  immediate  remedy  for  the  existing 
state  of  afEairs. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I 
have  no  statistics  of  the  number  of  deaths 
of  civil  servants  with  pensionable  service 
since  February  last,  nor  can  I  say  how 
many  of  them,  if  the  proposed  new  scheme 
had  been  in  operation,  would  have  elected 
to  sacrifice  a  part  of  the  benefits  secured 
them  by  the  existing  Superannuatioa 
Acts  in  order  to  secure  the  contemplated 
life  assurance.  There  is,  of  course,  no 
question  of  depriving  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  such  civil  servants  of  anything 
due  to  them.  The  preparation  of  a  Bill 
is  being  proceeded  with  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  and  it  will,  as  I  have  already 
promised,  be  introduced  next  session. 
Regard  being  had  to  the  complexity  of 
the  subject,  I  do  not  think  there  has  been 
any  unreasonable  delay. 

Bailway  Companies*  Contributions  to 
Local  Bates. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire, E.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  can  state 
the  amoimts  contributed  annually  by  the 
railways  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  thd 
Exchequer  and  to  local  rates  respectively. 
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{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  specific  information 
desired  by  the  right  hon.  Member  in 
regard  to  contributions  by  British  rail- 
ways. I  may,  however,  say  that  the 
amount  of  railway  passenger  duty 
received  in  1907-8  was — 


For  England 
For  Scotland 

Total    - 


£ 
.  321,684 
.    23,377 

£345,061 


01d-Af?e  Pensions  in  Scotland— Issue  of 
Begulations  in  Gaelic. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  majority  of 
persons  over  seventy  years  of  age  in  the 
Western  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land speak  Gaelic  only,  will  he  consider 
the  expediency  of  having  the  regulations 
in  regard  to  old-age  pensions  issued  in 
those  districts  in  Gaelic. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Lloyd-George.)  I 
may  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  Answer 
which  I  gave  on  the  3rd  instant  to  my 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Sutherland. 
If  he  will  bring  to  my  notice  any  case  of 
hardship,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  it 
inquired  into,  and  will  see  that  the  neces- 
sary steps  are  taken  in  the  matter. 


Civil  Eights  of  Christian  Converts  from 
the  Hindu  Beligion. 

Mr.  E.  H.  lamb  (Rochester) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  for  India  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  Answer 
given  to  a  Question  put  in  this  House  by 
the  present  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
to  the  effect  that  in  the  case  of  Dasappa 
V.  Chikkamma,  dated  21st  December, 
1894,  the  chief  Court  of  Mysore  decided 
that  a  convert  to  Christianity,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  change  of  faith  was  ipso 
facto  deprived  of  his  right  of  guardianship 
over  his  children,  and  it  was  stated  that 
an  apostate  from  the  Hindu  religion 
loses  his  civil  lights ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  judgment,  dated 
2nd  September,  1907,  delivered  in  the 
same  State,  of  which  the  result  has  been 
that  converts  to  the Christianreligion suffer 
greater  disability,  by  Hindu  law,  than  one 


convicted  and  imprisoned  for  murder, 
inasmuch  as  converts  are  deprived  of 
the  ability  to  sue  for  their  civil  rights ; 
whether  he  can  supply  a  copy  of  the 
judgment  referred  to ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Mysore  Durbar  appointed 
an  influential  committee,  on  which  all 
castes  were  represented,  to  draft  a  regula- 
tion for  the  removal  of  these  disabilities, 
but  that  such  regulation,  although  pre- 
pared and  published,  was  not  adopted ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  this  draft  regula- 
tion not  having  been  brought  into  force, 
he  can  see  his  way  to  approach  the 
Government  of  India  with  a  view  to 
suggesting  to  the  Mysore  Durbar  the 
advisability  of  introducing  the  measure  in 
question  or  some  similar  measure  in  order 
to  remove  the  disabilities  under  which 
native  converts  to  Christianity  now 
suffer. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Buchanan.)  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  aware  of  the  Answer 
given  in  this  House  on  12th  March,  1903, 
as  to  the  disabilities  attaching  to  con- 
verts from  Hinduism  in  the  Mysore  State. 
His  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
judgment  of  the  chief  Court  of  Mysore, 
to  which  the  hon.  Members  refers,  but  he 
does  not  possess  a  copy  of  the  judgment 
and  cannot  speak  as  to  its  exact  purport. 
He  has  been  informed  unofficially  that  no 
steps  have  yet  been  taken  by  the  Mysore 
Durbar  to  give  effect  to  a  regulation  on 
the  subject  drawn  up  by  a  committee 
appointed  by  them.  The  Government 
of  India  are  being  asked  to  report  upon 
the  present  posi'.ion  of  the  question. 

• 

Evicted  Tenants— Case  of  Myles 
Sweeney. 

Mr.  F.  MBEHAN  (Leitrim,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  taken  any  action  in 
the  case  of  Myles  Sweeney,  of  Lisacoghel, 
Drumkeerin,  an  evicted  tenant  on  the 
Montgon^ry  estate,  County  Leitrim, 
who  was  reinstated  in  May  last  and  has 
not  received  any  portion  of  the  free  grant 
to  enable  him  to  rebuild  his  house  and 
stock  his  farm. 

{Anstoered  hy  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  have 
not  sanctioned  any  grant  in  this  case. 
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Purehase  of  the  Deering  and  Quinton 
Siek  Estate  at  Dimmore. 
Mb.  HAZLETON  :    To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Und  whether  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  heen  able  to  locate  the  whereabouts 
of  Mr.  QeoTge  E.  Deering ;  whether  they 
luive  made   any  proposal   to   him   for 
the  sale  of  his  Dunmore,  County  Galway, 
property ;     and  whether  they  can  give 
any  information  as  to  the  position  in 
wluch  the  Captain  Quinton  Dick  (late 
Handcock)  property,  of  Corrontilla,  Dun- 
more,  County  Galway,  now  stands. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrdl.)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  are 
not  in  a  position  to  give  any  particulars 
in  reference  to  these  properties,  which  do 
not  appear  to  be  pending  for  sale  before 
them. 

Intt  on  the  Boderick  O'Connor  Estate. 
Mr.  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Congested  Districts 
Board,  which  purchased  the  Roderick 
O'Connor  estate  in  May,  1907,  have  again 
demanded  this  month  from  the  tenants 
on  the  Oalway  portion  of  the  estate  the 
old  rents  without  any  reduction ;  if  so, 
will  he  say  why  has  no  reduction  been 
made  as  expected,  and  when  is  it  to  come 
into  operation. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  A  year's 
rent  has  been  demanded  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board,  as  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  estate  has  not  yet  been  vested  in  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  as  their  pro- 
perty, and  they  have  therefore  no  power 
to  reduce  the  rents.  The  holdings  on  the 
Odlway  section  of  the  estate  will  be  re-sold 
as  soon  as  possible  after  the  estate  has 
been  vested  in  the  Board. 

Iriik  Junior  Assistant  Teachers  Standard 

of  Efficiency. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
wliat  standard  of  efficiency  is  being 
insisted  upon  by  the  Conunissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  junior  assistant  teachers  who  have  at 
feast  two  years  service,  in  order  that 
they  may  qualify  for  their  share  of  the 
A  14,000  grant ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 


no  stipulation  whatever  was  made  as  to 
efficiency  when  the  scale  of  payments 
was  passed  by  Parliament ;  and  what  the 
Commissioners  propose  to  do  with  moneys 
saved  through  some  junior  assistant 
teachers  proving  inefficient. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrdl-)  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  revised 
Supplementary  Estimate  of  28th  July 
last  (H.C.  Paper  255)  in  which  it  is 
stipulated  that  junior  assistant  mistresses 
sharing  in  the  grant  should  have  two 
years  efficient  service.  The  Commis- 
sioners  of  National  Education  inform  me 
that  a  moderate  standard  of  efficiency 
is  required.  I  am  unable  to  reply  to  the 
concluding  portion  of  the  Question, 
as  the  Commissioners  have  not  yet  com- 
pleted the  payment  of  junior  assistant 
mistresses. 

Purchase  of  Colonel  Blake*8  Estate  at 

Camaoon. 

Mr.  CONOR  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state 
whether  the  negotiations  between  the 
Estates  Commissioners  and  Colonel  M.  C. 
J.  Blake  for  the  purchase  of  the  latter's 
property  at  Carnacon,  Ballyglass,  County 
Mayo,  have  been  successful ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  state  the  cause. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell,)  In  view  of 
pending  legislation  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  decided  not  to  make  any  ofier 
for  the  estate  at  present. 

Delay  in  Purchase  of  Estate  at 
Caploughlan. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County,  Ossory> 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  com- 
pletion of  the  sale  to  the  tenants  of  the  es- 
tate of  the  Endowed  Commissioners  of 
Education,  situated  at  Caploughlan, 
Mountrath,  Queen's  County,  whose  agree- 
ments have  been  signed  over  two  years ; 
and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  tenants 
are  paying  4  per  cent,  on  the  purchase 
money,  will  he  see  that  the  vesting  order 
is  issued  in  this  case  with  the  least  possible 
delay. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell, )  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  pur- 
chase agreements  in  respect  of  this  estate 
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Were  li6t  l6dged  unta  June,  1907.  The 
Cbminissianets  will  deal  with  them  in  their 
proper  order  and  with  due  regard  to  the 
priority  of  other  estates  in  which  the 
agreements  were  lodged  earlier. 

Sentence  of  Patrick  Sweeney. 
Mr.  DELANY:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether,  seeing  that  the  appeal 
of  Patrick  Sweeney,  Killadooley,  Bally- 
brophy,  Queen's  County,  fell  through 
owing  to  a  technical  error  on  the  part  of  his 
solicitors,  who  was  sentenced  to  a  term 
of  six  months  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  by  Messrs.  Dease  and  Fitzgerald, 
resident  magistrates,  at  the  petty  sessions 
in  Bathdowney  last  July,  for  an  alleged 
assault  on  the  police-sergeant  of  Borris- 
in-Ossory,  in  connection  with  a  cattle- 
drive,  and  after  the  expiration  of  this  term 
ordered  to  find  bail  for  twelve  months  or 
in  default  to  go  to  prison  for  another  six 
months,  and  taking  into  consideration 
that  Sweeney  had  no  time  to  prepare  his 
defence,  being  arrested  only  a  few  hours 
before  the  Court  sat,  he  will  recommend 
a  mitigation  of  the  sentence. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  BirrdL)  Patrick 
Sweeney  was  convicted  at  Bathdowney 
petty  sessions  in  July  last,  of  having 
assaulted  a  sergeant  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  while  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty,  by  striking  him  on  the  head  with  a 
heavy  club,  and  the  sentence  mentioned  in 
the  Question  was  imposed.  He  appealed 
to  Quarter  Sessions,  but  the  Court  decided 
that  they  had  no  jurisdiction  to  hear  the 
appeal  as  the  necessary  notice  had  not 
b^en  served.  It  is  not  within  my  pro- 
vince to  advise  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
his  exercise  of  the  clemencv  of  the  Crown, 
or  to  make  any  recommendation  to  His 
Excellency  on  the  subject.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  has 
already  carefully  considered  a  memorial 
sent  to  him  by  the  prisoner,  and  has 
decided  that  the  law  must  take  its 
course. 

Payment  of  Salaries  of  Irish  Hational 
School  Teachers. 

Captain  CBAIG  ;  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  state  if  the  Board 
of  National  Education  is  aware  of  the 
inconveniences     and     often     hardships 


inflicted  on  Irish  national  teachers  by  the 
present  practice  of  the  Board  in  return- 
ing all  salary  claims,  when  passed  for 
payment,  to  the  tnanagers  of  the  schools, 
mstead  of  sending  them  direct  to  the 
teachers ;  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  manager  has  countersigned 
the  claim  in  the  first  instance,  and  must 
therefore  know  its  nature,  what  reason 
does  the  Board  advance  for  returning 
the  claim  to  him ;  and  whether,  if  the 
Board  cannot  see  its  way  to  reverse  its 
practice  in  all  cases,  would  it  be  prepared 
to  forward  the  claims  direct  in  individual 
cases  if  requested  to  do  so  by  the  managers 
concerned. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply 
to  a  similar  Question  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Clare  on  the  26th 
February,  1907.. 

Sale  of  the  Jordan  Estate  at  Cloamnore. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.)  : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whevher  the  Jordan 
estate,  situate  at  Cloanmore,  Murneen 
Electoral  District  of  the  Claremorris 
Union,  has  been  ofEered  for  sale  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  state  the  number  of  years 
purchase  asked  by  the  landlord  and 
oSered  by  the  Board,  and  when  the  negoti- 
ations will  be  completed. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  This  estate 
was  ofEered  to  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  in  1905  ;  but,  owing  to  the  want 
of  funds  for  improvements,  they  had  in 
the  following  year  to  postpone  the  matter. 
The  position  remains  unaltered. 

Drainage  of  the  Siver  Bobe. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  have  considered  the  ad- 
visability of  undei  taking  the  whole  of  the 
drainage  of  the  Biver  Bobe,  County 
Mayo ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  would 
be  any  chance  of  having  the  work  started 
early  in  the  coming  spring,  with  a  view 
to  saving  hundreds  of  acres  that  are  flooded 
in  the  spring  and  autumn  of  each  year 
and  thereby  rendered  ^almost  useless 
to  the  tenants. 


1069 


QueH'tms. 


{30  November  1908} 


Que^'onS' 


lOQt 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  my  reply  to  a  Question 
on  tkis  snbject  ask^  by  the  hon.  Member 
«n  the  14th  April  last. 

Const  Blake  Estate,  County  Mayo. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Count  Blake 
estate,  situate  at  Ballinafad,  in  the 
Ca&tlebar  Union,  County  Mayo,  has  been 
offered  for  sale  to  the  Estates  Commis- 
siouers  or  to  the  Congested  Districts 
Board ;  ^nd,  if  so,  what  is  the  number 
of  years  purchase  asked  by  the  Undlord, 
and  the  number  offered,  if  any,  by  eithei 
of  the  bodies  named. 

(Anstcered  by  Mr,  BirreH.)  This  esta'e 
has  not  been  offered  for  sale  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  or  the  Estates 
Commissioners. 

Begley  Estate,  Iskerlavally. 
Mb.  JOHN  O'DONNELL:  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Begley 
estate,  Iskerlavally,  in  the  Clareraorris 
Union,  was  offered  to  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  for  sale ;  and  if  so. 
how  many  years  purchase  was  asked 
hr  the  landlord  and  how  n^any  was 
offered  by  the  tenants ;  whether  the 
eitate  was  inspected  by  the  Board ; 
▼hether  the  sale  was  sanctioned  ;  and,  if 
not,  will  he  say  why. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell)  The  estate 
has  been  purchased  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board. 

Aeqdiition  of  Sir  Compton  Domville's 

Estate. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  have  yet  done  anything 
in  the  way  of  acquiring  the  estate  of 
8ir  Compton  Domville,  situate  in  the 
pkrish  of  Aughamore,  in  the  Claremorris 
Union;  and,  if  not,  whether  they  will 
wopen  negotiations  with  a  view  to  a 
^eedy  sale  of  the  grass  lands  thereon, 
^  the  removal  of  congestion  in  the 
unaediate  neighbourhood. 

[Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  ques- 
tion of  purchasing  this  estate  was  brought 


before  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
some  time  ago  ;  but,  owing  to  the  want 
of  funds  for  making  improvements,  they 
were  obliged  to  postpone  the  matter. 
The  solicitors  for  the  estate  were  so 
informed  in  October,  1907.  The  position 
remains  imaltered. 

Sons  of  Head  Constables  and  Cadetships 
in  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu? 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  sons  of 
officers  in  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
and  other  young  men  who  can  procure 
nominations  are  eligible  for  examination 
for  cadetships  in  that  force,  and  that 
the  sons  of  head  constables,  many  of 
whom  were  prevented  by  the  age  linut 
from  attaining  higher  rank,  are  debarred ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  enable  them  to  secure 
nomination  for  such  examinations. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  facts 
are  as  stated.  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  change  in  the  existing  system. 


QV  EST  IONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Portsmouth  Oovernment  Contracts  and 

Fair  Wages. 

Mr.  T.  p.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  firm  of 
Messrs.  Morrison  and  Mason,  Govern- 
ment contractors  at  Portsmouth,  are  not 
observing  the  Fair  Wage  Clause  in  the 
payment  of  their  labourers ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth) :  At 
the  same  time  may  I  asic  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  the  contract 
with  Messrs.  Mason  and  Morrison,  in  con- 
nection with  the  construction  of  the  new 
lock  at  Portsmouth,  contains  the  Fair 
Wage  Clause ;  if  so,  is  he  aware  that  the 
labourers  employed  by  that  firm  are 
being  paid  5a.  per  hour  instead  of  6d., 
the  recognised  rate  in  the  neighbour- 
hood; whether  outside  labourers  are 
being  engaged  notwithstanding  that  there 
are  still  local  men  unemplojed;  and 
what  course  the  Admiralty  intend  to 
adopt  in  the  matter. 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  MgKenna,  Monmouthshire, 
K.) :  The  point  raised  in  the  Question  is 
one  of  considerable  difficulty,  and  my 
hon.  friend  the  Financial  Secretary  hais 
gone  into  the  whole  matter  with  the 
greatest  care.  To  summarise  the  con- 
elusions  come  to,  it  would  appear  that  6d. 
an  hour  is  the  current  rate  for  builders' 
labourers,  but  that  the  cor;)oration  and 
other  employers  who  recognise  this  rate 
for  general  labourers  do  in  fact  pay  less 
than  6d.  per  hour,  and  in  some  cases  as 
little  as  4jd.,  for  labour  which  may  be 
regarded  as  less  skilled  than  that  of  the 
builders'  labourer.  The  joint  committee 
of  the  local  railway  companies  pay  men 
engaged  on  their  permanent  way  18s. 
per  week,  which,  at  forty-eight  hours  per 
week,  would  represent  4^d.  an  hour,  and 
some  of  the  unskilled  labourers  in  the 
dockyard  are  paid  at  the  rate  of  5^.  an 
hour.  From  all  the  evidence,  it  appears 
to  be  shown  conclusively  that,  while  the 
current  rate  for  builders'  labourers  is  6d. 
an  hour,  the  rate  current  in  the  locality 
for  less  skilled  labour  is  certainly  below 
that  figure.  Having  regard  to  the  class 
of  labour  employed  by  Messrs.  Morrison 
and  Mason  for  which  they  pay  less  than 
6d.  per  hour,  it  cannot  oe  said,  on  a 
review  of  all  the  circumstances,  and  of 
the  rate  current  in  the  locality,  that  there 
has  been  any  infraction  of  the  Fair  Wages 
Clause. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  aware  that  this  firm  paid 
27s.  6d.  up  to  September,  and  then 
reduced  wages  without  notice  t 

Mr.  MgKENNA  ;  I  was  not  aware  of 
that  fact. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  Did  not  the 
Department  three  weeks  ago  apply  to  the 
United  Trades  Labour  Council  at  Ports- 
mouth in  regard  to  this  matter  f 

Mr.  McKENN  a  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  How 
is  the  recognised  rate  in  the  neighbour 
hood  arrived  at?  Does  it  not  vary  in 
different  trades  ? 

Mr.  McKENN  a  :  It  varies  more  par- 
ticularly in  regard  to  the  cost  of  living 
in  the  district.  The  Admiralty  only  dis- 
cover it  by  close  inquiry  among  all  firms. 


Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT  (Wanricksyre, 
Rugby):  When  the  Secretary  to  th* 
Admiralty  makes  inquiries  does  he  oonsolt 
the  leaders  of  the  local  trade  onions  1 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  will  inquire. 

Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich):  Doea  ha 
consult  those  who  pay  the  lowest  wages 
only  1 

Mr.  MgKENNA  :  I  do  not  think  that 
is  a  suggestion  which  ought  to  be  made. 
We  consult  all  the  employers  in  • 
neighbourhood,  and  those  whom  we  hare 
consulted  in  this  instance  recognise  that 
though  the  rate  referred  to  is  a  low  one 
for  builders'  labourers  a  still  lower  rate 
obtains  for  less  skilled  labour. 

Mr.  W.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.) :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  u> 
attach  a  schedule  rate  of  wages  to  aU 
official  contracts  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  No.  We  are  acting 
on  the  rule  laid  down  b^  the  House  of 
Commons  in  its  Resolution. 

Mr.  W.  THORNE :  The  resulu  are 
not  very  satisfactory. 

Soyal  Naral  Volanteer  Saaerra. 
Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
Govan^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  when  a  definite  dedsioo 
may  be  expected  on  the  question  of 
issuing  fresh  kits  to  members  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Volunteer  Reserve  who 
have  completed  three  years  service,  and 
also  on  the  question  of  granting  signal 
ratings  to  members  of  the  Royu  Narsl 
Volunteer  Reserve  who  have  specialised 
in  signalling ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  first  matter  has  engaged  the  atteodoo 
of  the  Admiralty  for  over  two  years,  and 
the  second  one  for  more  than  ele%en 
months ;  and  whether  be  propoees  wv 
take  steps  to  secure  that  Royal  XaTil 
Volunteer  Reserve  matters  shall  be 
settled  in  future  with  greater  expeditioa. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  A  temportfr 
arrangement  for  issuing  new  kits  h> 
Volunteers  who  enrol  after  oompiettDf 
three  years  was  approved  in  December 
last  and  is  still  in  foroe.  Detaib  of  s 
scheme  on  the  basis  of  the  new  Aivj 
system  are  now  under  the  ooosidentioo 
of  the  Admiralty  Volunteer  CoBunittee. 


Que^ioiu. 
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Tbe  QQettion  of  the  formation  of  a  signal 
bnndi  of  the  Bo^al  Naval  Volunteer 
Bnerre  inTolves  financial  consideration 
lad  correspondence  with  another  Depart- 
mflDl,  uid  it  is  hoped  that  a  decision  will 
br  urived  at  before  very  long.  These 
matters  have  been  under  consideration 
for  (be  time  stated.  In  both  cases  there 
bre  been  considerable  financial  diffi- 
coiiies,  and  it  is  not  considered  that  any 
iTOtdable  delay  has  taken  place. 


j  iufi) :  Is  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  aware 
i  of  the  great  difficulty  caused  to  recruiting 
J    hj  tlie  action  of  tbe  Admiralty  t 

j       Mr.  McKENKA  :  I  do  not  think  we 

!    116  causing  any  difficulty  in  that  way. 

I    We  deplore  the  delay  quite  as  much  as 

tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I   have 

eildained  it  in  the  best  tray  I  can. 

Sunday  Labonr  at  Roiyth. 
Mr.  GULLAND  (Dumfries  Burghs) ; 
I  be|  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
sdnliy  whether,  in  view  of  the  feeling 
is  Scotland  against  Sunday  labour,  and 
Meiag  that  the  declared  object  of  push- 
ing on  with  tbe  works  at  Rosyth  is  to 
,  pn  immediate  employment  rather  than 
to  have  an  early  completion,  he  will 
iniert  a  clause  in  the  contracts  forbidding 
Sunday  labour. 

Mk.  LEE(Hampehire,Fareham;:  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that. 
Bay  I  ask  whether  he  or  any  other 
xniiority  has  been  committed  publicly  or 
ctherwise  to  the  statement  that  the 
object  of  pushing  on  with  the  works  at 
Roivth  is  to  give  immediate  employment 
nther  than  to  have  an  early  completion  1 

Mr.  McKEXNA  :  No  such  statement 
b»  been  made  expressly  or  imphed, 
publicly  or  privately.  Work  such  as 
tbtt  of  pumping  may  have  to  be  earned 
m  at  any  time,  including  Sunday ;  but 
Sunday  work  is  discouraged  and  is  not 
•Uoved  without  the  written  permission 
ol  the  superintending  engineer. 

Ctutpurd  Stations  in  tbe  IiIb  of  Wight 
Mr.  remnant  (Finsbury,  Holbom) : 
I  be^  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admirdty  if  it  bad  been  decided  to 
withdraw  the  coastgua 
Foreland,  Ventnor  diviaio 
*bst  prorisktn  will  be  mai 


Bembridge  lifeboat  of  the  Koyal  National 
Lifeboat  Institution  at  present  manned 
by  these  men. 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  It  has  beendecided 
to  close  the  Foreland  coastguard  detach- 
ment, at  which  there  are  turee  men,  on 
the  lat  December,  190S,  but  three  coast- 

fuard  men  will  continue  to  reside  at 
oreland  for  duty  at  Culver  Cliff  signal 
station.  All  arrangements  for  manning 
Koyal  Kational  Lifeboat  Institution 
lifeboats  are  made  by  the  Royal  National 
Lifeboat  Institution.  The  crew  of  tha 
costguard  station  at  Bembridge,  and  tha 
three  men  above  mentioned  at  Foreland, 
will  be  available  to  assist  the  lifeboat 
service  as  far  as  their  other  naval'  and 
revenue  duties  permit,  provided  the  men 
themselves  volunteer  for  the  service. 
The  coastguard  men  are  not  liable  to  be 
ordered  on  lifeboat  service. 

Lord  BALCABRES  {Lancashire, 
Ghorley) :  At  what  date  was  thia 
decision  come  to  I 

Mr.  McKE\NA:  I  cannot  say  with- 
out notice. 

Distribution  of  Cavalry. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  on  what  principle  the  present 
distribution  of  cavalry  in  tbe  Unitecl 
Kingdom  is  based. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  iob 
WAR  {Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington) :  The 
primary  consideration  in  the  distribution 
of  cavalry  regiments  in  the  United 
Kingdom  is  the  accommodation  which 
actually  exists  for  them.  Subject  to 
this  consideration  every  endeavour  ia 
e  to  group,  in  proximity  to  one 
another,  the  units  of  the  various  cavalry 
brigades  of  the  field  Army,  thus  rendering 
possible  the  supervision  by  the  brigadier 
of  tbe  regiments  under  his  command. 

Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  an  Approximate  date  at 
which  the  application  of  this  provision 
to  Scotland  is  likely  to  result  in  the 
stationing  of  a  cavalry  regiment  there  1 
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Inianitary  Barraokf. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  bee  to  ask  tbe 
Secretary  of ,  State  for  War  if  he  will 
grant  a  Ketum  showing  tbe  barracks  in 
me  United  Kingdom  wbich  are  reported 
by  the  Army  Medical  Department  to  be 
in  an  indifferent  sanitary  state,  as  judged 
by  modern  standards. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  It  is  quite  obvious 
that,  owing  to  the  date  of  construction 
of  the  barracks,  many  of  our  buildings 
must  necessarily  fall  short  of  what  is 
considered  desirable  in  these  days ;  but 
I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that  any  are 
in  a  dangerous  condition,  and  I  cannot 
4igree  that  the  Return  asked  for  should 
be  compiled. 

Mr.  ASHLEY:  But  as  wo  know 
officially  that  many  of  the  barracks  are 
in  an  indifferent  condition  from  a  sanitary 

Kint  of  view  why  should  not  the  House 
told  which  they  are  1 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  House  may 
gather  from  official  Reports  that  there 
is  a  state  of  things  whicn  we  very  much 
deplore  and  which  we  are  getting  put 
right  as  quickly  as  possible.  But  it  is 
impossible  to  go  into  detail  as  to  the 
various  barracks. 

The  Irish  Command. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  bee  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  how  it  is 
proposed  to  train  in  peace  the  6th  Division 
of  the  Irish  Command  for  the  duties  it 
will  have  to  perform  in  war,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  not  even  divisional  cavalry 
of  two  squadrons  is  stationed  in  the 
command. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  The  divisional 
cavalry  are  formed  on  mobilisation  from 
the  mounted  infantry,  and  in  this  respect 
the  6th  Division  does  not  differ  from  the 
other  divisions.  As  regards  training, 
the  necessary  mounted  troops  can  be 
proWded  from  the  cavalry  brigade  or 
from  the  South  Irish  Horse. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  Cannot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  see  his  way  to  spend  a  small 
amount  of  money  in  order  that  a  cavalry 
regiment  may  be  stationed  there  1 

Mr.  HALDANE:  That  is  quite  un- 
toecessarr,  as  the  hon.  Member  will  see 
if  he  looks  at  the  organisation. 


Hew  Field  Howitisr. 
Mr.  ASHLEY:  I  beg  to  a«k  tlw 
Secretary  of  State  of  War  whether  !•• 
can  now  give  any  infomatioQ  witk 
reference  to  the  recent  trials  of  the  aev 
field  howitfer,  especially  as  to  weight 
and  range. 

Mr.  HALDANE :  No,  Sir.  I  am  not 
at  present  in  a  position  to  give  informa- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member. 

Canadian  Immigration  Law. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  Stace  for  the  Colonies  if  he 
can  now  state  whether  it  is  still  poaiible 
for  a  British  subject  to  be  summarily  de- 
ported  from  the  Dominion  <rf  Cenada 
without  any  form  of  trial  and  oo  the 
ground  of  being  temporarily  oat  of 
employment. 

TheUNDER-SECRETARY  ofSTATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Seel;-, 
Liverpool,  Abercromby) :  As  I  stated  la 
reply  to  my  hon.  friend's  Question  oo 
the  2nd  November,  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  in  communication  with  the 
Dominion  Gk)vemment  on  the  ouestioo  of 
the  law  to  which  he  refers,  and  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  give  any  farther 
information  on  the  subject. 

British  Indians  in  Transraal  Prisons. 
Mr.  J.  M.  ROBERTSON  (Northom- 
berland,  Tyneside^ :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Cokmiei 
whether  he  has  received  any  official 
information  showine  that  the  Indiaini 
including  Mr.  Gandhi,  were  on  the  I'tl 
October  working  on  the  market  square  of 
Yolksrust  at  roaid-making. 


Colonel  SEELY  :  It  appears  from  « 
telegram  from  the  Governor  of  5nl 
November  that  Mr.  Gandhi,  who  worked 
on  an  agricultural  shows  grounds  diggin| 
holes  for  trees  and  weeding  in  a  mania- 
pal  plantation  and  the  gaol  garden,  kaJ 
never  performed  hard  labour  oo  t^ 
public  streets.  The  telegram  doss  wA 
state  whether  this  was  true  also  of  iIm 
other  Indians. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston) :  W» 
not  this  gentleman  imprisoned  far  » 
purely  technical  offence  t 
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Questions, 


Colonel  SEELY:  I  have  given 
the  information  in  my  possession. 


Mr.  BYLES  (Salford,  N.) :  Is  Mr. 
GtDdhi  the  gentleman  who  delivered  an 
tddress  to  Members  of  this  House  here 
ijetrago  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  do  not^know,  and 
I  do  not  see  how  that  affects  the  case,  ^^i 

Mr.  BYLES:  I  only  wanted  the 
ioformation. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lfme):  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
tbt  white  people  are  not  allowed  to 
vork  with  other  people  in  the  public 
Anets,  and  cannot  that  arrangement  be 
«xltnded  to  British  Indians  1 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  will  inquire. 

The  Charges  against  Dinizolu- 
Mr.  MACKARNESS  (Berkshire,  New- 
\nry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  Sute  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  is  yet  in  possession  of 
nfonnstion  enabling  him  to  state  upon 
what  charges  Dinizalu  has  been  indicted 
todvhich  of  the  charges  for  which  he 
w  arrested  have  not  been  proceeded 
viiL 

Colonel  SEELY :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  full 
to  of  the  indictment  will  appear  in  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  which  is  being  pre- 
MUed  to-day  and  should  be  in  the  hands 
<ii  Members  this  evening. 

Colonial  Immigration  Laws. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  beg  to 
tk  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  will  cause  to  be  circulated 
V  (^  Immigration  Office  mrticulars  of 
Ue  disabilities  imposed  on  British  immi- 
gnnU  by  certain  of  the  Ck)lonies. 

Colonel  SEELY :  Full  information  as 
^  the  restrictions  on  immigration  into 
^  lelf-goveming  Colonies  is  given  in 
t^  Circulars  relating  to  those  Colonies 
i*ued  by  the  Emigrants'  Information 
^ce.  The  Circulars  are  issued  free  of 
«ttt  Considerably  over  300,000  of  them 
*w  distributed  in  the  course  of  a  year. 

-*'Co]iialar!Be-*orts  on  Industrial 
*«ii  —  II  ])eyel(q^ment  •  •  v^ntigl 

'  Mb.  WEDGWOOD :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
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whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Report  by  Sir  F.  Offenheimer,  Consul 
G^eral  at  Frankfort,  on  the  industrial 
development  of  Germany  in  connection 
with  trusts  and  syndicates ;  whether  any 
extra  remuneration  is  granted  to  Consuls 
issuing  specially  elaborate  Reports  of  this 
nature;  and  whether  Reports  modelled 
on  these  lines  could  be  obtained  from  our 
Consuls  in  other  European  and  American 
countries. 

The  UNDERSECRETARY  of 
STATE  BX)R  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Mr. 
MoKiNNON  Wood,  Glasgow,  St.  RoUox) : 
The  Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  is  in  the  affirmative,  and  to  the 
second  part  in  the  negative.  As  regards 
the  last  part  of  the  Question,  the  atten- 
tion of  His  Majesty's  Diplomatic  re- 
presentatives and  Consular  Officers  at 
important  poets  abroad  will  be  directed 
to  the  suggestion,  and  they  wUl  be 
invited  to  furnish  from  time  to  time  such 
information  on  those  lines  as  circum- 
stances will  permit. 

Mr.  WEDGWOOD:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  out-of-pocket  expenses  in- 
curred by  Consuls  in  collecting  statistics 
are  defrayed  ] 

Mr.  MoKINNON  WOOD  :  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  have  been  any  out-of- 
pocket  expenses. 

Mr.  H.  C.  lea  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  asked 
if  instructions  would  be  given  to  Consuls 
in  various  European  countries  where  pro- 
tection obtains  to  get  comparative  prices. 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Lado  Enclave— Destruction  of 
Elephants. 

Mr.  fell  (Great  Yarmouth) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  condition  of  affairs  existing  in  the 
Lado  enclave,  forming  part  of  our  Central 
African  Possessions  ;  if  the  troops  of  the 
Congo  Free  State  have  been  withdrawn 
from  the  territory,  and  during  the 
absence  of  authority  the  elephants  are 
being  destroyed  wholesale  by  white 
adventurers. 

Mr.  McKIMNON  WOOD:  We  have 
seen  allusions  in  the  Press  to  the  situation 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers.    The 
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Lado  enclave  is  a  part  of  the  Soudan,  and 
not  of  tho  British  Central  African  Posses- 
sions; it  is  in  the  occupation  of  His 
Majesty  King  Leopold  II.  under  the 
Agreement  between  Great  Britain  and 
.the  Independent  State  of  the  Congo  of 
9th  May,  1906.  We  are  unable  to  make 
any  statement  as  to  the  movements  of 
Con^lese  troops  in  the  enclave,  but  in- 
quiries will  be  made  as  to  the  truth  of 
tne  reports  respecting  the  destruction  of 
elephimts  there. 

Mr.  fell  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the  lease 
of  the  Lado  enclave  to  His  Majesty  the 
King  of  the  Belgians  is  still  in  force ;  if 
the  withdrawal  of  the  troops  of  the  Congo 
Free  State  from  the  enclave  and  the 
leaving  of  the  enclave  without  responsible 
government  is  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  lease ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  the  destruction  of  the  herds  of  ele- 
phants there  by  the  lessee  or  his  agents 
will  cause  injury  to  the  enclave,  he  will 
say  what  steps  be  proposes  to  take  under 
the  circumstances. 

Mr.  McKINNON  WOOD :  Until  the 
discussions  between  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Belgian  Government  as  to 
the  conditions  on  which  Great  Britain  will 
recognise  the  transfer  of  the  Congo  Btate 
to  Belgium  are  concluded,  the  Agreements 
of  May  9th,  1906,  under  which  the  Lado 
enclave  is  leased  to  His  Majesty  King 
Leopold  II.  remains  effective.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  terms  of  that  Agreement 
affecting  the  movements  of  troops  or  other 
administrative  questions  in  the  Lado 
enclave.  It  may  be  stated  that  the 
Government  of  the  Congo  State  ratified 
the  International  African  Game  Conven- 
tion of  May,  1900,  though  they  did  not 
undertake  to  be  bound  by  its  terms  till 
the  ratifications  of  all  the  other  signatory 
Powers  had  been  received.  We  are, 
however,  confident  that  the  Congo 
Government,  acting  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Convention,  will  arrest  any  wanton  or 
wholesale  destruction  of  elephants  in  the 
Lado  enclave,  should  the  reports  as  to 
such  slaughter  prove  to  be  accurate,  and 
we  are  instructing  His  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Brussels  to  make  representations 
accordingly. 

Mr.  FEIjL  :  Is  it  a  fact  that,  pending 
the  discussion  now  going  on,  this  is  a 
kind    of    No    Man's    Land,  and    that 


adventurers  are  now  shooting  elephants 
by  the  thousand  1 

Mr.  McKINNON  WOOD :  I  do  not 
know  that  you  can  call  it  a  No  Man's 
Land.  It  is  leased  to  the  King  of  the 
Belgians,  and  I  hope  that  the  position  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  is  only  a 
te^iporary  one. 

Old- Age  Pensions— Claimants  over 
Seventy  Tears  of  Age. 

Mr.  timothy  DAVIES  (Fulham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 

S arsons  over  seventy  years  of  age  in 
ngland,  Wales  (including  Monmoath- 
shire),  Scotland,  and  Ireland;  whether 
be  can  give  the  number  of  such  persons 
in  receipt  of  poor  law  relief  in  each  part 
of  the  Kingdom;  the  number  of  claims 
for  old-age  pensions  up  to  date ;  and  the 
percentage  of  persons  claiming  old-age 
pensions  to  the  population  over  seventy 
years  of  age  in  each  country,  deducting 
those  who  are  in  receipt  of  poor  law 
relief. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Lloyd-Gborgk,  Car- 
narvon  Boroughs):  The  number  of 
persons  over  seventy  years  of  age  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  1908  is  estimated  at 
898,000,  in  England  (excluding  Mon- 
mouthshire) ;  59,000  in  Wales  (including 
Monmouthshire);  134,000  in  Scotland; 
and  184,000  in  Ireland.  Of  these  it  is 
estimated  that  approximately  220,000 
are  in  receipt  of  poor  law  relief  in 
England,  16,000  in  Wales  (includinic 
Monmouthshire),  19,000  in  Scotland,  and 
32,000  in  Ireland.  Applications  for  old- 
age  pensions  have  been  received  (up  to 
the  21st  instant)  from  367,197  persons 
in  England  ;  23,960  in  Wales,  68,785  in 
Scotland,  and  193,138  in  Ireland.  The 
percentage  of  the  persons  claiming  old- 
age  pensions  to  the  population  over 
seventy  years  of  age,  after  deducting 
those  in  receipt  of  poor  law  relief,  i9 
therefore,  on  the  basis  of  ^he  figures 
quoted  above  :— In  England  54  per  cent, 
in  Wales  56  per  cent.,  in  Scotland  60 
per  cent.,  and  Ireland  128  per  cent. 


Married  Women  and  Old- Age 

Mr.  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Devizes) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether,  in  the  event  of  a  local 
pensions  committee  deciding  to  grant  a 
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SensioD  to  a  married  woman  whose  hus- 
and  is  in  receipt  of  poor  law  relief,  the 
X)ension  officer  will  be  instructed  to 
appeal. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  In  such  cases, 
as  explained  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  on  the  26th  instant,  the  wife  will 
be  disqualified  only  if  relief  is  given  to 
her  direct,  or  to  her  husband  for  her  on 
her  account.  In  any  case  in  which  a 
married  woman  to  whom  a  pension  is 
granted  appears  to  be  subject  to  this  dis- 
qualification, the  pension  officer  will  be 
instructed  to  appeal  against  the  award. 

TTnestablished  Service  and  Pensions. 
Mr.  CROOKS:  I  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  number  of  men  in  the 
various  Government  offices  who  are  pro- 
moted to  the  establishment  for  meritorious 
work  and  conduct,  and  who,  nevertheless, 
are  unable  to  count  the  whole  unestab- 
lished  service  towards  pension;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  remove  this 
hardship. 

Mr,  LLOYD-GEORGE :  The  propor- 
tion of  previous  unestablished  service  (if 
any)  which  a  person  promoted  to  the 
establishment  is  aflowed  to  count  for 
pension  depends  upon  the  terms  upon 
which  he  is  promoted.  The  permission 
to  count  any  part  of  such  service  is  a 
special  privilege,  refusal  of  which  cannot 
in  my  opinion  properly  be  described  as  a 
hardship,  and  I  cannot  undertake  to  ex- 
tend still  further  the  very  liberal  conces- 
sions which  have  been  made  in  this 
direction  of  recent  years. 

Old- Age  Pensions  Begolations. 
Mr.  J.  MAGVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  Irish-speaking 
population  in  Ireland,  he  will  cause  copies 
of  the  Old- Age  Pensions  Act,  and  copies 
of  the  forms  and  regulations  appertaining 
thereto,  to  be  printed  in  Irish. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  I  understand 
that  no  difficulty  has  been  experienced 
by  pension  officers  in  Ireland  in  regard 
to  the  language  question.  Should  any 
case  of  hardiBhip  be  brought  to  my  notice, 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  make  the 
necessary  arrangements  to  deal  with  it. 


Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH ;  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinking  of  printing  the 
regulations  in  anv  other  language  than 
English — Welsh,  for  instance  1 

Mr.  LLOYD- GEORGE:  I  have 
already  explained  to  hon.  Members  for 
Scotland  tnat  if  any  grievance  is  brought 
to  my  notice  I  am  ready  to  print  the 
regulations  in  any  language. 

Unredeemed  Banknotes. 
Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  can  state  the  total  value  of  notes 
issued  by  the  Bank  of  England  in  1867, 
and  the  total  value  presented  for  pay- 
ment; whether  the  £14,055  written  off 
on  account  of  notes  issued  in  that  year 
is  the  total  value,  or  only  part  value, 
of  those  not  since  presented ;  and  whether 
the  State  receives  any  portion  of  such 
moneys,  or  whether  they  are  all  annexed 
by  the  Bank  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Bank  of  England  that  after  this 
lapse  of  time  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain 
the  exact  value  of  the  notes  issued  to 
the  public  during  1867,  but  that  it 
appears  to  have  been  about  £330,000,000. 
Of  this  total,  all  but  £14,515  have  been 
paid.  The  amount  of  £14,055  recently 
written  off  comprises  the  outstanding 
notes  for  £14,515,  l6ss  a  sum  of  £460, 
representing  notes  which  have  been 
written  off  in  previous  years  but  have 
been  presented  and  paid  during  the 
current  year.  The  Bank  remains  Sable, 
under  Section  6  of  the  Bank  Act,  1892, 
to  pay  written-off  notes,  if  presented  for 
payment ;  and  the  State  has  no  claim  to 
any  portion  of  the  value  of  such  notes. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  also  get 
the  figures  of  the  value  of  notes  not 
presented  to  the  Bank  of  Scotland,  the 
Bank  of  Ireland,  and  the  other  joint 
stock  banks  of  the  United  Kingdom  1 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  will  con. 
sider  that. 

Privilege  Cabs  at   Woolwich   Arsenal 

Station. 

Mr.  CROOKS:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  will  inquire  of 
the  Woolwich  police  as  to  the  working 
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of  the  privilege  cab  system  at  the 
Arsenal  Station ;  whether  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  travelling  public  to 
declare  the  station  an  open  one;  and 
whether  friction  is  caused  by  the 
privileged  cabman  taking  the  outside 
stand  in  addition  to  the  privilege  stand. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STONE,  Leeds,  W.) :  I  am  making  the 
inquiry  suggested  in  the  first  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  and  if  he  will 
permit  me,  I  will  defer  my  reply  to  the 
second  and  third  part  until  it  has  been 
completed. 

The  Treatment  of  Suffragist  Prisoners. 
Sir  WILIJAM  BULL  (Hammer- 
smith) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
will  give  details  as  to  the  prison  treatment 
of  woman  suffragists  committed  in  default 
of  providing  sureties  for  good  behaviour, 
unaer  the  heads:  prison  uniform, 
dietary,  correspondence,  visits,  exercises, 
association,  remission  of  sentences,  and 
punishments. 

♦Mr,  GLADSTONE  :  The  suifragist 
prisoners,  like  other  second  division 
female  prisoners,  wear  a  distinctive  dress. 
Their  diet  is  that  prescribed  for  the 
second  division  by  the  rules  for  local 
prisoners  made  on  the  2nd  September, 
1901,  under  the  Prisons  Act,  1898,  the 
items  of  which  are  fully  set  out  in  the 
rules,  with  such  additions  or  alterations 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  medical 
officer  in  individual  cases.  When  the 
sentence  exceeds  one  month,  they  may 
write  and  receive  a  letter  and  a  visit 
once  a  month,  and  special  letters  and 
visits  are  allowed  to  all  prisoners  in  con- 
nection with  matters  of  urgent  business. 
They  are  allowed  to  exercise  for  one  hour 
daily,  and  to  work  in  association  for 
a  time  daily  whenever  associated  labour 
can  be  arranged.  In  common  with 
all  prisoners,  they  can  earn  a  remission  of 
one<sixth  of  their  sentences  by  good 
conduct  and  industry,  if  they  are  sen- 
tenced to  more  than  one  month's  im- 
prisonment. They  are  subject  to  the 
ordinary  Prison  Rules  (number  78,  and 
following  of  the  Rules  for  local  Prisons) 
as  to  punishment  for  misconduct. 

The  Press  and  Coroners'  Courts. 
Mr.    J.    MAGVEAGH:     I    beg    to 
ask  the    Secretary    of    State    for    the 


Home  Department,  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  at  an  inquest  held  at  the  coroner's 
Court  of  St.  Giles's,  London,  on  the 
21st  inst.,  the  coroner's  officer  refused 
to  admit  the  representatives  of  three 
news  agencies  and  numerous  daily  papers, 
whilst  admitting  two  journalists  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  written  protest  handed 
to  the  coroner's  officer  was  not  delivered 
to  the  coroner,  and  will  he  say  what 
notice  has  been  taken  of  the  incident; 
and  what  steps  have  been  or  will  be  taken, 
by  le^slation  or  otherwise,  to  prevent  its 
repetition  in  that  or  any  other  coroners 
Court. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  coroner  that  the  exclusion  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Press  representatives, 
who  had  arrived  late,  was  due  to  a  mis- 
understanding arising  from  instructions 
given  to  prevent  overcrowding  in  the 
court-room,  which  is  a  very  small  one.  It 
appears  that  four  j  )urna]iits  were  present 
during  the  proceedings.  The  question 
of  what  persons  should  be  admitted  to  the 
inquest  was  entirely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  coroner,  who  informs  me  that  ^e 
Courts  over  which  he  presides  are  always 
open  to  the  public  and  to  the  Press,  so  far 
as  the  accommodation  will  allow.  The 
incident  does  not  appear  to  me  to  call  for 
any  further  action. 

Mr.  B YLES  :  May  the  House  under- 
stand that  the  coroner's  Court  is  a  public 
Court,  and  that  no  coroner  has  a  right  to 
pick  and  choose  between  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Press  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Of  course  I  am  not 
responsible  for  the  coroner's  action,  but  I 
take  it  that  they  are  admitted  as  long  as 
there  is  room. 

Mr.  BYLES:  Is  the  coroner's  Cou:t 
everywhere  a  public  Court,  and  has  any 
coroner  a  right  to  pick  and  choose  f 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  a  public  Court 
under  the  control  of  the  coroner,  who  has 
to  make  the  best  arrangements  he  can 
for  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  B  YLES  :  It  is  most  important  that 
the  House  should  know 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order.  If  the 
Question  is  so  important  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  better  ]^ve  notice. 
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Mb.  J.  MACYfiAOH:  Has  the  right 
boo.  Oentletnan  received  any  expression 
of  regret  from  the  coroner,  or  any 
usoraoee  that  this  will  not  be  repeated  1 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  will  be  gathered 
from  the  Answer  already  given,  the 
eoroner  hat  said  that  his  Court  was  open 
to  the  pablic  and  the  Press  so  far  as  the 
iceommodation  would  allow.  I  have 
reeeived  no  further  communication. 

Chelmtford  Sleotion  Diitnrbaaces. 

Ck)LONKL  LOCKWOOD ;  I  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  can  now  state  the  result 
of  his  inquiries  into  the  disorderly  scenes 
oomiected  with  the  bye-election  in 
Chelmsford  and  the  injuries  inflicted 
i    open  the  Liberal  agent. 

Mb.   GLADSTONE:   I  am  informed 
Uut  on  the  evening  of  the  25th  inst.  the 
police  sergeant  stationed  at  Insatestone 
wts  adced  to  send  some  constables  to  the 
working  men's  club  the  same  evening  to 
asist  in  keeping  order.     He  replied  that 
keeping  order  at   the  meeting    was    a 
matter  for  the    stewards,  and  that  he 
ooald  not   go  into  the  hall.      He  was 
ootnde  the  hall  with  two  constables  at 
j^    (he  time   of   the  assault,   and  did  not 
■    witnen  it,  nor  was  he  called  on  by  any- 
one to  assist  in  preventing  violence.     The 
fim  time  Mr.  Martin  came  outside  the 
J    hall  he  mentioned  the  violence  to  which 
I    he  had  been  subjected,  but  could  not  give 
the  names  of  his  assailants.    Afterwards 
'    when  Mr.    Martin  had  returned  to  the 
,    the  hall  and  fainted,  the  police  took  him 
to  his  lodgings  on  a  stretcner.    I  have  no 
!     reason  to  suppose  that  the  police  have  in 
any  way  fail^  in  their  duty  in  respect 
.  of    the    disorderly    and    reprehensible 
incidents    arising  from  the  Uhelmsford 
election. 

Oolonbl  LOCKWODD:  Am  I  to 
Qodentand  from  that  Answer  that  Mr. 
Martin  was  seriously  injured,  or  were 
the  reports  exaggerated  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  appears  that 
Hr.  Martin  was  seriously  injured,  but  the 
hit  report  I  received  on  Saturday 
ereniog  gaTe,  I  am  glad  to  say,  a  f avour- 
ahle  account  of  his  condition. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN 
(Wofoestoshirey  K) :    May    I    ask    the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  .whether  it  is 
within  his  knowledge  that  different  police 
forces  in  the  country  take  different  viewa 
of  their  duties  with  regard  to  preserving 
order  within  *  public  meetings ;  ana 
whether  he  does  not  think  that  it  might 
be  well  to  appoint  a  committee,  not  neces- 
sarily a  Parliamentary  committee,  ot 
some  kind  to  inquire  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  police  in  general,  without  reflecting 
on  any  particmar  police  force,  and  to  lay 
down  what  should  be  the  duty  of  the 
police  with  regard  to  keeping  order  in 
public  meetings  1 

Mr,  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  quite  correct.  The  practice 
varies  in  different  localities,  and  I  will 
consider  the  suggestion  he  has  made  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  instituted. 

Mr.  FLYNN  ^Cork,  N.) :  Will  th© 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  thd 
advisability  of  drafting  extra  police  in 
order  to  preserve  order  in  this  disturbed 
district  ? 

Mr.  WARDLE  (Stockport) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  the  powers  of  watch  committeea 
with  regard  to  the  police  as  a  whole  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a  general 
question.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  notice. 

Mr.  CORRIE  grant  (Rugby) :  Will 
the  right  hon.Gentleman  circulate  with  the 
Votes  a  copy  of  the  report  he  has  received 
from  the  Home  Office  experts  as  to  the 
state  of  Mr.  Martin's  health ;  there  are 
so  many  different  reports  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  really  do  not 
know  to  what  my  hon.  friend  alludes,, 
unless  ii  is  a  report  in  the  newspapers. 
Obviously  no  Home  Office  expert  has 
gone  down  with  regard  to  Mr.  Martin's^ 
health. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in  certain 
public  meetings  recently  held  the  super- 
intendent of  police  in  districts  where 
disturbances  were  anticipated  has  entered 
the  hall  and  closed  the  meeting  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  instances  of 
that  sort  do  occur,  and  I  have  saM  that 
there  is  a  variety  of  practice. 
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Mr.  J.  MACVEAQH :  Why  not  apply 
to  the  Irish  Secretary  to  send  some  of 
his  police  to  this  disturbed  district. 

Dangerous  Performances  on  the  Stage. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  recent  case  of  man- 
slaughter on  the  stage ;  and  if  he  will 
take  into  consideration  the  desirability  of 
prohibiting  all  public  performances  in- 
volving danger  t«)  men,  women,  children, 
and  animals. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  presume  the 
hon.  Member  refers  to  the  unfortunate 
accident  which  occurred  last  Monday 
flight  at  the  Middlesex  Music  Hall,  and 
which  resulted  in  the  death  of  a  man  who 
was  hit  by  a  rifle  bullet  in  the  course  of  a 
stage  performance.  The  jurv  brought  in 
a  verdict,  not  of  manslaughter,  but  of 
accidental  death.  The  performance  is, 
in  my  opinion,  reprehensible,  and  ought 
not  to  have  been  allowed  by  those 
responsible  for  it.  I  am  communicating 
witn  the  London  County  Council  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  H.  C.  lea  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  that 
two  years  ago  I  put  a  Question  to  him  on 
this  subject  of  prohibiting  performances 
of  this  character,  and  he  rather  gave  me 
to  understand  that  he  would  appoint  a 
Departmental  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  1 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir,  I  hinted 
at  legislation.  A  Bill  was  prepared,  and, 
I  think,  introduced,  but  its  reception  was 
80  extremely  unfavourable  that  the  Bill 
has  not  been  heard  of  since. 

Mr.  H.  C.  LEA:  In  view  of  the  altered 
opinion  of  this  House,  would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bring  it  in  again  t 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  the  opinion  of  the  House  has 
altered. 

The'^AUBed^Bente. 
^  Mr.  fell  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  any  progress  has  been 
made  toward  the  establishment  of  the 
All-Bed  Boute,  and  if  anv  statement  on 
the  matter  will  be  made  during  the 
present  session. 


The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TBAD£(Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee): 
As  has  been  already  stated  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  ths 
Colonies,  the  informal  Committee  who  are 
investigating  this  question  are  oonsidenng 
an  Interim  Beport,  but  it  is  unlikely 
that  any  statement  on  the  matter  will  be 
made  during  the  present  session. 

I 

Mr.  fell  :  Has  any  progress  really 
been  made  towards  the  establishmeot  d 
the  All-Bed  Boute,  beyond  getting  thii 
Beport  1 

Mr.  CHUBCHILL  :  I  have  noihiiig 
to  add  to  my  Answer. 

Foreign  Prison  JUde  Ooodi. 
Mr.  C.  B.  HABMSWORTH 
(Worcestershire,  Droitwich) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  j 
whether  he  is  aware  that  foreigD 
prison-made  carpets  are  imported  into 
this  country ;  and  what  steps  are  betB^ 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  give 
effect  in  the  case  of  carpets  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Foreign  Prison- Made  Good* 
Acts  of  1897. 

Mr.  CHUBCHILL:  The  Board  of 
Trade  are  not  aware  of  any  importataoot 
of  the  nature  referred  to  by  my  bon. 
friend.  In  order  to  enable  action  to  be 
taken  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  it  is 
sary  for  the  Commissioners  of 
Majesty's  Customs  to  be  furnished  by  \hf 
complainant  with  satisfactory  proof  Uut 
the  articles  in  question  were  actually 
manufactured  in  prison. 

Horth  British  Bailway  ComiNUiy  aad 
their  Employees. 

Mr.  KEIB  HABDIE  (Merthyr  Tjd- 
vil):  I  beg  to  ask  the  PVesidecu 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whechcr 
he  can  now  state  the  result  o( 
his  conference  with  the  directors  ^  the 
North  British  Bailway  Company  aneat 
their  action  in  compelUng  six  of  thetr 
employees  to  withdraw  from  the  Ladj- 
bank  (Fife)  Town  Council 

Mr.  CHUBCHHX:  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  been  in  communicatioo  with 
the  North  British  Bailway  Companr 
on  this  subject  and  have  received  th« 
following  reply  from  the  general 
manager :  — '*  Dear  Sir  Hodsoti,  With 
reference   to    our   convereatioo  at  iks 
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Conference  yesterday  as  to  Mr.  Keir 
Haidie's  question  regarding  employees 
of  this  Company  as  to'wn  councillors  of 
Lidjbank,  I  beg  to  say  that  this  Com- 
pioj  has  not,  nor  has  it  ever  had,  any 
role  or  regulation  which  prevents  their 
employees  from  being  members  of  the 
town  councils.  To  look  no  further  than 
the  case  of  Ladybank  itself,  Ladybank  has 
been  a  burgh  since  1876,  and  from  that 
date  servants  of  this  Company  have  been 
continuously  members  of  the  town 
eoondl.  The  company  has  no  intention 
to  enforce  any  restriction  upon  its  em- 
ployees to  prevent  them  serving  on  town 
ooandls  so  long  as  such  service  is 
not  inconsistent  with  their  duty  to 
the  Company. — I  am,  etc.,  (signed) 
^.  F.  Jackson." 

Sir  Hudson  Kearley,  Bart.,  M.P. 

}bt.  KEIR  HARDIE :  But  is  the  right 
iiOD.  Gentleman  aware  that  six  of  the 
employees  of  this  company  have  been 
compelled  to  resign  their  seats  on  the 
Lidybank  Town  Council,  owing  to  the 
letkm  of  the  company  1  Is  there  any 
gosnntee  there  will  be  no  repetition  of 
thu  in  the  future  1 

Mb.  CHURCHILL :  I  think  the  letter 
I  have  just  read  is  the  guarantee. 

Mb.  keir  HARDIE :  Has  the  general 
numager  of  this  railway  in  any  way 
explained  wh  v  these  six  men  were  obliged 
to  withdraw  from  the  town  council  J  Is 
it  alleged  the  meetings  of  the  council 
woaki  mterfere  with  their  duties  to  the 
company  f  - 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  :  I  cannot  carry  all 
the  details  in  my  head.  I  will  make 
inquiry,  but  I  think  that  probably  the 
explanation  is  that  it  was  felt  their  work 
on  the  council  would  be  prejudicial  to  the 
discharge  of  their  duty  to  the  company. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE:  Is  the  right 
iuxi.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  meii  have 
served  on  the  council  for  years  without 
complaint,  and  it  was  only  when  a  dispute 
arose  with  the  town  clerk,  who  is  solicitor 
to  the  railway  company,  that  they  were 
compelled  to  withdraw  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  H-  C.  lea  :  Is  there  not  a  Bill 
affecting  this  company  coming   on    to- 
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nieht  1  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
telegraph  to  the  general  manager  for  an 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  case  of 
these  men,  and  get  a  reply  before  the  Bill 
is  taken  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  will  endeavour 
to  get  all  the  information  I  can. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  Has  the  question  of  the  Lady- 
bank Town  Council  any  relation  to  the 
Bill  coming  before  the  House  ? 

[No  Answer  wa3  returned.] 

Old- Age  Pensions  Disqualiflcations. 

Sfr  G.  KEKEWICH  (Exeter) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether,  when  a  son  contri- 
butes to  the  maintenance  of  his  father, 
and  the  contribution  is  paid  through  the 
guardians,  that  sum  is  regarded  as  poor 
relief,  so  as  to  debar  the  father  from 
receiving  an  old-age  pension,  although  he 
has  not  cost  the  poor  rate  anything. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL. 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea) :  I  think  I  can  only 
say  generally  that  where  a  son  or  other 
relative  of  a  poor  person  repays  to  the 
guardians,  whether  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  sums  given  by  the  guardians  to  that 
person,  the  repayment  does  not,  as  I  am 
advised,  remove  the  disqualification  for 
an  old-age  pension.  Where  the  payment 
to  the  guardians  by  the  relative  is  not  by 
way  of  reimbursement  in  respect  of  relief 
given  by  them  to  the  poor  person  but  by 
way  of  voluntary  contribution  to  his^ 
maintenance,  the  facts  of  the  particular 
case  would  have  to  be  ascertained  before 
an  opinion  could  be  expressed  with  regard 
to  it. 

Mr.  BELLOC  rSalford,S.):  Are  we  to 
understand  that  there  can  exist  a  case  in 
which  a  man  has  cost  the  public  nothing, 
and  yet  he  ia  debarred  from  his  old-age 
pension  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  Probably,  yes. 

Mr.  BELLOC :  Well,  it  ought  not  to 
be. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  In  J 

the  cases  which  not  infrequently  ullui^  ^ 

where    several  children    are  willingJ?^ 

2  P  ^ 


1087 


Questions, 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


1088 


contribute  to  the  support  of  their  parent, 
b^t  it  is  necessary  to  get  the  board  of 
guardians  to  enforce  payment  in  order  to 
bring  in  one  outstanding  son  or  daughter 
who  will  not  do  his  or  her  duty,  and 
where  in  that  way  the  contribution  is 
made  through  the  ooard  of  guardians,  is 
the  old  person  really  to  be  disqualified 
although  no  part  of  his  cost  has  fallen 
upon  the  rates  1 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  That  particular 
case  has  not  been  remitted  to  the  Law 
Officers.  If  the  right  hon.  Member  will 
send  it  on  I  shall  have  much  pleasure  in 
sending  it  to  the  Law  Officers. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  whether 
disqualification  in  cases  of  this  kind  was 
by  the  Act  itself  or  by  a  regulation  of 
the  Local  Govern ment  Board. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said  it  had 
been  laid  down  in  previous  decisions 
that  in  a  case  where,  in  anticipa- 
tion of  a  person  becoming  chargeable  to 
the  guaraians,  his  son  or  daughter  used 
the  guardians  as  the  medium  of  paying 
money  for  bis  or  her  maintenance,  the 
disqualification  would  not  apply,  as  there 
was  no  Poor  Law  relief  given. 

Mr.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston)  asked 
whether  the  rio;ht  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  get  over  this  difficulty  by  getting  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  issue  a 
new  secret  instruction. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  improved  upon  if  one  were 
issued. 

Notifloation  of  Consumption. 
Mr.  VIVIAN  (Birkenhead) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  can  see  his  way 
in  the  proposed  legislation  for  making 
compulsory  the  notification  of  consump- 
tion in  the  case  of  paupers  to  extend 
the  proposal  of  compulsory  notification 
to  all  cases  of  consumption. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  I  do  not  con- 
template legislation  on  this  subject  at 
the  present  time.  The  action  I  propose 
to  take  as  regards  the  notification  of 
consumption  in  poor  law  cases  will  be 
taken  under  the  existing  powers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  must,  I 
think,  be  limited  to  such  cases. 


Liverpool  Distress  Belief  Woi^ 
Mr.  McARTHUR  (Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  i* 
aware  that  the  Liverpool  Distress  Com 
mittee,  having  practically  exhau&ted  iheir 
funds,  have  announced  that  thev  will  \» 
compelled  on  Tuesday  next  to  disclurge 
360  men  now  employed  by  them  on 
relief  works;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  u 
his  intention  to  respond  to  the  appe&l 
of  the  committee  for  a  grant-in  aKi  t4) 
prevent  the  collapse  of  their  work  azni 
the  consequences  which  would  be  in 
volved  in  throwing  so  many  men  out  nf 
employment. 

Mr,  JOHN  BURNS:  I  am  tOHliy 
making  a  payment  of  £1,000  to  the 
distress  committee  from  the  Parlis- 
mentary  grant.  I  am  glad  to  be  ahU 
to  add  that,  since  the  hon.  Member  or'- 
notice  of  his  Question,  the  immedutc 
pressure  upon  the  distress  committee  bai 
already  been  relieved,  as  they  hsre 
received  additional  funds  from  pablK 
subscriptions  amounting  to  £1,250. 

Local  Loam. 
Mr.  O^GRADY  (Leeds,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern 
ment  Board  if  he  will  state  how  manr 
applications  for  sanction  of  loans  are  now 
under  the  consideration  of  his  Board, 
and  what  is  the  amount  involved ;  sod 
whether  he  can  say  approximately  vbst 
time  will  elapse  before  his  Board  nil 
have  come  to  a  decision  respecting  the 
applications. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  The  infoniutioa 
asked  for  in  the  first  part  of  the  Queftkfi 
is  not  readily  available,  and  ooold  oolr 
be  obtained  after  an  examinatkm  o^ 
several  hundred  files  of  papers,  whick 
would  involve  much  time  and  labour. 
Nor  is  it  possible  to  rive  a  definite  re}JT 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  Questioo ;  tie 
time  whkh  mustneoessarily  elaote  before 
a  decision  can  be  arrived  at  witn  reipert 
to  a  particular  application  depsw^ 
largely  on  the  complexity  of  the  natien 
to  which  it  relates  and  the  soffidttcj  o^ 
the  information  supplied  in  cooneecioc 
with  it. 

Telegraphic  Communieation  with  tk 

Orknejs. 
Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  I  bag  to 
ask    the  Positmaiter-General    if  be  bM 
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reoeiTad  the  account  of  ttie- total  wreck 
of  the  "Isle  of  Erin/'  and  the  loss  of 
rnmj  valuable  lives,  given  by  the 
lighthouse  keeper,  North  Ronaldshay, 
Orkney,  suggesting  that  if  there  had 
been  telegraphic  communication  the 
ship  and  creir^  might  haye  h^en  saved ; 
soa  if  he  will  take  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity  of  extending  the  telegraphic 
system  to  North  Ronaldshay,  taking  into 
aeeount  the  irregularity  of  the  mail 
delivery  and  the  difficulties  of  obtaining 
medical  aid  of  any  sort,  and  the  number 
of  people  on  the  island. 

The  POSTMASTEErGENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets, 
Po;^) :  I  have  seen  an  account  of  the 
wreck  and  the  suggestion  to  which  the 
hoQ.  Member  referj.  I  informed  my 
hoQ.  friend  in  March,  1906,  that  I  could 
Dot  provide  the  telegraph  extension  to 
North  Ronaldshay  because  the  cost  would 
be  prohibitive^  as  compared  with  the 
revenue.  I  am  considering  whether  I 
eould  undertake  it  on  special  terms  of 
guarantee. 

Adult  Sight  Messengers  in  the 
Post  Office. 

Mr.  0*GRADY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee meant  that  all  full  time  adult 
night  messengers  were  to  be  placed  upon 
^e  establishment  irrespective  of  the  age 
limit,  the  intention  of  the  Committee 
leing  that  these  men  should  obtain  the 
benefit  of  a  small  retiring  pension ;  and 
whether  he  will  arrange  that  in  excep- 
tional cases  the  messengers  will  be 
appointed  under  Clause  YII.  of  the 
vitier  in  Council  of  the  4th  June,  1870, 
ai  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  established 
telegraphists  at  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  The  Com- 
mittee's  recommendation  was  that  "any 
fan  time  messenger  who  has  been  em- 
^jed  for  five  years  and  can  obtain  a 
Cinl  Service  certificate  should  be  placed 
<n  the  establishment,"  and  this  is  being 
done.  The  unestaUished  telegraphists  at 
^  Central  Telegraph  Office  were  in  the 
ttme  way  required  to  obtain  Civil  Service 
certificates  before  appointment. 

The  Mall  Improvement. 
Xn.  H  ^RT-DAVIES  (Hackney,   N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
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Works  whether  it  is  intended  to  cop* 
struct  a  roadway  between  the  Mall,  and 
Birdcage  Walk,  or  ouly  to  widen'  the 
existing  footway.' 


The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  L.  Harcouri',  Lancashire, 
Rossnida'.e) :  It  is  only  i  tended  to  wi^en 
the  existing  footpath  for  a  short  distance 
behind  the  new  gates. 

Orants  to  Roman  Catholic  Schools. 

Mr,  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  ot  the  Board  of 
Education  what  would  have  been  the 
total  sum  payable  to  the  Association  of 
I^man  Catholic  Schools  in  the  last  year 
for  which  figures  are  available  if  the 
present  Education  Bill  bad  then  been  in 
force  and  if  all  Catholic  schools  in 
England  and  Wales  had  joined  such  an 
association ;  and  what  sum  per  child  in 
average  attendance  this  total  represents. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(Mr.  Trevelyan,  Yorkshire,  W.R, 
Elland) :  Excluding  schools  which  would 
not  be  eligible  to  contract  out  under 
Clause  S  of  the  Bill,  the  total  sum  pay- 
able would  be,  approximately,  £705,000, 
representing  an  average  of  about  49s.  7d. 
per  child  in  average  attendance. 

Royal  College  of  Science,  London. 

Mr.  QWYNN  (Galway) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  teaching  staff  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Science,  London,  received  substantial 
additions  to  income  and  exceptional 
pension  privileges  on  the  transfer  of  the 
administration  of  that  college  to  the 
Imperial  College  of  Science  and  Tech- 
nology in  January  last ;  whether  he  can 
state  on  what  principle  the  Treasury  has 
acted  in  awarding  these  special  terms; 
and  if  the  principle  is  applicable  to 
professors  in  Irish  colleges  under  similar 
circumstances. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
the  treasury  (Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Bristol,  E.) :  On  the  transfer  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Science  to  the  governing  body 
of  the  Imperial  College  the  salaries  of  the 
teaching  staff  ceased  to  be  payable 
directly  out  of  public  funds  and  I  have 
therefore  no  information  in  respect  of 
them.  The  Treasury,  however,  under 
the  powers  conferred  upon  them  by  the 
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Superannuation  Acts,  agreed  to  award 
to  these  gentlemen  compensation  allow- 
ances and  gratuities  where  justiiied  by 
length  of  service,  on  the  abolition  of  their 
offices  under  the  Board  of  Education. 
The  compensation  of  officers  transferred 
from  Irish  Colleges  is  provided  for  in 
Section  16  of  the  Irish  Universities  Act, 
and  in  this  connection  I  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  my  reply  of  the  4th  May 
last  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridge  University. 

Mr.  GWYNN  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  same  principle  applies  to  both 


{COMMONS}  Questum^  lOM 

Mr.  HOBHOUBE:  I  would  refer 
my  hon.  friend  to  previous  repU«« 
which  I  have  given  on  this  subject  on 
10th  November  and  13th  July,  1908. 


Estate  Duty  Ofioe  Clerks. 
Mr.  CARLILE  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  seeing  that  tbr 
second  division  clerks  in  the  BsUtf 
Duty  Office,  London,  affected  by  the 
Order  in  Council  of  21st  December, 
1907,  elected  to  have  their  salaries  re- 

qnestioi 


that  tue  same  pnncipie  appnoo  w  i/wu  adjustea  tnereunaer  uciore  »ujf  in^^wi-^- 

England  and  Ireland  when  a  college  is  ^j    promotion    was    brought    to    their 

transferred  from  Civil  Service  s/a<u«  to  an  ^^fi^^,    ^na  aeeinor  that  the  promotion 

outside  status  f 


Mr.  HOBHOUSE  :  So  far  as  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  University  Act 
admit,  yes. 

Second  Division  Clerks* 
Mr.  S.  COLLINS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  the  higher 
salaries  prescribed  by  the  Order  in 
Council  of  2l8t  December,  1907,  were 
afforded  to  second  division  clerks  on 
the  ground  that  their  salaries  under 
the  Order  in  Council  of  21st  March, 
.  1890,  were  inadequate  during  the  earlier 


division  clerks  in  the  Estate  Duty  Office 
are  required  to  revert  on  promotion  to 
the  first  division,  are  considered  suffi- 
cient to  enable  these  clerks  to  support 
themselves  in  their  higher  states. 

*  Mr.  HOBHOUSE:  The  Answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative,  and  the  second  part  does  not 
therefore  arise. 


Mr.  S.  COLLINS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
'  seeing  that  it  is  usual  for  a  clerk  upon 
promotion  to  be  given  the  prospect  of 
a  higher  maximum  salary  as  well  as  to 
receive  an  immediate  increase  of  pay, 
he  will  explain  why,  in  the  casa  of 
second  division  clerks  in  the  Estate 
Duty  Office  promoted  to  the  first  division, 
the  conferring  of  a  higher  maximmn 
is  to  be  accompanied  by  a  substantial 
reduction  of  salary. 


notice,  and  seeing  that  the  promotion 
of  the  clerks  in  question  is  to  be  by 
selection  on  the  grounds  of  special 
competency  and  merit,  such.  eelectioD 
not  having  yet  been  made,  the  qqestioo 
has  not  at  present  arisen  with  regaid 
to  any  individual  clerk,  he  will  sut# 
the  reasons  why  specially  selected  clerk* 
in  the  Estate  Duty  Office  are  to  be  re- 
quired under  that  Order  to  enter  the 
first  division  at  a  salary  less  than  tbf ir 
readjusted  salaries,  while  this  was  not 
made  a  condition  in  the  case  of  the 
clerks  of  the  Admiralty  recently  promoted, 
and  whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that 
the  chronological  accident  that  one 
scheme  ante-dated  the  other  in  iU  con- 
post-dating  it  in  exccu- 
reason  for  distinguishin|C 

^ promoted  in  the  EsUt^ 

Duty    Office    from  those  already  pro- 
moted in  the  Admiralty. 


Mr.  HOBHOUSE :  As  regards  ih^ 
promotion  of  second  division  cl^rk* 
the  circumstances  in  the  EsUte  Do*' 
Office  are  different  from  those  in  thr 
Admiralty.  The  Estate  Duty  Offic^ 
is  undergoing  a  reorganiiation,  whicii 
would  have  involved  the  diaappeanac* 
of  the  second  division  staff  if  the  pi^'tt 
course  had  not  been  taken.  Promot** 
is  different  from  the  mode  adopted  «. 
the  Admiralty,  where  there  has  b**c 
no  general  decision  to  make  promoooc*. 
and  a  particular  clerk  is  only  prowocei 
on  the  ground  of  exceptional  ment. 


Mr.  CARLILE:  Why  is  th«  tljtf 
difference  of  treatment  batweea  tbi 
two  classes  ? 
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Mr.  HOBHOUSE  :  The  oiicumstances 
IB  the  one  case  are  considered  greatly 
superior  to  those  in  the  other. 

ikamiisioiiers  of  Voods  and  Forests 
and  Small  Holdings. 

Mr,  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Devizes): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
ScHnersetshire,  as  representing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether 
the  Conuniflsianers  of  Woods  and  Forests 
-win  make  it  a  practice  in  the  future  to 
give  the  first  offer  of  all  vacant  farms  in 
their  possession  to  the  small  holdings 
committee  of  the  county  in  which  they 
tie  situate. 

The  treasurer  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edwabd  Strachet,  Somer- 
setshire, S.) :  Yes,  but  with  due  regard 
of  course  to  the  circumstances  of  each 
case. 

The  Board  of  Agrioultnre. 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  South  Somersetshire, 
ts  representing  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  he  could 
recommend  an  early  meeting  of  the 
fioard  of  Agriculture  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  urgent  necessity  for  press- 
ing forward  in  all  counties  where  applica- 
tions have  been  made  the  best  means  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  Small 
Holdings  and  Allotments  Act. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHET:  The 
President  does  not  propose  to  adopt  the 
stiggestion  of  my  hon.  friend,  as  he  does 
not  think  that  any  useful  purpose  would 
be  thereby  served. 

Secondary  Sohools  in  Scotland. 
Mr.  MENZIES  (Lanarkshire,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
▼hy  the  statement  of  income,  expendi- 
toie,  and  liabilities  of  secondary  schools 
for  the  year  1905-6,  given  in  Table  I., 
page  953,  of  the  Report  of  the  Conunittee 
en  Education  in  Scotland  for  1907-8,  is 
onl^  for  that  date ;  why  that  t^ble  and 
tlie  various  other  particulars  of  secondary 
education  in  Scotland  given  in  that 
Seport  up  to  page  1013,  inclusive,  do 
not  include  all  details  of  these  schools  and 
their  expenditure  up  to  and  including 
15th  May,  1908,  seeing  that  these  details 
were  necessarily  in  the  hands  of  the 


Department  since  the  latter  date ;  and 
whether  he  will  endeavour  to  print  and 
circulate  these  as  a  separate  paper  at 
the  earliest  opportunity. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  The  state- 
ment of  income,  expenditure,  and  lia- 
bilities of  secondary  schools  tor  the  year 
1906-7  (being  the  latest  audited  accounts 
available),  were  included  in  a  separate 
Paper  (Cd.  4310)  issued  on  19th  Septem- 
ber last.  The  other  particulars  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  (the  latest  avail- 
able) will  also  be  f oimd  in  this  Paper. 

Snunkeerin  Evicted  Tenant. 
Mr.  F.  MEEHAN  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  yet  taken  any  action 
with  a  view  of  reinstating  Peter  D. 
Kelly,  an  evicted  tenant  on  the  West 
estate,  Drumkeerin,  County  Leitrim, 
who  returned  from  America  with  the  hope 
of  being  reinstated  and  is  still  remaining 
in  Lrelimd  awaiting  the  decision  of  the 
Commission. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Birrell,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
Kelly's  application  is  being  considered  in 
connection  with  the  allotment  of  un- 
tenanted land  which  they  are  acquiring. 

The  King-Harman  Estate. 
Mr.  JAMES  O'KELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  in  November,  1903,  tei:m8  of  pur- 
chase were  agreed  upon  between  the 
vendor  of  the  King-Harman  estate 
situated  in  the  counties  of  Roscommon 
and  Sligo,  and  the  tenants  on  the  same  ; 
that  one  of  the  conditions  agreed  to  by 
the  vendor  was  that  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners be  requested  to  purchase  the 
whole  estate  with  a  view  to  secure  the 
turbary  for  the  tenants ;  that  previous 
to  the  sale  the  landlord  exercised  the 
power  of  letting  the  turbary  rights  to  the 
tenants,  even  where  the  bogs  upon  the 
estate  were  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
farms  of  certain  individual  tenants, 
charging  the  latter  with 
turf  in  the  bogs  on  th< 
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the  fiame  way  as  lie  charged  rent  to  the 
occupiers  of  outljdng  farms  in  the  district ; 
that  the  Estates  0)mmis8ioners  at  the 
time  of  the  sale  recognised  the  rights  of 
the  occupiers  as  a  body  to  turbary  rights 
on  the  estate  by  vesting  the  bogs  which 
lu^  been  held  direct  by  the  landlord  in 
trustees ,  fpft  the  benefit  of  the  said 
occupiers  ;  that  one  of  the  former  tenants 
i;pon  whose  holding  there  was  a '  large 
tract  of  bog  which,  previous  to  the  sale, 
had  been,  according  to  the  custom  of  the 
estate,  let  ofi  as  turbary  from  year  to 
year  to  a  number  of  tenants  in  the 
district,  denied  all  access  after  the  sale 
to  the  bog  in  question  to  the  former  users, 
save  at  enormous  rentals ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  this  action  causes  loss  and 
mconvenience  to  about  200  families 
resident  in  the  district,  and  that  a  decision 
in  favour  of  the  former  users  was  given 
by  the  Judicial  Commissioners,  but  was 
reversed  upon  a  technical  point  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  February  of  this  year, 
he  will,  in  his  amending  Act,  introduce 
a  clause  restoring  to  the  200  occupiers  in 
question  their  former  rights  of  turbary 
and  making  the  Act  of  1903  clear  upon 
the  point  involved  in  this  case. 


Mr.     BIRRELL:    This    estate    was 
purchased  by  the  Estates  Commissioners 
in  1905.    The  landlord  had  in  his  own 
hands   certain   bogs,    containing   in   all 
1,308  acres,  and  these  have  been  vested 
in  trustees  for  the  benefit  of  the  tenant 
purchasers.    He  also  had  the  right    to 
empower  persons  to  take  turf,  on  pay- 
ment to  him  of  a  bog  rent,  from  other 
bogs    lying    within    the    boundaries    of 
certain  holdings  on  the  estate,  the  tenants 
of  these  holdings  having  the  right  of 
turbary  for  their  own  use  only.     The 
Commissioners    were    asked    to    make 
regulations  authori  ing  the  taking  of  turf 
on  these  bogs,  but  the  Court  of  Appeal 
decided  that  the  Commissioners  had  no 
Bower  to  make  such  regulations,  as  the 
holdings  had  been  vested  in  the  purchasers 
without  any  reservation  of  turbary.    I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
introduce  a  claxise  into  the  Land  Bill  for 
the  purpose  suggested  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  Question. 

Watenrille  (Keny)  Bead  Soheme. 
Mb.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :     I  beg  to 
ask  the   Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  an  inspection  has  been  msde 
by  the  Congested  Districts  Board  of  tke 
proposed  road  between  Cahersivane  sod 
Clogvoola,  near  WateiVille,  Ooootj 
Kerry ;  and  can  he  state  when  the  Bosid 
will  De  prepared  to  constiuct  this  road. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  Tlie  proposed  rosd 
was  inspected  in  September,  1907,  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
who  reported  that  only  seven  familits 
wbuld  derive  much  benefit  frcnn  it,  and 
that  it  would  probably  cost  consideraUT 
more  than  £600.  The  Board  decided  in 
December  last  that,  if  the  countv  authori* 
ties  agreed  to  imdertake  the  work,  they 
would  consider  what  contribution  tB«T 
could  make.  They  are  not  prepared  to 
construct  the  road  themselves. 

Tuberculosis  Preventioii  OEreland)  lOL 
Mb.  J.  P.  PARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  he  proposes 
to  take  the  Report  stage  of  the  Tuberco* 
losis  Prevention  (Ireland)  Bill ;  and  wiQ 
he  give  adequate  time  for  its  full  dis> 
cussion  on  Report. 

Mb.  BIRRELL :  Having  regard  to 
the  expressions  of  opinion  which  ham 
reached  me  from  hon.  Members  from  be* 
land  sitting  both  above  and  below  th» 
gangway,  the  only  chance  of  the  BiD 
Becoming  law  this  session  seems  to  depend 
upon  the  acceptance  of  an  Amendment 
making  the  adoption  of  the  piovi^ns 
of  the  Bin  as  to  compulsory  notification 
optional  with  each  local  auUiority.  Per- 
sonally, I  think  the  Bill,  even  subject 
to  this  condition,  worth  saving,  but  the 
matter  is  under  consideration. 


Branohflald  Oraiiiig  Farm,  BUfa 
Mb.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.) :  Ibegtoaak 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  theLord-Lieutensat 
of  Ireland  whether  the  BranchfieM  grasng 
farm  situate  near  CooUney,  (}ounty  Sbgs, 
and  held  in  fee  by  Mr.  McKim,  S,  Canev 
Street,  South  Circular  Road,  Dabim, 
has  been  offered  for  sale  to  the  Eslaiss 
Commissioners ;  whether  an  inipector 
has  been  sent  to  value  this  farm,  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  his  report ;  «iB 
a  sale  of  this  farm  take  place ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  state  whether  the  claims  of  the  mk- 
tenants  on  this  estate,  whose  aveity 
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,  Vk.  filRBELL  :  The  Estates  Commis- 
Mutn  inform  me  that  these  lands  have 
Meo  inspected,  bat  Mr.  McKim's  interest 

,  iberein  does  not  appear  to  be  sufficient 

'  to  enable  him  to  sell  the  lands  under  the 

'  Land  Purchase  Acts. 

BftUinftraw  Evicted  Tenant 
.  Mb.  O'DOWD  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Chief 
j  Etcretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
Uod  whether,  seeing  that  the  Estates  C  Jm- 
tmuionen  have  decided  that  Kichard 
Foy,  irhose  father  was  evicted  from  a 
[&m  in  BalUnaraw,  Bunninadden,  County 
Sli^,  is  a  fit  person  to  be  provided  with  a 
holding,  mil  he  say  what  steps,  if  any, 
ue  being  taken  to  have  him  so  provided. 

Kr.  BIRBELL  ;     The  Estates  Com- 

niisaioners   inform  me   that  they  have 

itCened  this  case  to  their  inspector,  with 

1  view  to  providing  the  applicant  with  a 

;  holding. 

RathnMjiuTy  Evicted  Tenant 
'  Mr.  O'DOWD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
riiiet  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
d  Ireland  whether  he  will  explain  the 
rtoie  of  the  delay  in  the  reinstatement  of 
Ptt  Kilroy,  of  Rathmagurry,  near  Cuiry, 
Cvmaty  Sligo,  who  was  evicted  from  his 
Eimi  on  the  Enox  estate  on  9th  June, 
1902;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
tenant  in  occupation  is  now  and  has  for 
Miu  time  past  been  prepared  to  accept 
tlu  terms  of  comoensation,  namely  £50, 
oflcred  by  the  Bistates  Commissioners 
far  nurendering  this  farm,  steps  will  im- 
mediately be  taken  to  have  the  evicted 
ttUDt  reinstated. 

Ma.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
mi^ners  inform  me  that  this  case 
ii  under  consideration,  but,  as  they  are 
it  present  advised,  there  appears  to  be  a 
1^  difliculty  about  their  acquiring  the 
holding  under  the  Evicted  Tenants  Act. 
I'orthei  inquiries  will  be  made. 

lud  Porehue  in  Coont;  Armagh. 

Mb.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lor^Iientenant  of  Ireland  if  he   Will 


state  the  number  of  purchase  agreements 
under  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  lotted 
with  the  Estates  Commissioners  up  to 
Slst  October  last  from  the  County  of 
Armagh,  with  the  total  number  of 
advances  applied  for  in  connection  with 
these  agreements,  the  number  of  agree- 
ments from  Armagh  completed,  and  the 
total  amount  actually  advanced  at  the 
date  named. 

Mb.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  up  to  Slst 
October  last,  agreements  tor  the  pntchase 
of  13,506  holdings  in  County  Armagh 
had  been  lodged,  representing  a  purchase 
money  of  £2,629,181.  Of  this  amount 
there  had  been  advanced  on  that  date 
£848,903  for  the  purchase  of  3,484 
holdings. 

Torbarr  os  the  King-Harman  Estate- 
Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  total  area  of 
the  turbary  on  the  King-Harman  estate. 
County  Roscommon,  vested  in  trustees 
for  the  benefit  of  the  tenants,  and  what 
is  the  area  of  bog  on  the  holding  of 
G.  Acheson,  who  was  decided  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal  to  be  entitled  to  the 
exclusive  right  to  turbary  on  the  holding 
sold  to  him  by  the  Estates  Commissioners, 
to  the  exclusion  of  some  persona  who  had 
previously  cut  turf  thereon  under  annual 
permits  from  the  landlord ;  and  what 
was  the  average  number  of  th^  persons 
allowed  to  cut  oa  the  bog  on  Acheson's 
farm. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  With  regard  to  the 
turbary  on  this  estate,  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  tt 
given  to  a  Questio: 
Member  for  Nortl 
area  of  bogs  veste( 
benefit  of  the  tenaii 
acres.  Qeorge  Acli 
prises  163  acres,  i 
siderable  area  of 
The  Estates  Comn 
that  the  vendor  foi 
forty  persons  to  tak 
bog,  about  one-th' 
being  tenants  on 
estate. 
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Shannon  Bridge  at  Portnmna. 
Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  inquiry 
relative  to  the  necessity  of  building  a  new 
bridge  across  the  Shannon,  at  Portumna, 
between  the  county  of  Galway  and 
county  of  Tipperary,  or  repairing  the 
existing  bridge  and  thus  avoiding  a 
considerable  amount  of  expense  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Commission  sitting  to  decide  the 
question  is  Mr.  John  Ouseley  Moynan, 
county  surveyor,  of  North  Tipperary, 
who  has  already  drawn  up  and  furnished 
to  the  Coimty  Council  of  North  Tipperary 
a  Report  dated  March,  1908,  in  which 
he  insists  on  the  absolute  necessity  of 
building  a  new  bridge  as  aforesaid ; 
that  the  majority  of  the  Commission,  as 
at  present  constituted,  are  paid  officers 
of  Coimty  Tipperary  and  Coimty  (Jalway, 
being  the  counties  primarily  responsible 
for  the  cost  of  a  new  bridge  (if  any) ; 
and  will  he  say  whether  such  majority 
will  have  the  power  of  imposing  part  of 
the  expense  of  erecting  such  new  bridge 
on  neighbouring  counties  such  as  Clare, 
Limerick,  King's  and  Queen's,  who  have 
no  representatives  on  the  Commission. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  A  Commission  has 
been  appointed  at  the  request  of  the 
County  Council  of  North  Tipperary  to 
consider  the  question  of  building  a  new 
bridge  at  Portumna,  the  county  surveyor 
having  reported  that  the  existing  bridge 
is  in  a  dangerous  condition.  The  county 
surveyors  of  the  North  and  South  Ridings 
of  Tipperary  and  of  the  East  Riding  of 
(Jalway  have  been  placed  on  the  Com- 
mission, the  other  members  being  Mr. 
Doyle,  K.C.,  chairman,  and  Mr.  Griffith, 
engineer  to  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks 
Board.  The  Statute  under  which  the 
Commission  was  appointed  limits  the 
number  to  five.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  include  representatives 
of  all  the  counties  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  and  an  equitable  selection 
has  been  made.  It  is  one  of  the  duties 
of  the  Commission  to  recommend  the 
area  of  charge,  but  any  county  dis- 
satisfied with  such  recommendation  can 
appeal  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in  Council. 


Longhrea  Polioe. 
Mr.  DUFFY  (Galway.  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  all  the 
land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Kibeck, 
Loughrea,  has  been  sold  to  the  tenants 
through  the  Estates  Commissionen ; 
whether  the  district  is  perfectly  crimeless ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  reducing  the 
number  of  policemen  in  the  district  to  a 
normal  level. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Inspector- 
General  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabnlarr 
informs  me  that  more  than  one  property 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Kilrecle  is  still 
unsold.  The  two  extra  policemen  wlio 
are  stationed  at  Kilrecle  are  still  re- 
quired for  the  protection  of  penoo 
and  the  prevention  of  cattle-driving,  and 
it  would  be  premature  at  present  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  withdrawing  them. 

Whyte  Blake  Estate,  Longhrea. 
Mr.  DUFFY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  oi 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  agree- 
ments  to  purchase  their  reaidentiil 
holdings,  have  been  signed  by  the  tenants 
on  the  Whyte  Blake  estate.  Holly  Ptrk 
Loughrea ;  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  already  distributed  the 
imtenanted  lands  of  the  estate  amongvt 
the  small  holders ;  whether  the  tenant* 
on  most  of  the  neighbouring  estates  tre 
similarly  circumstanced ;  and  can  h« 
state  when  it  is  proposed  to  disband  the 
military  garrison  stationed  in  the  middle 
of  the  estate. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  EsUtee  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  the  tenanted 
lands  on  this  estate  have  been  sold  br 
the  landlord  to  the  tenants.  The  ofler 
of  the  Commissioners  for  the  poitkaie 
of  the  untenanted  land  has  been  accepted 
and  a  scheme  for  its  allotment  is  beinf 
prepared.  There  are,  however,  otiirr 
circumstances  connected  with  the  local- 
ity which  render  the  retention  of  the  extn 
police  absolutely  necessary.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  military  garrison  in  tW 
district. 

Surety  Priaoneri  in  Iriah  Oaata 
Sir    WILLIAM     BULL     (Ham»-r. 
smith):     I    beg     to    ask     the    (3itl 
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Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  give  details  as  to 
die  prison  treatment  of  persons  com- 
mitted in  default  of  providing  sureties 
for  good  behaviour  for  the  ofience  of 
cattle-driving,  under  the  heads  :  Prison 
imiioim^  dietary,  correspondence,  visits, 
exercifles ;  association ;  remission  of 
•entences ;   and  punishments. 

Mb.  BIRRELL  :  Prisoners  of  the  class 
referred  to  in  the  Question  are  treated 
in  Ireland  as  untried  prisoners.  For  the 
special  rules  governing  their  treatment 
I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Roles  for  Ordinary  Prisons  in  Ireland, 
publiahed  as  Parliamentary  Papers  in 
1902  (H.C.  Papers  129  and  189  of  1902) 
The  details  could  not  well  be  compressed 
within  the  limits  of  an  oral  Answer. 

Iriih  Poor  Law  Beturnt. 
Mr.  KAVANAGH  (Carlow) :  I  beg  to 
tskthe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
toiant  of  Lreland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
seTeral  officers  of  Poor  Law  unions  in 
Ireland  have  applied  for  remuneration  for 
tile  preparation  of  Returns  which  they 
were  required  to  furnish  by  sealed  order 
of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board  for  the 
purposes  of  the  English  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Poor  Law  ;  whether  such  applica- 
tion has  been  refused  by  the  Treasury ; 
and  whether,  in  consequence,  such  ex- 
penses have  to  be  paid  out  of  the  local 
ntes. 

Me.  BIRRELL:  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  a  Question  on  the  same 
■nbject  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sonth  Wexford  on  the  26th  instant. 


ion  of  Paupers  to  Ireland. 
Mb.  KAVANAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
panpers  can  be  deported  from  Great 
Britain  to  Ireland  on  magistrates'  war- 
nnts,  to  be  supported  and  maintained  by 
Irish  ratepayers ;  whether  he  is  aware 
thit  snch  a  case  has  recently  occurred  in 
Carlow,  where  a  pauper  has  been  sent 
from  England  to  the  Carlow  workhouse, 
giving  his  birthplace  as  LeigUinbridge, 
whereas  no  one  of  the  name  has  ever 
been  known  in  the  locality  ;  and  whether 


he  will  instruct  magistrates  in  this  country 
to  make  more  investigation  before  issuing 
a  warrant  for  deportation. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  referred  to.  As  I 
have  stated  on  previous  occasions  the 
question  of  amending  the  law  regarding 
the  removal  of  paupers  will  be  considered 
when  legislation  is  being  introduced  for 
the  reform  of  the  Poor  Law.  I  have  no 
power  to  give  instructions  to  magistrates 
in  England  or  Scotland. 

Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties 

Railway. 
Mb.  F.  MEEHAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether,  seeing 
that  in  the  Public  Works  Loan  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  in  last  session 
of  Parliament  provisions  were  made  for  a 
free  grant  of  £32,909  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  on 
behalf  of  the  Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern 
Counties  Railway  Company,  and  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  this  railway  is  not 
managed  in  accordance  with  public 
opinion  in  the  counties  through  which  it 
runs,  inquiries  will  be  made  regarding  the 
same  before  sanctioning  this  grant. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  :  The  grant  in 
question  was  simply  the  formal  remission 
of  arrears  of  interest  due  on  a  loan  in 
accordance  with  an  arrangement  made  in 
1896,  when  the  affairs  of  the  company 
were  settled  under  a  reconstruction 
scheme.  The  remission  was  confirmed 
by  the  Public  Works  Loans  Act  of  this 
session,  and  the  transaction  is  thereby 
closed.  In  these  circumstances  the  course 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  is  im- 
practicable. 

Killea  Post  Office. 
Mr.  C.  MACVEIGH  (Donegal,E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  proposed  removal  of  the  Post  Office 
from  Killea,  East  Donegal,  into  the 
County  Derry,  to  the  inconvenience  of  the 
people  now  served  by  it ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  proposed  change  would 
only  benefit  a  few  at  the  cost  of  the  bulk 
of  the  people  having  to  walk  long  dis- 
tances to  post  and  obtain  their  letters ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  immediate 
steps  to  keep  the  office  in  the  hands  of 
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the  same  family  and  in  the  same  place, 
where  it  has  given  general  satisfaction  for 
years,  and  prevent  an  injustice  being 
done  to  Donegal  in  order  to  serve  Deny. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  The  neces- 
sary inquiries  regarding  the  candidates 
for  the  vacant  sub-office  at  Killea  have 
not  yet  been  completed.  In  selecting  a 
new  sub-postmaster,  due  regard  will  be 
given  to  the  position  of  the  premises 
offered.  In  the  circumstances  I  can  hold 
out  no  hope  that  a  member  of  the  family 
of  the  late  sub-postmistress  will  be 
appointed. 

Portnmna  Poftal  Senrioe. 
Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  town  of 
Portumna,  County  Galway,  is  at  present 
without  a  mid-day  mail,  while  small 
towns  in  its  vicinity  of  not  more  than 
one-fourth  its  population  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  one ;  whether  it  takes  four 
days  to  convey  newspapers  per  parcel 
post  from  Ennis  to  Portumna ;  has  he 
received  resolutions  from  public  bodies 
calling  his  attention  to  this  matter ; 
and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take, 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  An  appli- 
cation  on  this  subject  has  been  received 
and  is  now  under  inquiry. 

Queen  Anne*!  Bounty  Board. 
SirG.  KEKEWICH  (Exeter) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  seeing 
that  a  Select  Committee  reported  in  1901 
that  the  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Board 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  might 
advantageously  be  united  so  as  to  effect 
a  saving  of  money  estimated  by  the  then 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  at  £20,000 
to  £30,000  per  annum,  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  taking  steps,  at  the 
first  convenient  opportunity,  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Thk  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  As- 
QUITH,  Fifesbire,  E.) :  .  I  am  aware  that 
the  Select  Committee  of  1901  reported 
generally  in  favour  of  the  amalgamation 
of  the  Queen  Anne's  Bountv  Board  and 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission,  and  that 
a  Bill  to  carry  this  into  effect  was  intro- 


duced in  1902,  but  subsequently  dropped. 
The  question  is,  no  doubt,  one  deserving 
serious  attention,  but  in  view  of  more 
pressing  matters  which  will  h^ve  to  be 
dealt  with  1  can  give  no  undertaking 
that  the  Government  will  introduce  s 
measure  on  the  subject. 

The  Peen  and  Oovamment  BiUi. 
Mr.  henry  (Shropshire,  Wellington) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  if,  after 
recent  and  previous  experiences,  in  order 
that  the  time  and  energy  of  Members 
of  this  House  may  not  be  devoted  to 
consideration  of  Bills  after  the  Second 
Reading  before  it  is  ascertained  whether 
the  House  of  Lords  accept  the  principlei 
of  the  provisions  of  Bills  introdared  in 
this  House,  he  will  consider  the  desirs- 
bility  of  endeavouring  to  make  neceasarr 
arrangements  that  the  Committee  and 
subsequent  stages  of  Bills  that  hare 
received  a  Second  Reading  in  this  House 
be  deferred  until  such  measures  have 
received  a  Second  Reading  in  the  Hoiue 
of  Lords. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  hon.  friend  hss 
made  a  very  novel  proposal,  to  whicK. 
as  at  present  advised,  I  should  hesitate 
to  assent. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  Could  not  the  Government  easily 
find  out  what  the  action  of  the  Hooie 
of  Lords  would  be  by  asking  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Lado  Bnolave. 
Mr.  FELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  if,  having  regard  to  the  positioa 
that  has  arisen  in  the  Lado  eDclave,  and 
to  the  mischief  that  has  followed  on 
the  withdrawal  of  troops  of  the  Congo 
Free  State,  he  will  consider  the  adviis- 
bility  of  transferring  the  management 
of  the  enclave,  subject  to  the  lease  to 
the  King  of  the  Belgians,  to  the  Cok>iusl 
Office,  so  that  it  may  be  administered 
with  the  East  African  Protectorate  sai 
Uganda. 

'  Mr.  ASQUITH :  The  Agreement  of 
9th  May,  1906,  between  Great  Britsin 
and  the  Independent  State  of  the  Congo 
provides    that^on   the   termination  oi 
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occupation  of  the  Lado  enclave  by  His 
Majesty  King  Leopold  II.,  the  territory 
BbJl  be  handed  over  witlun  six  months 
to  the  Soudanese  Government.  His 
Hsjesty's  Government  do  not  propose 
to  alter  that  arrangement. 

Ur.  FELL:  Have  not  the  Colonial 
Office  the  better  machinery  for  admin- 
istering such  territory  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  The  territory  wiU 
be  handed  over  as  soon  as  circumstances 
pennit. 

Trawling  Prevention  Sill. 
Mb.  SUTHERLAND  (Elgin  Burghs)  : 
I  be|;  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether, 
in  view  of  the  near  approach  of  the  end 
of  ^e  session,  he  will  state  when  the 
Second  Reading  and  subsequent  stag  s 
of  the  Trawling  in  ftohibited  Axeas 
Prevention  Bill  will  be  taken. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  :  At  the 
same  time  may  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
ii  he  can  now  state  if  the  Prevention 
of  Trawling  in  Prohibited  Areas  Bill 
will  be  pressed  this  year,  or  if  it  will  be 
deferred  till  next  session ;  and,  in  view 
of  its  importance  not  only  to  Scottish 
iflteiBsts  but,  to  the  credit  of  the  country, 
'f  it  will  receive  a  prominent  place  in 
His  Gracious  Majesty's  speech. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  add  anything  to  the  statement 
tkat  I  made  on  this  matter  on  the  19th, 
^t  I  may  add  that  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
Diake  a  statement  as  to  the  future  course 
of  public  business  some  time  next  week. 

The  Education  Bill. 
Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) 
•sked  the  Prime  Minister  whether  further 
J^gotiations  were  proceeding  between 
tti  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
in  relation  to  the  Education  Bill,  and  if 
*o  whether  the  House  would  be  informed 
oftbresdH. 

Hr.  ASQUITH :  The  only  correspon- 
dence that  has  taken  place  has  already 
appeared  in  the  public  Press. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London)  : 
*»y  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
U^would  be  convenient  to  him,  either 


to-day  or  later,  to  make  a  general  state- 
ment as  to  the  Business  of  the  House* 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  postponed  last 
week  a  general  statement  until  he  knew 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
regard  to  the  Licensing  Bill.  I  imagine 
that  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords 
is  now  generally'  known ;  and  that  being 
so,  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
now  be  prepared  to  make  the  general 
statement  which  he  promised. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  That  element  of 
uncertainty  has  been  removed;  but  I 
should  prefer  to  defer  my  statement 
a  little  time. 


LORDS  AND  COMMONS. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  an  early  day  I  shall 
move  the  following  Resolutioa,  **That 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  serious 
questions  affecting  the  working  of  the 
Parliamentary  system  have  arisen  from 
the  differences  between  the  two  Houses, 
the  time  has  now  come  for  dealing  with 
the  position  and  composition  of  the 
House  of  Lords;  either  by  the  initiation 
of  legislation  for  the  purpose,  or  by  the 
exercise  of  the  Royal  prerogative  to 
withhold  the  issue  of  writs  of  summons 
to  Peers  of  the  realm  to  attend  Parlia- 
ment, on  the  advice  of  Ministers  re- 
sponsible to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
through  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
people,  or  by  both  methods,  so  as  to 
secure  that  the  accident  of  birth  shall  no 
longer  afford  rights  of  controlling  the 
legislation  of  a  free  and  self-governing 
people." 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AKD  WALES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

♦Mr.  speaker  said  the  instructions 
to  the  Committee,  appearing  on  the 
Paper  in  the  names  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  the  Walton  civision  of  Liverpool 
and  North- West  Manchester,  were  out 
of  order. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  EMMOTT  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  : 

♦The  chairman  said  thejfirst  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  in  the  name  of  the 
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hon.  Membei  for  East  Mayo,  should 
come  in  after  the  word  "  authority  "  in 
line  6  instead  of  at  the  beginning  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  that 
vnless  the  words  he  proposed  T^ere  in- 
serted at  the  beginning  of  the  clause, 
it  would  probably  be  impossible  to  raise 
the  question  as  between  contracting-out 
and  coming  into  the  national  system 
for  the  Catholic  schools.  If  the  Amend- 
ment was  put  down  to  come  in  after 
the  word  "authority,"  it  could  not 
be  discussed,  as  the  Amendments  pre- 
ceding that  word  were  so  important 
that  they  would  fully  occupy  the  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Committee.  He 
would  respectfully  urge  that,  unless 
the  Chairman's  sense  was  very  strong 
that  the  words  were  out  of  order  at  the 
beginning  of  the  clause,  he  should  not 
deprive  him  of  the  opportunity  to  move 
them  now;  otherwise  they  would  be 
prevented  from  raising  what  to  them 
"was  the  supreme  issue  of  the  Bill. 

♦The  chairman  said  the  Com- 
mittee was  acting  under  an  order  made 
by  the  House,  and  he  had  no  respon- 
sibility for  that  order,  except  to  see  that  it 
was  carried  out.  The  reason  why  the 
Amendment  could  not  be  allowed  at  the 
beginning  of  the  clause  was  that  it  was  a 
rule  of  Committee  debates  that  an  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  proposed  to  insert 
words  at  the  commencement  of  a  clause 
"with  a  view  to  proposing  an  alternative 
scheme  to  that  in  the  clause.  It  was 
obvious  that  if  that  were  allowed,  thej 
might  never  get  to  the  clause  at  all. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterf  rd) 
said  the  Amendment  his  hon.  friend 
did  not  propose  an  alternative  scheme ; 
it  only  proposed  an  exception  to  the 
general  scheme  contained  in  the  clause. 

♦The  chairman  said  there  was  no 
question  but  that  it  was  a  separate 
scheme  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
Committee  debate. 

Mr.  Hl'NT  (Shropshire,  Ludlow),  in 
moving  the  omisoion  of  subsection 
(1),  said  the  reason  he  had  put  down 
the  Amendment  was  that  he  could 
not    see    why    what    were    called    the 

Mr.  Emm^U. 


provided  schools  should  not  have  just 
as  much  right  to  have  money  from 
the  rates  as  any  other  schools.  Indeed, 
he  thought  they  had  a  little  more  right 
because  those  who  provided  the  schook 
had  saved  the  State  a  lot  of  money  br 
building  the  schools  and  finding  the 
money  to  carry  them  on.  Therefor*. 
if  any  schools  ought  to  have  rate  aid. 
surely  those  were  the  schooK  Under 
thi^  clause  they  were  penalising  the 
very  people  who  had  helped  the  Stat^ 
and  who  had  done  for  education  whAi 
the  State  never  did  in  the  old  day*,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  instead 
of  disallowing  th#»ir  payment  from  tfc^ 
rates  thev  should  have  a  fair  sTsteic, 
and  that,  at  all  events,  those  denomina- 
tions who  had  already  helped  educati*M: 
ought  certainly  to  have  their  fair  sharf 
of  the  rat^s.  Until  they  got  a  Uir 
settlement  of  this  question  on  thos* 
lines,  this  education  difficulty  would 
never  be  settled. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out  rabMctioa 

(1).  '^—iMr.  Hunt,) 


Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  an  elementary  school'  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Runcmaw,  Dew» 
bury)  said  the  hon.  Member  must  bf 
quite  well  aware  that  the  Government 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  H 
it  were  carried  it  would  leave  the  de- 
nominational schools  on  the  rates  nw 
exactly  as  they  were  at  present.  Any 
arrangement  entered  into  was  subject 
to  the  condition  that  the  denominatioiu! 
schools  should  not  be  rate-aided,  and  k* 
doubted  whether  the  object  of  the  ktfu 
Gentleman  would  be  carried  out  ercfi 
if  his  Amendment  were  agreed  w** 
The  corollary  of  rate-aid  was  obvioudv 
local  public  control,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  tlut 
to  be  applied  to  the  schools  with  wbirk 
he  was  more  imroediatelv  associated. 
The  Amendment  raised  the  whole  <pf** 
tion  that  had  been  debated  in  tiinf* 
past,  and  was  indeed  the  basis  d  tW 
compromise.  He  could  not»  therefwf. 
see  his  way  to  accept  the  AmendoMat. 
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Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
surprised  any  of  them  in  not  accepting 
the  Amendment.    He  quite  agreed  that 
he  could  not  accept  it.     It    raised  the 
g^eral     question    of    the    whole    Bill, 
and  it   gave  an  occasion,  of  which  he 
thought     the    Committee    shouli    take 
advantage,   of  really  arriving  at  some 
clear    idea    of  the  present  condition  of 
affaire.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  talked 
ol    the     compromise    which    had    been 
arrived  at,  and  the  Prime  Minister  on 
&  previous  day  said  the  Bill  could  only 
pass  S3  an  agreed  Bill.     It  was  because 
the  House  hai  been  led  to  think    by 
the  Government  and  by  other  speakers 
that  this  was  an  agreed  Bill,  in  the  words 
of  the   PiicUe  Minister,   and  an  agreed 
compromise,  in  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Minister  for  Education, 
that  it  received  the  degree  of  favour  which 
itdidreceive  in  the  Second  Reading  debate 
and  that  the  benches  he  was  now  address- 
ing were  relatively  so  thinly  occupied* 
The  Members  of  that  House  undoubtedly 
had  got  the  impression,  rightly  or  wrongly 
that   they   were   discussing   a    measure 
upon  which  very  eminent  ecclesiastical 
dignitaries   of  the  Church  ot  England, 
of  the   Church   of   Rome,   and   of    the 
Nonconformist    bodies    had    been    con- 
salted.     That  was  the  impression  under 
which  the  House  had  consented  in  the 
first  place  to  pass  the  Second  Reading 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  submit  to 
closure    by    compartments.     That    was 
the  view.    Was   it   the   correct    view  ? 
He  thought    they    were    really    bound 
ft  little  to  press  the  Government  upon 
this    point.     The    Prime    Minister,    in 
tnswer  to  n  question  that  afternoon,  had 
said    that    there   was  no    more    corre- 
spondence than  that  which  ^ad  appeared 
in  the  Press  between  the  Archbishop  and 
the  G«3vemment.     He  wished  distinctly 
to  understand  how   the  matter    stood 
between  the  Government  and  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  and  between  the 
Government    and     those    with    whom 
they  had  been  in  commimication,    and 
who  represented   the   Roman    Catholic 
Church.    When  the  Prime  Minister  said 
there    was    no    further    correspondence 
since  last  Thursday,  was  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  since  then  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  had  made  no  representa- 
tion to  the  Government  on  the  subject 


of  this  Bill  ?  If  the  Archbishop  had 
not  —  he  wished  specifically  to  put 
this  question  —  did  the  right  hon^ 
Grentleman  interpret  his  silence  as 
meaning  that  he  was  content  with  the 
financial  proposal  for  schools  and  the 
arrangements  for  transfer  and  main- 
tenance ?  As  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  had  said,  when  Clause  1  was  passed 
the  Committee  would  be  committed 
absolutely  to  the  destruction  of  voluntary- 
schools  ;  they  would  go  beyond  recall 
so  far  as  the  Committee  was  concerned 
when  subsection  (1)  of  Clause  1  was 
passed.  Surely,  then,  the  Committee 
ought  to  know  if  the  parties  to  the 
compromise  or  arrangement  were  content 
with  the  terms  upon  which  the  schools 
were  to  go.  It  must  be  clear  to  every 
member  of  the  Committee  that  th^^ 
€rovernment  had  no  right  to  consider 
the  Bill  as  an  agreed  Bill  unless  the 
compromise  covered  all  the  questions 
lying  behind  the  clause.  What  would 
be  their  position  if  they  found  during 
the  next  three  days,  in  the  course  of  the 
operation  of  the  closure,  that  upon  the 
points  upon  which  the  compromise  was 
supposed  to  be  arranged  the  arrange- 
ments were  unsatisfactory  ?  It  was  not 
an  unreasonable  question  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee in  explicit  categorical  terms  how 
the  incomplete  correspondence  with  the 
Archbishop  had  terminated ;  whether 
the  agreement  which  had  not  been 
arrived  at  when  the  correspondence 
came  to  a  conclusion  had  been  now 
arrived  at ;  if  not,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  hitch,  and  whether  it  was  a  diffi- 
culty which  should  induce  the  Com- 
mittee to  hesitate  to  pass  sub-clause  (1) 
as  part  of  an  agreed  Bill.  Also,  he  asked 
if  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was 
contented  with  the  arrangement  that 
had  been  come  to  with  regard  to  con- 
tracting-out  schools.  These  were  reason- 
able questions  to  ask  and  answer  there 
and  th?n,  and  unless  there  was  a  clear 

and  explicit  statement  it  was  not  legiti- 
mate for  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  to- 
talk  of  an  accepted  compromise,  and 
for  the  Prime  Minister  to  speak  of  this: 
as  an  agreed  Bill.  He  pressed  the 
matter  no  further  at  the  moment,  but 
awaited  with  anxiety  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  to  say. 
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LoBD  EDMUND  TALBOT  (Sussex, 
Chicliester)  thought  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  would  have  replied  at  once 
to  the  speech  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  but  as  he  was  going  to  defer 
his  answer  he  would  like  to  ask  him  to 
develop,  if  he  could,  what  fell  from  the 
Prime  Minister  on  Friday  last  in  reference 
to  the  position  of  the  Catholic  contracted- 
out  schools  under  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
clear,  as  had  been  pointed  out,that  owing  to 
the  Chairman's  ruling  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  when  the 
Committee  passed  Clause  1  under  the 
closure  at  half-past  ten  o'clock,  then,  so 
far  As  contracting-out  schools  were  con- 
cerned, the  question  would  be  settled. 
The  Prime  Minister  intimated  on  Friday 
that  the  question  of  grants  to  con- 
tracting-out schools  was  still  an  open 
question,  and  by  sO  saying,  as  he  under- 
stood Parliamentary  phraseology,  the 
Prime  Minister  intimated  that  the 
scheduled  grants  as  they  now  stood  in 
the  Bill  would  be  raised.  Before  the 
Committee  came  to  a  decision  upon  this 
part  of  Clause  1  it  was  only  fair  they 
should  be  told  what  was  to  be  the  amount 
to  be  given  to  the  contracting-out  schools. 
If  they  were  not  given  that  information 
then  it  would  seem  the  Government  were 
following  the  same  course  they  had 
pursued  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury and  which  had  led  to  the  difficulty 
in  which  the  Prime  Minister  now  found 
himself.  For  reasons  best  known  to 
himself  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  avoided 
in  his  correspondence  and  conversation 
with  the  Archbishop  letting  the  latter 
know  what  the  grants  Were  going  to  be. 
Even  when  the  Archbishop  was  sent  a 
draft  of  the  Bill  the  amount  was  left 
blank  in  the  Bill.  Were  they  now  going 
to  be  treated  in  the  same  way  ?  If  oo,  it 
was  not  courteous ;  it  was  not  fair  to  the 
House ;  and,  on  behalf  of  his  co-religion? 
ists,  he  asked  to  be  informed  before 
proceeding  further  what  grants  were  to  be 
proposed  for  the  contracted-out  schools^ 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square),  as  one  who  had  voted  for 
the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill,  earnestly 
asked  for  an  answer  to  the  question.  He 
had  not  the  opportunity  in  a  few  moments 
.  •on]Jthe  Second  Beading  to  give  his  reason 
-why  he  was  disinclined  to  stand  in  the 
if^ay  of  a  settlement ;  but  as  he  had  end 


publicly  since,  his  vote  was  given  sabject 
to  the  reservation  that  the  right  of  entrv 
should  be  further  safeguarded,  and  thflt 
Amendments  to  the  contracting-ont  and 
transfer  clauses   should   be    of    a   verr 
substantial  character.    He  farther  had 
said,  and  he  repeated,  that  he  would  not 
give  up  the  positiouhe  had  taken  in  voting 
for  the  Second  Beading,  unless  satisfied 
that  the  rights  of  Boman  Catholics  were 
safeguarded;    that  was  a   question  of 
honour  and  equity.  It  was  a  niatter  of  the 
gravest  importance,  before  deciding  oi 
this  clause,  to  know  exactly  what  the 
position  was,  whether  an  agreement  had 
been   arrived   at  with    the   Church  oi 
England,   Nonconformists,  and    Ronun 
Catholics.    He   most    earnestly    trusted 
that  some  further  light  would  be  thzoini 
upon  this  matter. 

Mr.   BUNCIMAN  said  he   was  son 
there  would  be  no  desire  that  he  should 
make  a  Second  Beading  speech  on  every 
•  Amendment,  but  he  would  be  glad  to  ^ve 
such  information  as  was  asked  for.    The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  seemed  to   be   under  some 
misapprehension.    When  he  last  spoke 
the  Prime  Minister  said  this  was  not  to  be 
treated  as  a  treaty  between  hi^  con- 
tracting parties,  and  the  Government  had 
not  diverged  from  their  position ;   they 
thought  they  had  arrived  at  commoii 
ground  upon  which  they  could  proceed, 
and  that  common  ground  was  that  there 
should  be  no  rate  aid  to  any  school  not 
under  public  control  and  management. 
That  principle  was  clear  from  the  outset, 
it  was  in  the  letter  from  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  Primate,  it  was  made  the 
first  condition  and  not  objected  to,  and 
was  part  of  the  agreement.     The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  asked  if  there  was  anr 
further  correspondence  since  the    letter 
between  the  Qovemment  and  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury.    He  did  not  knov 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hsd 
seen  the  letters  between  the  Ardifatshop 
and  the  Prime  Minister  pubUshed  on 
Saturday.    Perhaps  he  had  better  read  a 
passage  from  the  Prime  Minister's  letter— 

"  We  are  not  only  willing  bat  anxioos  to  iieir 
and  consider  any  criticisms  yon  ouiy  have  to 
offer  on  the  schedules  as  they  at  pceaent  stand 
Mr.  Bunciman  wiU  very  gladly  accept  toot  cffer 
of  a  conference  with  expert  aaaistaiire,  'A 
would,  however,  facilitate  matters  if  in  •draaw 
you  would  kindlypiaTe  sent-  to  him  i 


1113    Elementary  Education    {30  NoyEMBER  i90S] -{Bngkmdand'jraiee^Billllli 

They  could  not  pass  subsection  (1)  of 
Clause  1  until  they  had  an  answer  to 
that  question*  The  point  was  not 
whether  the  Government  thought  their 
terms  adequate,  but  whether  they  could 
say  that  those  who. spoke  for  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
thought  them  adequate.  Otherwise  it 
would  not  be  an  agreed  Bill  and  they 
must  look  at  this  subsection  as  if  it 
was  the  beginning  of  a  Bill  introduced 
imder  ordinary  circumstances.  In  view 
of  the  silence  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  met  his  right  hon. 
friend's  question,  they  saw  at  once  that 
the  subsection  was  .the  foundation  of 
the  whole  Bill.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  said  that  it  was  one 
of  the  items  on  which  an  agreement 
had  been  arrived  at,  but  it  was  not  an 
item  at  all,  but  the  foundation  of  the 
whole  scheme.  It  was  only  an  item  if 
agreement  had  been  reached  on  all  the 
other  items — the  terms  for  contracted- 
out  schools,  the  transfer  of  Church 
schools  in  single-school  areas,  and  the 
right  of  entry  in  county  council  schools. 
Being  a  foundation,  it  was  obvious  that 
it  would  determine  both  the  shape  and 
stability  bf  everything  super-imposed 
upon  it.  When  they  voted  at  half-past 
ten  that  night  for  the  clause  they  would 
definitely  give  up  one  system  of  national 
education  for  another. 


in  oatline  (not,  of  course,  in  detail)  of  any 
specific  objectione  to  the  proposed  Qcale  and  of 
any  eounter-proposal  which  you  may  wish  to 
fomalate.** 

When  they  came  to  these  subjects  they 
would  be  treated  with  every  considera- 
tion, and  the  (}ovemment  would  do 
what  they  could  to  show  that  their 
proposals  were  perfectly  reasonable, 
absolutely  fulfilling  the  undertaking  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  contracted- 
ont  schools  should  have  a  reasonable 
chance  of  existence.  They  would  be 
able  to  show  when  they  came  to  that 
stage  that  they  had  made  full  and 
ample  provision  for  contracted-out 
schools.  The  transfer  of  schools  they 
would  treat  in  exactly  the  same  way, 
&nd  he  would  be  able  to  give  good 
grounds,  not  only  in  theory,  but  in 
practice,  for  the  belief  that  their  terms 
were  fair  and  just.  He  altogether  de- 
precated discussions  of  either  of  the 
Schedules  on  the  first  subsection.  They 
would  have  full  time  for  discussing 
them.  On  Wednesday  they  had  put 
down  the  Report  stage  of  the  Financial 
Beaolution,  when  he  hoped  to  make 
t  fuller  statement  on  the  finances  of 
the  Bill.  They  had  increased  the  num- 
ber of  days  for  the  Committee  stage  so 
that  both  Schedules  might  come  under 
full  discussion,  and  there  was  no  reason 
to  believe  that  out  of  that  discussion 
^y  wotild  not  come  fully  justified. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  wished  to 
say  with  very  great  respect,  for  they 
all  knew  the  great  courtesy  with  which 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
had  handled  this  difficult  matter,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
answered  the  question  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  He  had  referred  to 
the  Schedules  and  to  Clause  2,  and  had 
said  that  he  hoped  and  believed  that 
die  financial  terms  of  the  Schedule 
providing  sums  for  the  contracted-out 
schools  and  the  administrative  terms 
of  the  clause  would,  when  reached, 
be  considered  satisfactory  by  the 
Committee.  That  was  not  an  answer 
to  the  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  arrived  at  a  complete 
tmderstanding  with  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  those  who  spoke  for 
the  Boman  Catholics  upon  whether 
the  terms  would  be  considered  by 
tliem  as   adequate,  effective,  and  full. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    So  far  as  the 

Committee  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  ;  Yes,  so  far  as  this 
House  was  concerned.  Unless  on  the 
Report  stage  they  diametrically  reversed 
the  view  they  took  in  Committee,  so  far 
as  this  House  was  concerned,  they 
would  substitute  for  the  existing  system 
a  system  which  educational  experts  told 
them  would  be  less  efficient  and  which 
financial  experts  told  them  would  be  more 
expensive.  Under  ordinary  circumstances 
everybody  would  agree  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  feel  it  its  duty  to 
examine  such  provisions  with  minute 
care  and  somewhat  prolonged  delibera- 
tion ;  but  none  of  them  would  pretend 
that  they  were  discussing  the  question 
under  ordinary  circumstances.  They 
were  discussing  it  under  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary and,  he  thought,  extra-con- 
stitutional conditions.    They  had  been 
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told  by  the  newspapers  that  this  item 
embodied  the  upshot  of  the  correspon- 
dence between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Primate    of    the    Established    Church. 
Did  it  embody  that  ?    Had  they  reached 
a   conclusion  ?     Until   they  knew  that, 
what  was  the  use  of  referring  them  to 
the    newspapers    of    the    country  ?    It 
might  be  that  thanks  to  the  good  offices 
of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Primate 
they  were  relieved  of  their  functions  and 
had  no  duty  to  perform.     That  seemed  to 
be  the  view  of  the  Government,  because, 
as    they    had   had   no    opportunity    of 
collecting    the    opinion    of    their    con- 
stituents, it  was  evident  that  they  were 
not  in  a  position  to  perform  the  duties 
that  generally  deolved  upon  them.     They 
were  invited  by  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion— ^he  would  not  say  commanded,  as 
he  did  not  wish  to  import  heat  into  the 
debate — simply  to  signify  their  assent  to 
an  agreement  which  the  official  heads  of 
the  political  and  ecclesiastical  institutions 
of  the  country  had  almost,  if  they  had 
not  quite,  arrived    at.     In  response  to 
that  invitation  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
whether  they  had  arrived,  or  had  almost 
arrived,    and,    certainly,   whether  they 
were    sure  to   arrive,  at  an  •  agreement. 
If  there  was  any  doubt  about  that,  the 
whole  case  for  passing  Clause   1  as  an 
item  of  compromise  fell  to  the  ground. 
It  was    suggested  tbat   if    the    Prime 
Minister    and    the    Primate     did    not 
quite   understand  each   other  then    all 
misunderstandings    would    be     cleared 
up  in  another  place.    Was  he  to  under- 
stand  that  they  were  to   march    into 
the  lobby  when  the  guillotine  fell    and 
that  all  outstanding  differences  of  the 
most  fundamental  character  were  to  be 
adjusted    by   the    Lords    spiritual    and 
temporal  ?    Was  that  the  view  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  ?    Since 
that  was  the  very  minor  role  allocated  to 
the  House  of  Commons  he  thought  that 
they  ought  to  be  very  graceful  to  the 
Prime  Minister  for  having  allowed  them 
a  whole  day  in  which  to  signify  their 
formal  assent  and  to  put  their  mark  on  an 
instrument    of   policy   on     which     the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Primate  might 
possibly  agree.    The  first  Minister  of  the 
Crown  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
had  done  their  work  for  them.    It  was 
quite  like  the  old  times.    They  were  back 
in  the  Middle  Ages.    But  even  then  the 

Mr.  Wyndham. 


rude  representatives  of  the  people  were 
permitted  to  take  the  liberty  of  maHang  a 
iev^  questions,   and  he   would   a«k  the 
Minister  for  Education   three   questionft 
[Cries  of  "  Oh."]    Was  that  too  much  f 
Their  right  to  debate  ended  at  hAlf-past 
ten  ;   was  it  too  much  to  ask  thr©*  que«- 
tions  on  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude  f    His 
first  was  whether  it  was  a  fact  that,  if  Uttj 
passed  this  subsection  now,  contracted- 
out    schools  were    a  necessary    oon»- 
quence.     Was  it  a  fact  that  they  wooM 
adopt  contracting-out  into  the  nstioiial 
educational  system  ?    They  knew  what 
the  result  of  the  division  would  be.    TW 
battalion  opposite  was  very  well  drilled 
and  observed  silence  in  the  ranks.  Very 
few  Would  speak ;    fewer  would  lislen ; 
and  all  would  march  into  the  "  Are  " 
^obby.     So    it    was    not    hypothe^caL 
but  if  they  passed  the  subsection  iher 
would   have   adopted,   after   one   day's 
debate,  contracting-out  as  part  of  tfae 
national  system.    If  that  was  so,  ther 
knew  where  they  were.    Then  he  asked 
his  second   question.    Would  not  thst 
impose  a  very  considerable  burden  upon 
the  taxpayers,  who  would  have  to  pro- 
vide the  Parliamentary  grant  to  support 
these  contracted-out  schools  ;  and  woaI<f 
it     not,    under   subsection    (3)    of   the 
clause,  impose  a  very  large  burden  on 
the  ratepayers  who  were  invited  to  run 
rate-aided  schook  in  competition  against 
the    taxpayers'    schools  ?    Was    it   not 
clear  that  if  they  passed  the  subsection 
they  were  going  to  embarrass  the  financial 
position    of    the    country  ?     His   third 
question  was  whether  the  ^Cnister  for 
Education   had   made   any   attempt  to 
estimate  the  cost  put  on  the  taxpaypfs 
and  ratepayers  if  they  passed  the  wh- 
section    with    all    the    consequenoef  it 
entailed.     If  the  subsection  was  pasa^* 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they  wool »  be 
committed  to  contracting-out  on  a  Un^ 
scale    and    to   a  large   increase  of  tht 
education    grant,     along   with,   in    aC 
probability,  equivalent  grants  for  tltfi 
purpose,  or  another  purpose,  in  Scotlaod 
and  Ireland.    That  was  clear,  but  wbt 
was  not  clear  was  why  it  should  be  dooe. 
It  would  have  been  quite  clear  if  tbr 
Mirister  of   Education    had   been  M^ 
and   willing   to   answer   his   right  hof- 
friend.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  ^ 
been  able,  he  was  quite  sure  that  ^ 
would  have  been  willir^  to  ansver  ki* 
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right  ion.  friend.     If  this  was  an  agreed 
Bill,  an  accepted  compromise,  then  the 
answer    would  be  that  they  asked  the 
House  to  pass  subsection  (1)  Clause  1  in 
the  hope  of  peace.    But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  able  to  give  that 
assurance    what   possible   reason    could 
there  be   to   ask  the  House  to  divide 
the    national      system      of     education 
into     two    conflicting    parts,    and     to 
place  great  burdens  on  the  taxpayers 
and  on  the  ratepayers  in  order  to  in- 
troduce separate  kinds  of  schools  running 
in  competition   with  each  other?    Per- 
haps by  so  doing  the  Grovernment  would 
discover    another    method    of   relieving 
unemployment.     There   was  little  hope 
for  peace  unless  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion could  reply  satisfactorily  to  his  right 
hoR.  friend.     He  himself  was  sorry  for 
it.    When  the  State  announced  that  in 
hitixre  it  would  stamp  its  approval  on 
only  one   form  of  religious  instruction 
in  a  country  which  had  hitherto  been 
fomous  for  the  vigour  and  variety  of  its 
lehgioas    convictions,    what   great  hope 
vag  there  of  peace  1     Unless  the  Minister 
for  Education  could  say  that  this  was  an 
agreed  BiU,  an  accepted  compromise,  the 
hope  of  peace  became  less  and  less  ;  and 
it  had  been  extinguished  by  the  con- 
ditions under  which  they  were  asked  to 
▼efcome  this  measure,  because  they  were 
asked  by  the  closure   Resolution  really 
to  abandon    their    position    under    the 
Constitution  and  to  accept  an  approxi- 
mate agreement  between  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  and  the  Prime  Minister 
to  be  reviewed  or  ratified,  if  reviewed  or 
ratified  at  all,  not  there  but  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 


*Mb.  HAROLD  COX  (Preston)  said 
that  the  obvious  meaning  of  this  clause 
was  that  no  rate  aid  of  any  kind  was  to 
be  given  to  any  schools  except  those  of 
s  certain  character.  It  ^c&s  notorious 
that  all  tbe  Roman  Catholic  schools  in 
the  country  declined  to  take  to  them- 
selves that  character,  and  therefore  the 
House  was  proposing  that  no  rate  aid 
should  be  given  to  any  Roman  Catholic 
schools.  That  was,  he  maintained,  an 
essentially  imjust  proposition,  however 
loany  archbishops  or  bishops  had  agreed 
to  it.  He  did  not  think  that  anyone  on 
^lat  side  of  the  House  denied  that  the 
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Roman  Catholics  paid  rates  for  the  sup- 
port  of  schools  to  T^hich  it  w^s  admitted 
that  they  could  not  send  their  children, 
and  therefore  they  had  an  absolute  claim 
in  equity  to  a  refund  of  a  proportionate 
share  of  the  rates  for  the  support  of  schools 
to  which  they  could  send  their  children. 
There  never  had  been  an  attempt  to 
answer  that  argument.  The  plausible 
excuse  had  occasionally  been  given  that 
if  this  argument  were  applied  to 
education  they  might  apply  it  to  battle- 
ships and  free  libraries.  But  surely 
the  distinction  was  very  great.  They 
built  battleships  for  common  national 
purposes,  but  they  had  not  yet  come  to 
the  point  of  deciding  that  there  was  one 
common  national  religion  to  which  every 
citizen  in  this  country  was  bound  to  con- 
form. At  any  rate,  he  hoped  not.  But 
if  there  was  not  a  common  national  re- 
ligion to  which  they  were  all  bound  to  con- 
form, he  had  a  right  to  say  to  one  section 
of  the  community  :  "  If  you  take  my 
money  for  your  schools,  I  have  a  right 
to  ask  for  a  share  of  your  money  for  my 
schools."  He  held  this  proposition,  apart 
from  the  question  of  putting  the  schools 
in  an  efficient  condition.  He  held  it  on 
the  ground  of  financial  honesty.  That 
being  so,  if  the  Government  proceeded 
on  the  principle  of  refusing  rate  aid  to 
voluntary  schools,  they  Were  bound  to 
make  that  loss  good  out  of  State  aid. 
Personally  he  had  never  been  able  to 
appreciate  this  great  mystery  of  the 
distinction  between  rate  aid  and  State 
aid.  In  various  parts  of  the  World  there 
Were  various  strange  creeds  supported 
by  the  State,  but  never  before  had 
people  been  found  willing  to  maintain  as 
an  article  of  faith,  for  which  they  would 
fight  to  their  last  gasp,  that  there  was  an 
eternally  sacred  distinction  between 
rates  and  taxes.  Yet  that  Was  the 
proposition  which  seemed  to  be  put 
forward  now.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  not  f  aU  into  the 
same  folly  and  insist  on  having  actual 
rate  aid  for  their  schools  when  they 
could  get  a  proportional  contribution 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  He 
readily  admitted  that  they  were  right 
in  objecting  to  a  fixed  Exchequer  grant, 
for  the  fixed  Exchequer  grant  took  no 
account  whatever  of  the  variable  cost  of 
education  in  different  places,  or  of  its 
tendency  to  increase. 

2  Q 
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♦Thb  chairman  said  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  hot  in 
ordei  to  go  into  these  details  at  the 
present  stage,  although  he  might  refer 
generally  to  the  financial  efiect  of 
contracting-out. 

*Mr.  HAROLD  COX  said  that  he  did 
not  object  to  contracting-out.  He  was 
one  of  the  few  Members  of  the  House 
who  actually  believed  in  contracting- 
out.  Two  years  ago  he  proposed  an 
Amendment  in  favour  of  it  and  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  both  above  and 
below  the  gangway,  voted  for  it  although 
they  now  explained  that  they  did  so  not 
believing  in  it.  On  that  occasion  the 
Gk>vemment  voted  against  his  Amend- 
ment, yet  now  they  had  embodied  it  in 
their  ffiU.  Whether  they  believed  in  it 
or  not  he  should  not  care  to  guess.  Per- 
sonally he  believed  that  contracting-out 
was  the  only  possible  solution  of  this  diffi- 
culty, and  that  they  would  never  get 
real  liberty  for  the  schools  of  the  count' y 
except  by  freeing  them  from  local  control. 
His  hon.  friends  opposite  said  that  they 
objected  to  contracting-out  because  it 
would  put  the  Catholic  schools  outside 
the  national  system  of  education.  That 
was  a  very  attractive  phrase,  but  did 
it  really  mean  anything?  Were  not 
Eton  and  Harrow  as  much  part  of 
our  national  system  of  education  as  the 
schools  maintained  by  the  Borough 
Council  of  West  Ham  ?  Before  the  Com- 
naittee  adopted  this  clause  it  ought 
to  be  made  perfectly  clear  that  the 
Government  did  propose  to  take  account 
of  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  schools 
in  different  areas,  and  to  provide  for 
the  progressive  increase  of  the  cost  of 
elementary  education  in  the  council 
schools, 

Mb.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.)  thought 
it  would  be  necessary  for  every  Roman 
Catholic  to  support  the  Amendment. 
They  regretted  this,  because  there  were 
many  of  them,  certainly  all  of  them  who 
took  any  interest  and  part  in  the  public 
life  of  the  country,  who  recognised  clearly 
that  the  attempt  which  was  being  made 
to  make  a  settlement  of  this  vexed 
education  question  was  a  genuine  one 
and  was  the  outcome  of  a  great  deal  of 
energy  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  for 
Education.    He    acknowledged   that   in 


framing  this  subsection  of  the  Bill,  the 
Board  of  Education  believed  that  they 
must  accept  the  only  alternative  offered 
to  the  Catholics.  But  he  respectfully 
submitted  that  they  had  not  taken 
sufficient  steps  to  find  out  whether  the 
Catholics  could  accept  it  or  another.  The 
Catholics,  as  the  House  knew,  numbered 
from  five  to  seven  per  cent,  of  the  x>opu- 
lation  of  the  country.  They  were  so 
concentrated  in  numbers  that  their  par- 
ticular position  in  the  community  did 
not  naake  them  indeed  the  dominant 
party,  but  their  vote  very  largely  in- 
fluenced elections  in  such  districts  as  his 
own  constituency  of  Salford  and  in  Man- 
chester, Bradford,  Liverpool,  and  some 
districts  of  London.  He  submitted  that 
that  point  of  view  was  not  sufficiently 
studied  in  the  hurried  communications 
which  had  taken  place  with  the  head?  of 
the  Catholic  party  at  the  last  moment. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAX  said  that  bis  hon. 
friend  was  under  a  complete  mis- 
apprehension. Both  his  predecessors, 
were  in  full  communication  and  touch 
with  the  highest  dignitaries  of  tbe  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  this  country,  both  in 
the  summer  and  in  the  autumn. 

Mr.  BELLOC  said  he  knew  as  a  fact 
that  the  predecessor  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and,  even  more,  the  pre- 
decessor of  his  predecessor  were  in  touch 
with  them,  but  if  the  Minister  for  Edaca- 
tion  was  under  the  impression  that  he 
had  arrived  at  some  sort  of  final  solution 
with  the  authorities  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  then  he  said  that 
personally,  and  other  members  of  that 
Church  and  the  whole  hierarchy  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  disagreed  with 
him.  The  unanimitv  on  this  matter  was 
very  different  from  the  diverse  feelings 
which  existed  when  the  Bill  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  under 
discussion ;  ^nd  that  unanimity,  if  it 
existed,  made  it  dangerous  for  the  futiue 
progress  of  this  Bill.  He  wanted  to 
explain  why  the  feeling  that  this  clause 
was  unreasonable  existed  amongst 
many  of  the  members  of  other  religious 
conununities  than  the  Catholic  or  the 
Anglican.  His  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Preston  said  that  when  contracting- 
out  was  proposed  two  years  ago  the 
Irish  Party,  or  at  any  rate  the  Cathohc 
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Members  of  that   Party,  voted  for  it. 
They  voted  for  it  as  the  lesser  of  two 
evils  in  a  Bill  of  the  most  drastic  kind, 
proposed  if  he  might  say  so,  aa  a  weapon 
of  ofience.    This  Bill  was  not  of  that 
character.    This  Bill  had  the  character 
of  a  final   compromise    and   was   put 
forward    indeed,    almost    as    non-con- 
tentions.   Tha  other  was  described,  in  a 
Biilitary  metaphor  as  a  sword.    What  was 
more,  they  opposed  contracting-out  be- 
caose  there  was  very  considerable  danger 
—he  used  the  word  danger  advisedly — 
of  this  compromise  becoming  law.    They 
all  saw   the   conversation   which   took 
place  on   the  front    Opposition  bench 
when   another   place    was    alluded    to, 
bnt  he  did  not  think  that  that  other 
place,   which   was   already  waking   up 
to  the  mistake  it  had  made  in  the  last 
few  days,  was  going  to  make  another 
mistake,  and  he  was  not  aware  that 
Lord  Rothschild  possessed  any  deben- 
tures or  monetary  interest,  and,  therefore, 
le  did  not  think  he  would  enter  into 
this  matter.    He  did  not  think  it  would 
concern   those   things   the   noble   Lord 
thought   most  important,    and   it   was 
on  that    account    and    because    some 
of  the  Anglican  episcopacy  and  many 
men  of  various  parties  in  this  House 
were    agreed     upon     this    compromise 
—it  was    because    it    was    the     more 
likely  to   become   law   that   the   more 
strenuously    should    they    oppose     the 
propositions  which  it  contained.    They 
could  not  accept  the  position  of  inferiors 
receiving  a  smaller  amount  than  their 
fellow  citizens,  while  they  paid  the  same 
taxes,  and  if  schools  were  to  be  estab- 
lished in  this  country  under  what  he 
believed    was    its    national    religion — 
[Cries    of    "What    is    it  ?  "]— Cowper- 
Tonpleism — and  if  Catholics  were  to  be 
treated  as  exceptional  people  who  must  be 
fined  for  holding  a  religion  of  somewhat 
greater  antiquity   and   with   somewhat 
diarper  definitions,   they   would   resist 
it  in  this  House,  they  would  resist   it 
when  or  if  the  Bill  became  law,  and — 
he  knew  the  gravity  of  saying  this,  but 
he  might  say  it  with  perfect  justice — 
he  believed    that    in    making  such  a 
proposition  the  Government  would  create 
>  position  not  only  imtenable  in  logic, 
hut  unworkable  in  practice. 

LosD  R.  CECHi  (Marylebone,  E.)  said 
the  onty  comment  he  would  make  upon 


the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Silfjrd  was  to.  protest  that  Cowper- 
Templeism,  whatever  that  might  mean, 
was  not  the  national  religion,  unless  it  was 
true,  as  he  believed  an  interesting  writer 
had  said,  that  religion  was  dead  in  this 
country.  As  to  tiie  Amendment,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  answer  said 
that  the  Bill  was  not  an  agreement  and 
repeated  what  had  been  said  before  by 
speakers  on  the  Treasury  bench,  but  he 
did  not  think  he  meant  himself  to  be 
taken  quite  seriously.  Nobody  in  the 
Committee  supposed  that  the  Bill  would 
ever  have  been  introduced  unless. the 
Govenmient  had  been  able  to  flourish 
before  the  House  something  in  the  nature 
of  an  agreement  which  they  had  arrived 
at  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 
Everybody  knew  that  that  was  the 
foundation  on  which  the  Bill  rested, 
and  he  thought  that  was  clear  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  speech,, 
because  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  Arch- 
bishop never  objected  to  this  subsection, 
which  was  an  essential  part  of  their 
scheme.  He  had  done  his  best  to  read 
the  voluminous  correspondence  between 
the  Government  and  the  Archbishop  which 
had  been  published,  and  he  should  say  that 
the  Archbishop  objected  in  almost  every 
line  to  this  subsection.  He  said  it  was  a 
most  tremendous  sacrifice  and  was  a  thing 
to  which  he  could  scarcely  ask  his  fellow* 
Churchmen  to  agree.  Every  argument 
of  the  Archbishop  was  a  complete  ob- 
jection to  this  subsection.  The  most 
reverend  Prelate  said — ^he  did  not  agree 
with  him — that  the  other  advantages  of 
the  Bill  were  such  as  to  enable  him  to 
agree  to  that  subsection.  [Ministerial. 
cheers].  Yes,  but  what  were  those 
advantages  ?  One  of  the  chief,  which 
the  Archbishop  had  said  was  absolutely 
essential,  was  still  a  matter  of  negotiation.. 
That  was  why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  only  in  form  but  in  substance  had 
not  answered  in  any  degree  the  question 
put  to  him.  The  point  was  quite 
simple.  This  had  been  represented  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  as  in  the  nature  of 
a  treaty — [Cries  of  "No"] — ^well,  as  a 
compromise  or  a  balanced  settlement. 
He  did  not  care  about  phrases,  he  was 
dealing  ^with  facts.  They  were  given  a 
balance-sheet  by  both  of  the  Ministers, 
and  foremost  amongst  those  things  which 
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the  Church  gave  up  were  the  matters 
contained  in  this  subsection.  What  they 
wanted  to  know  was  what  was  to  be  put 
on  the  other  side  of  the  balance-sheet. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured 
to  assure  the  House  that  these  items  of 
the  balance-sheet  had  been  agreed  upon, 
but  it  was  quite  immaterial  whether  they 
put  anything  on  the  other  side.  It  was 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saying  he 
had  agreed  to  sell  a  horse  and  the  price  did 
not  matter.  ["No."]  That  was  precisely 
the  same  thing.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
members  of  the  Nonconformist  party  to 
protest  against  that,  but  they  would  find 
if  they  examined  it  that  the  parallel  was 
an  absolutely  true  one.  He  had  not  over- 
looked the  correspondence  which  was  pub- 
lished in  Saturday's  Papers.  Nothing 
could  be  more  clear  than  what  the  Arch- 
bishop said.  He  said  that  the  question 
of  the  Schedule  was  absolutely  an  essential 
question.  In  so  many  words  he  said  it 
was  essential  to  the  agreement  and 
essential  to  the  settlement  they  had  come 
to.  Therefore  it  was  absolutely  absurd 
to  say  that  when  he  agreed  to  this  sub- 
section he  agreed  to  it  without  reference 
to  the  terms  which  the  Schedule  was  to 
contain.  There  was  one  passage  in  the 
letters  published  on  Saturday  to  which 
he  desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Conmiittee  because  it  might  be  the 
explanation.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
he  had  purposely  put  ofi  the  Schedule 
till  Tuesday  in  order  to  give  time  for 
negotiations  and  discussion.  Did  that 
mean  that  if  the  negotiations  did  not 
result  in  an  agreement  the  Government 
would  withdraw  the  Bill  ?  There  was  no 
answer  at  present,  but  he  thought  the 
Conunittee  would  be  very  glad  to  know 
that.  It  was  not  for  him  to  criticise  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite;  it 
might  well  be  thought  it  was  consistent 
with  the  views  of  a  party  which  was  always 
dneouncing  sacerdotalism  to  try  and  settle 
the  education  question  by  an  agreement 
with  the  Archbishop.  He  did  not  know 
how  that  might  be,  but  they  ought  to 
know  whether,  if  an  agreement  was  not 
arrived  at  on  Tuesday  next,  the  Bill  would 
be  withdrawn.  He  was  obliged  to  ask 
that  question. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  he  really  must 
call  the  hon.  Member  to  order.  He  had 
given  him  very  large  latitude,  but  clearly 

Lord  R.  Cecil 


there  must  be  a  limit  to  the  questions 
asked,  and  he  did  not  think  that  which 
the  noble  Lord  asked  came  within  the 
scope  of  the  subsection. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  on  the  point  of 
order  said  he  wished  to  ask  a  question. 
He  believed  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
this  Bill  was  present^  as  an  arrange* 
ment  in  which  two  sides  both  gave  op 
something.  Something  which  was  given 
up  was  represented  by  the  subsection, 
and  what  they  were  anxious  to  know 
was  whether  an  arrangement  had  been 
come  to  as  to  what  was  to  be  given  up 
on  the  other  side.  He  would  ask  as  a 
point  of  order  whether  it  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  before  they  allowed 
subsection  (1)  to  pass  into  the  Bill  ther 
should  know  what  was  the  corresponding 
arrangement  on  the  other  side,  and 
could  that  be  excluded  from  their  dis- 
cussion. It  was  a  very  exceptionsJ 
position  of  affairs,  which  justified  him 
in  putting  a  point  of  order  in  that  par- 
ticular form. 

♦The  chairman  said  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  if  he  had  been  in 
the  House  would  have  noticed  that  he 
had  not  pulled  up  anybody  for  patting 
a^  question  of  that  kind,  but  now  the 
noble  Lord  wished  to  know  if  the  Bill 
was  going  to  be  withdra^^^n  under  certain 
conditions,  and  he  thought  that  was  not 
allowable. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  would  not 
repeat  what  he  had  said  ;  be 
was  only  going  to  make  this  one 
other  observation,  which  he  thoogkt 
the  Chairman  would  allow,  that  the 
question  of  whether  an  agreement  or 
not  was  arrived  at  was  really  a  nutter 
of  vital  importance  to  the  House  in 
considering  whether  they  would  assent 
to  this  subsection,  and  they  had  to  con- 
sider, in  assuming  the  probability  of 
such  an  agreement,  this  further  fsot— 
that  they  had  a  statement  by  the  Arrh- 
bishop  of  Canterbury  and  the  Archbishop 
of  Westminster  that  the  terms  offend 
were  grossly  insufficient.  They  had  the 
converse  statement  repeated  with  giest 
energy  by  several  eminent  Nonooofar 
mists,  that  no  concession  of  any  further 
kind  would  be  made  to  the  denomiiu- 
Itions  in  question.    It  would,  thefefcie. 
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seem  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  give  way  or  make  any  further 
advances  in  connection  witb  the 
schedole,  and,  therefore,  they  had  to  take 
it  for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion 
that  on  the  terms  as  they  stood  the  only 
authority  which  gave  the  Government 
tlie  least  right  to  say  that  this  was  a 
balanced  settlement  or  an  agreed  Bill  had 
absolutely  repudiated  the  measure  as  it 
stood  at  present,  and  on  that  ground, 
without  going  into  the  tremendous  sacri- 
fices which  this  subsection  imposed  upon 
the  Church,  without  repeating  what 
he  said  on  the  Second  Reading  as  to 
the  total  inadequacy  of  the  Bill — on 
that  ground  if  all  the  other  grounds 
were  swept  away,  he  should  feel  him- 
self compelled  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  friend. 

Me.  F.  E.  smith  (Liverpool,  Walton) 
said    that     in     the    few    observations 
he  had  to  make,  he  would  not  say  any- 
thing which  would  make  any  concession 
difficult  of  attainment,  and  he  should 
not   have    made    any    observations    at 
all  on  the  subject  before  the  Committee, 
if  he  had  not  wished  to  give  utterance  in 
the  House  to  the  objection  which  was 
90  very  strongly  felt,  as  he  believed, 
with    increasing    force    in    Lancashire, 
a  county   in   which   he   represented   a 
constituency.    He  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee most  earnestly  to  consider  for 
a  moment  the  wholly  exceptional  posi- 
tion of  Lancashire  as  far  as  these  pro- 
posals   were    concerned.    He    did    not 
wish  to  elaborate  or  to  repeat  the  points 
which  had  already  been  frequently  made 
in  the   course    of   these    debates,    but 
the    Committee    was    probably    aware 
that  the   majority  of   the  children   in 
Lancashire   at   the   present   time   were 
keing    educated    in    voluntary  schools, 
&nd  taking  the  population  as  a  whole 
by  any  test  of  homogeneity  that  could 
be  applied,  the  denominational  system 
was  one  which  was  suited  to  and  warmly 
appreciated  by  the  great  mass  of  the 
population     throughout    this      county. 
That  was  true  of  Lancashire,  and  he 
wished  to  draw  an  analogy  for  a  moment 
between  the  state  of  affairs  in  Lancashire 
and  the  state  of  affairs  throughout  the 
country  as  far  as  the  Roman  Catholics 
were    concerned.    Many    of    his    own 
constituents  were  Roman  Catholics,  and 


held  views  on  this  subject  which  were 
certainly    quite    as    strong  and    unim* 
peachable  as  those  held  by  Anglicans. 
This     Bill    was    put    forward    as    an 
agreed    settlement,    and    as     a    com- 
promise which  it  was  presumed  gave 
to  the  Church  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
something  more  than  they  would  have 
been    able    to    obtain    under    previous 
Bills  which  they  had  successfully  resisted. 
If  that  were  not  the  case  put  forward 
it  was  clear  that  there  would  not  be 
any  great  inducement  for  this  change, 
which    they    were    resisting    by    every 
means    in    their    power,    because    they 
believed  that  if  they  were  to  waive  their 
objections    and    support    the    present 
proposal    the    paradoxical    consequence 
would  occur  that  Lancashire  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools  would  be  actually 
in  a  worse  position  imder  Clause  1    of 
the  present  Bill  than  they  were  under 
the  Bill  of  the  last  Education  Minister 
but  one,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreladd. 
There  was  ia    his    Bill    the    safeguard 
that     under      certain     conditions     the 
rates     would      be    still     available    for 
denominational  schools,   and  they  were 
not  cut  adrift  from  the  national  system. 
Now,    they    had    a   much    worse  Bill, 
which  was  put  forward  as  an  improve- 
ment.   So  far   as  Lancashire  was  con- 
cerned, it  would  not    be   disputed    by 
any     Lancashire     Member      that     the- 
majority    of    the    people     there     con- 
tinued  to    desire    that    denominational 
instruction  should  have  recourse  to  the 
rates.    The  Bill,  however,  said  that  if 
they  retained  that  teaching  they  must 
be    cut    adrift     from    the    rates    and 
make   heavy  sacrifices.     In   Blackburn 
they  had  a  denominational  school  which 
would  cost  them  £6,000  a  year  under 
that  Bill. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Has  the  hon. 
Member  taken  into  consideration  the 
question  of  pooling  1 


Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  he  had  not 
taken  that  into  account  in  this  case,  but 
he  was  informed,  on  behalf  both  of 
Roman  Catholics  and  of  Anglicans, 
that  taking  the  country  as  a  whole 
pooling  would  not  introduce  any  very 
material  qualification  of  the  figures. 
But  even  if  some  reduction  were  made, 
jthe    position    in    Blackburn   would   be 
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that   the    people   would    still    have    to 
pay   rates  in  support    of    teaching    of 
which    they    disapproved,  and   to  con- 
tribute   a    very    large    sum    in    order 
to  retain  the  privilege  of  carrying  dn 
their  own  schools.    This  was  the  very 
negation    of   equality   as   between   the 
difEerent   sects,   and  he   formally  gave 
notice    that    if   the    Bill    passed    there 
•  would  not  be  an  election  in  Lancashire 
at  which  candidates  on  both  sides  would 
not  be  asked  :  "  Are  you  prepared  to  in- 
crease the  grant  until  it  coincides  with 
the  full  total  cost  of  secular  education  ?  " 


♦The  chairman  sdd  the  question 
of  the  adequacy  of  the  grant  to  contract- 
ing-out  schools  did  not  arise  now. 

Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  tiat  in  his 
judgment  there  never  would  be  a  settle- 
ment upon  the  terms  laid  down  in  the 
Bill.  But  if  the  (Government  would 
*  deal  with  voluntary  schools  upon  a 
basis  of  exact  equality,  then  there 
would  be  a  permanent  settlement. 
Exact  equality  meant  that  there  should 
be  a  right  of  entry,  and  that  denomi- 
nationahsts  should  be  treated  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way  as  those  devoted 
to  Cowper  •  Temple  teaching  were 
treated  in  the  council  schools,  with- 
out any  of  these  almost  insulting 
distinctions. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  making  a  Second  Reading  speech. 
Cowper-Templeism  does  not  arise  on 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  F.  E.  SMITH  submitted  that  it 
was  impossible  to  discuss  the  Amend- 
ment unless  they  considered  the  terms 
to  be  granted  to  contractir  g-out  schools. 
As  one  who  had  never  pretended  to 
be  a  strong  denominationalist,  but  who 
*had  always  lived  among  a  community 
of  very  strong  denominationalists,  he 
predicted  that  unless  the  Government 
recognised  that  there  must  be  equality 
of  treatment  there  would  be  no  com- 
promise. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) said  tVat  all  his  constituents 
felt  deeply  about  this  Bill.  They  had 
not  been  consulted  on  the  compromise. 
If  they  had  been  they  would  not  have 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith. 


agreed  to  it  in  any  way.  Under  it  the 
voluntary  schools,  Anglican  and  Cathohc. 
were  to  be  handed  over  to  the  local 
education  authorities,  and  when  they 
remembered  that  700,000  children  we» 
being  educated  in  the  voluntary  tchooU 
they  would  agree  that  the  subsection 
might  have  a  very  important  and  &r* 
reachirg  effect.  By  the  subsection  thp 
managers  and  trustees  of  the  volontair 
schools  would  be  compelled  to  hand  over 
schools  held  imder  charitable  trusts 
which  specially  laid  down  that  thi* 
teaching  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
no  other  was  to  be  given  in  them.  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  would  be  given  in  them 
everyday.by  the  local  education  aothoritr. 
and  it  would  be  small  comfort  to  know 
that  denominational  religion  mi^t  he 
allowed  an  entry  on  two  days  a  week. 
It  was  a  strong  order  to  aak  denomina- 
tional school  managers  to  hand  over 
their  schools  on  such  terms.  Thousands 
of  the  working  men  of  Lancashire  had 
bmlt  these  schools  in  order  to  educate 
their  children  in  the  faith  of  their  parents. 
Let  the  Committee  consider  what  their 
feelings  would  be.  Was  there  any  justioe 
in  the  proposition  that  these  achoob 
should  be  handed  over  and  that  on  tvo 
days  a  week  denominational  teaching 
should  be  given,  but  on  the  other  five 
days  Cowper-Temple  teaching  should  be 
given? 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
that  question  did  not  arise  on  the  sub* 
section. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire, E.)  said  he  was  aware  of  the 
multifarious  duties  of  the  Prime  ICnisttf , 
but  he  felt  obliged  to  say  that  he 
bitterly  regretted  that  the  right  b<m« 
Gentleman  had  not  found  it  pos- 
sible to  be  present  daring  this  discof 
sion.  The  Bill  was  of  such  suprane 
importance,  and  so  difficult  was  the  talk 
before  them,  that  the  Committee  rcaDt 
needed  the  guidance  of  the  ri^  boiu 
Oentleman  during  the  diacoanoiL  H* 
could  not  help  thinking  that  had  tW 
Ptime  IGmster  been  present,  he  wp«U 
have  begun  to  regret  that  he  had  insitted 
upon  their  proceeding  with  the  W 
with  so  much  rapidity  and  so  fittlt 
time  to  consider  it.  After  all,  tki( 
measure  was  presented   as    being   tk 
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oatcome  of  an  tinderstanding  between 
Konconfonnist  opinion  on  the  one  side 
And  Anglican  opinion  on  the  other,  and 
titat  the  differences  between  the  parties 
bad  been  almost  bridged.    The  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  that  the  two  bodies 
had  come  so  closely  together  and  the  gap 
between  them  was  so  small  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  (Government  itself  to  step 
in  and  bridge  it  over.    What  they  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  the  Prime  Minister 
or  the  ffinister  for  Education  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  that  that  statement  correctly 
described     the     position     to-day.     He 
thonght  that  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment left  out  of  account  the  position  of 
the  Roman  Catholics.    At  any  rate,  the 
passage  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's 
speech  to   which  he   referred   did  not 
aHude  to  them.    It  was  confined  to  the 
Nonconformists  and  to  the  members  of 
the  C^hurch  of  England.    But  the  question 
with  which  the  debate  started  and  which 
still  remained  unanswered,  though  put  by 
his  right  hon.  friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  was  whether  the  statement 
of  the, Prime  Minister  correctly  repre- 
sented the  position.    It  might  be  that  he 
thought  it  represented  the  position,  but 
irhen  he  used  those  words  the  other  day, 
did  they  correctly  represent  the  position  ? 
That  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  thought 
they  did,  they  one  and  all  recognised  to 
the  full    But  they  had  seen  the  corres- 
pondence which  appeared  on  Saturday  in 
the  newspapers,   and  there  was  grave 
reason  to  doubt  that  the  (Government  had 
Teally  brought  the  two  parties  so  closely 
together  as  they  thought.    Throughout 
the  debate  they  had  seen  that  those  who 
were  accustomed  to  act  together  in  the 
closest  harmony  in  that  House  had  found 
tiiemselvea  talang  different  views  of  this 
solution,  and  they  all  of  them  had  to  do 
4e  best  they  could  under  very  difficult 
ciicamstances.       But     surely     it    was 
material    for    them    to  Ic^ow  whether 
what  was  within  this  Bill  offered  the 
means  of  enduring    peace,     and     also 
what  was   the   present   position  of  the 
negotiations.      As    his  noble  friend  the 
Hember    for    Mary!ebone    had    pointed 
<mt,  this    Bill    was  not    merely    as    a 
whole  a  balanced  settlement,  but  clause 
was  balanced   against   clause,   and,    as 
fte  Prime  Jfinister  himself  had  pointed 
out,  Clause  1  was  the  great  concession  to 


Nonconf'^.rmist  opinion.  It  wap,  there* 
fore,  very  material  to  know  what  was 
expected  to  be  received  in  return  for 
what  they  gave,  what  it  was  they  were  to 
get  elsewhere  in  the  Bill,  and  what  was 
the  price  to  be  paid.  They  ought  to 
know  whether  the  Archbishop  and  Ms 
friends  would  receive  in  the  later  portions 
of  the  Bill  the  considerations  which  they 
thought  they  were  promised  when  they 
consented  to  become  parties  to  this 
settlement.  He  pressed  for  an  answer 
to  the  question  whether  the  position  of 
the  negotiations  was  as  hopeful  now  as 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
whether  the  grave  doubts  expressed  in 
the  Archbishop's  letter  on  Saturday  had 
been  removed  in  the  course  of  the  negotia- 
tions since.  Might  he  say  one  word  as 
to  the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholics  % 
Of  course,  they  knew  nothing  of  what  had 
passed  between  the  (Jovernment  and  the 
authorities  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
but  it  was  evident  to  anybody  who 
wanted  a  solution  of  this  question,  that 
the  Grovemment  had  not  only  to  effect  a 
settlement  reasonable  and  satisfactory  to 
Nonconformists  and  to  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  but  also  one  which 
would  be  reasonable  and  satisfactory  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  also.  He  regretted  that 
an  hon.  Member  opposite  had  made  an 
attack  upon  his  noble  friend  Lord 
Rothschild  which  was  wholly  unnecessary 
and  irrelevant.  It  was  an  abuse  of  the 
hon.  Member's  position  to  make  insinua- 
tions that  seemed  all  the  more  reprehen- 
sible and  all  the  less  pardonable  when 
they  recollected  that  the  communion  to 
which  Lord  Rothschild  belonged  main- 
tained at  considerable  expense  their  own 
special  schools.  Any  member  of  the 
Jewish  commimion  would  recognise  that 
the  services  of  Lord  Rothschild,  with  his 
family,  to  those  schools  were  such  as 
should  protect  him  against  the  insinua- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member.  It  was 
necessary  to  have  a  solution,  if  it  was  to 
be  enduring,  which  would  be  reasonable 

and  satisfactory  to  all  those  bodies.  But 
they  were  asking  all  who  had  grave 
doubts  about  the  possibility  of  arriving 
at  a  settlement,  and  all  who  were  witiiont 
knowledge  as  to  the  present  position  of 
the  negotiations  on  various  points,  to 
accept  now  what  was  the  foundation  of 
the  whole  scheme.    He  earnestly  desired 
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a  settlement,  and  he  put  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment whether,  by  withholding  informa- 
tion of  this  kind,  they  would  really 
promote  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  He 
thought  that  in  a  matter  of  this  character 
the  Government  ought  to  deal  frankly 
and  fully  with  the  House,  and  play  with 
all  the  cards  on  the  table. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  said  there  was  no 
objection  whatever  to  replying  to  the 
inquiries  made  by  both  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  he  proposed  to  answer 
them  in  a  few  words.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Worces- 
tershire had  asked  him  whether  they  were 
as  hopeful  now  as  they  were  last  week  of 
arriving  at  a  settlement  of  this  question. 
He  would  tell  him  emphatically  that  they 
were.  They  had  no  reason  to  believe 
the  contrary.  If  either  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  could  tell  him  that  he  had 
information  from  the  Archbishop  autho- 
rising him  to  say  that  he  did  not  agree 
to  the  passing  of  this  subsection  imtil 
they  had  finally  closed  up  in  water-tight 
form  every  detail  and  every  minor  point 
as  respected  the  amount  of  grants,  the 
pooling  of  grants,  and  the  rents,  then  he 
could  only  say  that  was  new  information 
which  he  received  with  great  appre- 
hension. But  he  had  no  ground  for 
believing  that  anything  of  the  kind 
existed.  The  latest  knowledge  he  had 
led  him  to  believe  that  the  Archbishop 
was  not  prepared  to  destroy  the  Bill  at 
the  present  moment  because  they  had 
not  arrived  at  a  complete  agreement  as 
to  the  financial  clauses.  There  was 
nothing  new  in  the  correspondence  on 
Saturday.  The  Archbishop,  when  the 
Government  introduced  their  Bill,  stated 
in  his  letter  the  fact  that,  as  regarded  the 
money,  he  could  not  give  a  final  reply. 
There  was  nothing  new  in  that.  The 
Archbishop  had  said  exactly  the  same 
thing  before.  The  Government  were 
going  into  these  details  with  those  who 
represented  the  English  Church,  or  they 
thought  represented  the  English  Church, 
and  he  hoped  that,  before  they  had  done 
with  this  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
they  would  be  able  to  state  definitely 
whether  the  representatives  of  the  Church 
did  or  did  not  agree  with  the  terms  of  the 
Bill.  But  they  could  only  proceed  with 
one  subsection  at  a  time,  and  he  was 
asking  the  House  to  do  a  perfectly  justifi- 

J/r.  Austen  Chumherlaxn. 


able  thing,  namely,  to  pass  the  first  fab- 
section,  when  he  said  that  all  outAtandiiig 
features  had  been  settled,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  provision  in  regard  to 
rents,  the  figures  as  to  the  granta,  and 
certain  matters  of  minor  interpretatioa. 
It  would  be  entirely  contrary  to  tht 
practice  of  the  House  to  say  that  they 
would  not  take  this  first  subaectioa 
because  there  might  be  some  outstanding 
features  that  could  be  discussed  later  on. 
not  only  on  the  Committee  stage,  but  on 
the  Report  stage.  [Opposition  cries  of 
"Will  they  be  discussed!"]  He 
ventured  to  say  that  these  important 
matters  would  be  discussed  on  the  Report 
stage,  and  the  Government  had  no  wish 
to  prevent  their  being  discussed  oa  the 
Report  stage. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERIJLIX 
pointed  out  that  whilst  they  could  reduce 
the  grants  on  the  Report  stage,  there 
was  no  power,  even  the  Goverainent 
had  not  the  power,  to  move  an  increase 
of  them.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  have  that  in  hu 
mind. 

Mr.  RUNCTMAN  said  he  had  th*t 
in  mind.  What  thev  were  now 
discussing  was  the  first  subsection  of 
Clause  1.  The  other  point  raised  br 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  li 
they  passed  this  clause,  they  would  be 
taking  an  irrevocable  step.  He  vtf 
not  asking  them  to  take  an  irrevocable 
step.  They  never  took  an  irrevocable 
step  on  the  Committee  Stage  of  tb^ 
BiU.  He  was  not  quite  sure  that,  if 
they  gave  to  the  contract ing-out  schoc^ 
far  more  than  they  did  in  the  schedmk, 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  wooU 
even  then  vote  for  it,  for  he  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected 
to  the  principles  of  the  Bill  as  it  ww 
framed.  All  he  could  sav  was  tbat 
they  were  doing  their  best  to  cloec  Tip 
the  small  points,  and  they  ought  aot 
to  be  prevented  from  getting  subeectwe 
(1)  of  this  clause,  merely  because  tb*'' 
were  now  discussing  and  hoped  to  sgrr^ 
on  other  points. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  whether  ^ 
had  any  information  that  the  Archbishop 
was  unwilling  to  pass  bubeection  (1),  <^ 
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WB8  in  a  moodwhicli  would  make  a  settle- 
ment of  later  clauses  difficult.    It  was 
not  lie  who  was  in  communication  with 
the  Archbishop  ;  it  was  not  he  who  had 
had  correspondence  with  his  Grace ;  it  was 
not  he  who  was  the  authorised  channel  of 
the  Archbishop's  views  in  that  House, 
and  he  could  do  no  more  than  give  the 
impression    left    on    his    mind    by    the 
correspondence.    Anybody  who  had  read 
that  correspondence  with  an  impartial 
eye  must  be  aware  that  it  showed  that 
the  Archbishop   was  deeply  disquieted 
about  what  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
seemed  to  regard  as  details  of  the  Bill. 
They  were  not  details,  but  essential  things 
aa  to  which  the  Archbishop  said  there 
was  to  be  a  settlement.    Even  some  of  the 
speeches  made  on  the  other  side  offered 
sufficient  warning  that  there  might  be 
grave  doubts  as  to  whether  a  settlement 
really  could   be   arrived   at   upon   this 
BiD.    Let  them  assume  for  the  sake  of 
argument  that  they  came  to  terms  with 
the  Archbishop.     There  was  still  left  the 
question  as  regarded  Roman  Catholics. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  to   discuss  the 
subsection  on  those  terms  but,  accepting 
the  premise  it  was  not  treating  them 
fairly  to  suggest  that  they  were  now 
discussing    the    principles    which    the 
Archbishop     was     anxious     or     ready 
to    see     pass     and    that     other    out- 
standing differences   were   questions   of 
detail.    That   was  really  not   so.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman   said  they  must 
dal  with    each    subsection    by    itself. 
That  was  precisely  in  contradiction  to 
what  was  said  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  himself 
on  the    Second    Reading.     They    then 
said :  "  You  cannot  treat  these  questions 
by  themselves.     They  are   all  part   of 
one   organic    settlement.     You    cannot 
pass  one  without  accepting  the  other. 
You  cannot  drop  one  without  affecting 
the  other."    Accepting  that  view  of  the 
Bill  he  asked  what  was  the  organic  sett^e- 
nient.    Was  it  the   BiU  as  it  appeared 
before  them  ?     They  knew  it  was  not. 
They  knew  that  conclusively  from  the 
correspondence.     They  knew  that  in  this 
organic  settlement  they  could  not  discuss 
one  fraction  without  knowing  what  the 
other   fractions    were;    it  was    like    a 
teaselated  pavement,  each  portion  of  which 
depended  upon  the  others ;  they  were  at 


all  events  aware  that  while  there  might 
be  agreement  that  this  subsection  should 
pass  if  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill  were 
satisfactory,  there  was  no  agreement 
that  it  should  pass  if  the  other  sub- 
sections were  unsatisfactory.  The  whole 
correspondence  with  the  Archbishop 
and  the  Bishop  of  London  showed  that 
the  other  integral  portions  of  this  balanced 
arrangement  were  not  settled.  When  the 
Government  told  them  that  this  was  an 
arrangement  which  must  be  taken  or 
left  as  a  whole,  it  was  the  most  plain 
and  obvious  corollary  that  they  should 
know  what  the  whole  was  of  which, 
this  subsection  was  a  part.  It  was 
not  true  that  the  other  thing  was  a 
matter  of  detail.  It  was  not  true  that 
the  amount  of  money  which  the  Romaa 
Catholics  got  was  a  detail.  It  was  not 
true  that  the  terms  on  which  entry 
was  to  be  carried  out  or  the  terms 
on  which  transfer  was  to  take  place 
were  details.  They  were  essential  and 
fundamental  parts  of  one  big  bargain^ 
and  while  he  still,  unhappily,  had  his 
doubts  as  to  whether  even  if  they  carried 
out  the  bargain  they  would  have  .a 
settlement,  everyone  admitted  that  if 
they  did  not  carry  out  the  bargain 
they  could  not  have  a  settlement.  It 
was  perfect  folly  to  part  with  one  half 
of  the  bargain  until  they  knew  what 
the  other  half  was.  That  seemed  to 
him  so  plain  and  so  obvious  a  fact  that 
common  fairness  of  dealing  between 
the  Government  and  the  Committee 
required  them  to  tell  the  Committee  how 
they  thought  they  could  meet  the 
claims  of  the  Archbishop  and  the 
Bishop  of  London  on  the  one  side  and 
the  Roman  Catholics  on  the  other, 
before  they  passed  from  the  subsection. 
It  seemed  so  plain  that  he  was  amazed 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not 
see  the  thing  in  the  same  light.  He 
was  not  conscious  of  having  put  before 
them  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  paradox. 
The  whole  argument  of  such  observa- 
tions as  he  had  laid  before  them  was 
based  upon  the  Prime  Minister's  own 
declaration  that  this  was  a  self-contained 
scheme,  indefensible  in  each  of  its  parts 
but  defensible  regarded  as  a  whole.. 
Then  they  must  know  the  whole,  and! 
the  Government  were  most  gravely 
to  blame  in  asking  them  to  discuss  any 
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of  the  parts  until  they  were  absolutely  | 
assttied  that  the  whole  was  that  self- 
contained,  harmonious,  and  organic  urity 
which  alone  would  justify  the  House 
in  hoping  against  hope  that  it  was  to  be  a 
final  settlement  of  the  question. 

Mr.  MADDISON  (Burnley)  entirely 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  as  to  the  view  put 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  namely,  that  this 
was  a  self-contained  scheme,  and  that 
as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was  not  a  Bill  at 
all,  and  he  did  not  regard  it  as  a  Bill 
but  as  a  mere  bargain.  When  he  heard 
that,  he  felt  himself  totally  unable  to 
vote  for  the  Second  Reading,  because  he 
did  not  believe  in  the  bargain,[and  if  he 
had  voted  for  the  Second  Reading  he 
should  not  have  been  free  to  alter  this  or 
the  other  part  of  the  bargain  that  did  not 
«uit  him.  He  had  never  felt  more  humili- 
ated in  his  life  than  that  afternoon. 
They  had  been  discussing  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury.  He  had  come  there 
foolishly  thinking  that  it  was  a  Bill. 
They  had  had  any  amount  of  talk  about 
the  Archbishop  and  occasionally  a  Catholic 
Archbishop  had  been  brought  in,  and  on 
one  solitary  occasion  he  believed  there 
was  a  reference  to  the  Nonconformist 
leaders.  They  seemed  to  have  receded 
into  the  dim  and  distant  past.  The 
person  who  was  substantial  and  real  was 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.  It  would 
help  their  debates  if  the  Minister  for 
Education  would  get  a  certificate  from 
the  Archbishop  for  each  clause  that  he 
could  read  out  and  then  there  would  be 
no  doubt  about  it.  The  other  alternative 
was  to  give  the  Archbishop  a  seat  on 
that  bench  and  then  perhaps  he  would 
epeak  for  himself.  After  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  as  he 
understood  it,  he  was  still  carrying  out  his 
bargain.  It  was  always  difficult  to  deal 
with  bishops;  when  they  got  to  arch- 
bishops it  was  nearly  impossible,  and  when 
the  Archbishop  had  not  made  up  his 
mind  he  was  in  a  dilemma.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  under  an  entire  mis- 
apprehension. Hon.  Members  had  not 
read  the  Bill.  This  was  a  Bill  to  make 
proper  provision  with  respect  to  elemen- 
tary education  and  not  elementary 
religion  If  they  kept  to  education 
they  would  have  no  need  of  the  Arch- 
bishop. 

Mr,  A.  J.  BaVaur. 


Mr.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.)  said  that 
no  one  could  deny  that  the  clause  and  xht 
Amendment  raised  a  point  of  enonnoa» 
interest  to  all  voluntary  schools  and  of 
particular    interest   to   the    schools    in 
which      he     and      his      friends     were 
interested.      They     did     not     pretend 
to  be  exactly  the  spokesmen  of  En$;- 
lish   Catholics,   but   they  claimed   that 
they  were  speaking  in  a  particular  manner 
for  the  Irish  Catholics  in  this  country. 
If  those  of  Irish  extraction  were  taken  fr<  <n 
the   schools   and  the  congregation  thtj 
might  as  well  shut  up  the  greater  part 
of  the  Catholic  churches  and  schools  of 
the  country.     The  figures  given  the  othir 
night  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Chichester  as  to  the  position  of  Catholic 
schools  in  this  coimtry  were  di8ma!,but  h* 
did  not  think  they  overstated  the  caa^. 
As  he  listened  to  those  figures  and  to 
the  debate  he  could  not  help  regretting 
that  the  compromise  practically  arrivwi 
at   two    years    ago    by    the    ingenuitr 
and  the  ability  of  his  friends  and  of  tk 
Chief    Secretary   was   not    carried    oat 
He  very  much  feared  they  would  never  (fft 
a  settlement  of  the  Catholic  question  to 
favourable  to  the  schools  for  which  thej 
spoke.    He  hoped  the  last  word  had  no* 
been  spoken.     He  asked  Nonconformist 
Members  to  recollect  that  they  had  suffered 
much  in  the  past  for  their  principles,  and 
he  hoped   they  would  not  inflict  upon 
Catholics  further  injustice.     By  oflerin^c 
them  a  system  of  education  which  thtj 
could  not  accept  they  were  offering  them 
an    impossibility    and    imposing    fresli 
disabilities    upon    them.     He    appeakd 
to  them.    They  had  an  honourable  rr* 
cord  of  which  they  might  be  proud^aiyi 
he  asked  them  to  approach  the  vhok 
of  this  question  in  the  same  spirit  in 
which  they  had  solved  the  qoestioa  of 
University  education  in  Ireland. 

♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigai' 
said  he  did  not  think  he  shoo^l 
be  adequately  doing  his  duty  to  hit 
constituents  if  he  did  not  propourf* 
a  few  words  at  this  stage  of  tke 
discussion.  It  seemed  to  him  tkst 
this  quasi  agreement  was  of  a  remaikiUt 
and  precarious  character.  On  the  ov« 
hand  they  had  concessions  made  br  tW 
friends  of  the  voluntary  schoob  wkiA 
were  of  an  assured  and  certain  chsrscttr. 
r.nd  on  the  other  hand  they  had  proposaU 
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made  bv  the  Government  with  regard  to 
contracting-out  which  were  of  a  most 
onoertain  and  doubtful  character,  and 
which    must    necessarily    create    some 
aoxiety  in  the  minds  of  the  supporters 
of  voluntary  schools.    There   was  un- 
certainty as  to  both  the  amount  and  the 
permanency  of  the  grant  to  contracted- 
oot    schools.     It    was    quite     possible 
that    some     time    in    the     future    a 
Government      might      be      in      power 
which,     viewing  contracted-out   schools 
with  abhorrence,  would  discontinue  the 
grint.     He    would    not    be   doing    his 
duty  as   Vice-President    in   association 
with  Lord    Halifax    of    the    Yorkshire 
Ecraae    of    Laymen  if    he  did  not  say 
from  his    certain    knowledge  that  thei:e 
was    a     most    profound    anxiety   felt 
throughout   the  Northern  Province  on 
this  subject.     He  had  a  great  desire  for  a 
KtUement  that  would  at  least  last  for 
mae  years.    Unless   any   arrangement 
arrived  at  met  with  the  support  of  all 
parties  it  could  not  be  permanent,  and 
thev  would  find  themselves  in  an  even 
worse  position  in  the  course  of  the  next 
year  or  two  than  that  they  were  in  now. 
He  felt  very  keenly  that  these  discussions 
were  injurious  to  the  cause  of  education 
which  must  play  a  great   part   in  the 
prosperity  or  decadence  of  this  nation. 

Mr.  STUART  (Sunderland)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
to  give  the  Committee  some  information 
ts  to  how  far  this  was  and  was  not  an 
ftgroed  measure.  He  was  extremely 
desirous  of  passing  this  compromise, 
hecause  he  wished  to  have  peace  in  the 
educational  world  for  some  little  time 
»t  least.  He  thought  both  sides  were 
giving  up  something  and  getting  some- 
thing, but  what  he  wanted  to  know 
was  whether  if  he  endeavoured  to  amend 
the  Bill  he  would  endanger  it  by  trenching 
^ipon  the  compromise.  He  wished  to 
bow  how  far  this  was  an  agreed  Bill. 
Rf  instance,  he  would  like  to  know 
^'hether  there  was  anything  in  the  recent 
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was  not  reduced  to  half  an  hour.  Woidd 
he  be  at  liberty  to  vote  for  that  diminu- 
tion without  endangering  the  com- 
promise ?  There  were  many  things  he 
would  like  amende  J  which  he  would 
not  risk  moving  Amendments  upon  if 
it  would  endanger  the  Bill.  He  thought 
they  might  be  taken  a  little  more  into 
the  confidence  of  the  Grovernment.  In 
the  year  1884  when  there  was  a  dispute 
between  Lords  and  Commons  about  the 
extension  of  the  agricultural  franchise 
and  the  redistribution  of  seats  there 
was  an  agreement  arrived  at  between 
the  members  of  the  Government  and 
the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  very  same  difficulty  arose  as 
the  one  with  which  they  were  now  face 
to  face.  He  wanted  to  know  from  the 
Government  how  much  of  this  measure 
was  capable  of  being  altered  and  how 
much  was  absolutely  agreed  upon.  Speak- 
ing as  one  who  was  urgently  desirous  of 
accommodating  himself  to  the  carrying 
through  of  this  compromise  he  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  thd 
pressure  which  was  being  put  upon  the 
Grovernment  On  this  point. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  agreed  that  there  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  the  view  that 
the  Government  should  tell  the  House 
how  much  was  agreed  and  how  much 
was  not  agreed.  They  also  required 
enlightening  as  to  the  precise  terms  upon 
which  contracting-out  was  to  be  arranged. 
From  a  business  point  of  view,  even  if  the 
contracting-out  terms  were  satisfactory 
this  subsection  would  be  open  to  the  same 
objections.  He  looked  upon  contract- 
ing-out as  a  great  evil  under  any  circum- 
stances, and  under  the  Bill  it  would  take 
place  in  exactly  the  places  where  it  was 
least  needed — namely,  where  there  were 
other  schools.  That  seemed  eminently 
undesirable.  He  wanted  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  case  which  seemed  to  him  to 
have  been  rather  neglected  hitherto  by 
those  who  had  been  carrying  on  these 
negotiations  on  behalf  of  the  Qiurch,  the 
case  of  the  single  school  areas  where  there 
was  going  to  be  no  alternative  to  con- 
tracting-out. There  this  subsection 
would  be  the  death-warrant  of  the  non- 
provided  schools.  The  only  course  open 
to  these  schools  was  to  become  provided 
schools  and  come  under  the  Act.    He  did 
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not  wish  to  argue  the  point  on  its  merits, 
but  if  it  were  not  part  of  the  bargain 
nobody  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  would  support  this  proposal 
for  a  moment.  It  was  a  quite  unten- 
able position  to  the  majority  of  those 
interested  in  denominational  teaching 
in  the  single-school  areas.  They  would 
find  if  this  Bill  passed  into  law  that 
instead  of  having  denominational  teach- 
ing in  those  schools  which  were 
built  for  that  purpose  facilities  for  such 
teaching  would  be  reduced  almost  to  a 
nullity.  It  seemed  to  be  supposed  that 
it  would  be  quite  easy  in  those  schools 
to  get  that  denominational  teaching 
given,  but  in  scattered  districts  where 
there  were  many  schools  in  a  single 
parish  and  the  clergymen  had  more 
work  than  they  could  get  through  and 
where  the  headmaster  might  be  un- 
willing to  give  the  teaching,  the  facility 
for  giving  that  teaching  in  those  schools 
would  amount  to  very  little  indeed, 
and  the  whole  purpose  for  which  the 
school  was  built  would  have  been  de- 
stroyed. Then  there  was  the  question  of 
expense.  They  were  going  to  ask  the 
denomination  to  pay  for  the  religious 
teaching  and  they  were  to  pay 
them  rent  for  the  schools.  What  was 
the  difference  between  the  Bill  and  the 
present  law  in '  this  respect  ?  In  both 
cases  the  school  was  owned  by  the  deno- 
mination or  the  trust  and  utilised  by  the 
local  education  authority.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  rent  was  not  paid,  but  in  future 
rent  would  be  paid,  but  they  would  not 
have  the  same  right  of  giving  denomina- 
tional teaching.  Under  these  new  pro- 
posals the  denominational  teaching 
would  be  less,  and  there  would  be  a 
considerable  balance  to  the  owners  or 
trustees  of  those  schools  after  they  had 
paid  the  local  education  authority  for 
that  particular  portion  of  the  teachers' 
salary  devoted  to  denominational  in- 
struction. Where  was  that  to  come 
from  ?  He  should  like  to  ask  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Education  if 
there  were  anv  actuarial  statistics  to 
show  the  additional  cost  which  would 
fall  upon  the  rates.  People  in  the  rural 
districts  would  see  that  while  their  child- 
ren were  not  receiving  the  same  religious 
instruction  as  before  their  rates  would 
be  heavily  increased.  This  would  not 
bo    acceptable    in    those    districts,    and 

ViseaufU  Hehndey. 


especially  in  the  single-school  dutrirU 
They  could  not  expect  the  ownen  o 
those  schools  to  be  willing  to  give  than 
up  to  the  local  authority  without  rao^ 
unless  similar  facilities  for  religious  ia 
struction  were  given  as  hitherto.  Ui 
these  grounds  he  would  vote  for  thi 
Amendment. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  (Norfolk,  X-W  ] 
said  he  was  sure  the  bulk  of  hon.  Men 
bers  would  feel  regret  at  the  tone  whicl 
this  discussion  had  taken.  He  hi^J 
endeavoured  to  follow  the  debate  u 
order  to  obtain  some  idea  of  the  pnii* 
ciple  upon  which  this  proposal  wii 
based.  The  noble  Lord  asked  whetbri 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  assented 
to  this  subsection,  and  his  right  hon^ 
friend  replied  that  he  had  assented  to  \x^ 
although  reluctantly. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  I  am  afraid  thu 
I  failed  to  make  myself  clear  to  the  bfC 
Gentleman.  The  whole  point  of  mj 
speech  was  that  we  have  no  ground  Ust 
thinking  that  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury assented  to  this  subsection  except 
upon  certain  terms,  and  that  we  are  not 
sure,  in  fact  we  have  every  reason  ti» 
believe  that  he  was  not  satisfied  vith 
the  terms  proposed. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  :  The  noWe 
Lord  distinctly  said  that  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  had  reluctantly  assented. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :    ConditionaDy. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE:  On  tlw 
conditio  is  set  forth  here.  [Orroamoi 
cries  of  **No,"]  Certainly,  so  far  *« 
he  was  aware  that  assent  to  the  £nt 
subsection  depende<l  upon  what^  W 
believed,  was  the  substance  of  the  wk>fe 
debate,  namely,  the  amount  of  gruit  b* 
be  allowed  to  the  contnu»ted-out  srbo»I»- 
The  answer  given  by  the  Presideot  (»f 
the  Board  of  Education  was  all  tW 
answer  he  could  give  on  the  matur* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  tbe 
correspondence  between  the  Pniw 
Minister  and  the  Archbishop  of  OMitrf- 
bury  which  showed  plainly  that  t^ 
actual  financial  conditions  had  not  becfi 
finally  settled.  He  gathered  from  tk 
correspondence  that  this  was  stiD  ^ 
open    question,    and    he    tbotigkt    tk*^ 
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tion  of  doing  justice  to  the  denominations 
who  desired  in  part  or  in  whole  to  con- 
tract out,  then  he  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  come  to  a  division  on  that 
question  which  was  admitted  to  be  un- 
settled. He  felt,  as  one  who  voted  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  measure,  that  it 
was  not  open  to  him  to  move  any  Amend- 
ment affecting  vital  principles  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  felt  at  liberty  to  put  down  Amend- 
ments affecting  the  administration  or 
the  machinerj  of  the  Bill,  with  due  regard 
to  questions  of  principle.  H  his  right 
hon.  friend  pointed  out  that  any  of 
the  Amendments  he  put  down  was  going* 
contrary  to  what  was  regarded  as  a 
principle  involved,  he  should  feel  in 
honour  bound  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. That  was  the  spirit  in  which  he 
thought  the  Bill  should  be  approached 
by  those  who  voted  for  the  Second 
Reading.  Those  who  did  not  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  were 
free  to  take  what  course  they  pleased. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  was 
antagonistic  to  the  Bill,  not  particularly 
because  of  the  compromise — he  would 
have  been  equally  antagonistic  to  the 
Bill  which  was  withdrawn — but  because 
he  was  a  strong  and  logical  supporter  of 
the  purely  secular  position.  He  could 
understand  hon.  Members  who  supported 
the  secular  position  ;  he  thought  they 
were  perfectly  justified  in  taking  up  that 
position ;  but  if  those  who  supported  the 
Second  Reading  in  the  hope  that  they 
might  be  able  to  come  to  a  reasonable 
settlement  attempted  to  bring  in  Amend- 
ments which  distinctly  conflicted  with 
the  main  principles  of  the  Bill  they  showed 
either  that  their  vote  in  the  first  instance 
was  given  under  a  misapprehension,  or 
that  they  had  seen  reason  to  alter  their 
minds  in  that  respect.  He  assured  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  they  were  not 
alone  in  the  conviction  that  a  clause  like 
this  was  going  to  work  mischief  in  some 
respects.  They  were  told  from  that  side 
of  the  House  the  same  thinif.  but  if  con- 
of 


mi 

iHoold  have  satisfied  the  House  that, 
vhilst  that  was  a  debatable  point,  his 
„  it  hon.  friend  could  give  no  further 
bformation  at  this  stage.  But  did  not 
'tii&t  bring  the  discussion  down  to  a 
Irtrtain  number  of  shillings  that  would 
Licttle  or  unsettle  the  whole  question  t 
nt  understood  the  desire  of  the  Leader 
I  el  the  Opposition  and  others  who  had 
►  ^ken  was  to  know  exactly  on  what 
Wis  the  contracting- out  grant  was  to 
W  Sxed.  Surely,  if  there  was  nothing 
'  B  this  contrac  ting-out  clause  beyond 
tbe  question    of    a    few    shillings,    that 

idonkl  not  be  used  as  a  means  of  wrecking 
tiiis  arrangement,  which  seemed  to  be 
fte  object  of  some  hon.  Members  who 
W  addressed  the  House.  The  noble 
i  Uitd  had  said  that  information  had  been 
!  rsnn   that    the    Nonconformists    whom 

i'  it  himself  represented  were  determined 
tD  make  no  further  concessions.  He 
ibaald  like  to  point  out  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  they  had  no  knowledge  what- 
tnr,  any  more  than  the  House 
kjKierally,  of  the  terms  of  contrac  ting- out. 
R[e  was  quite  sure  unless  it  could  be 
fiown  that  these  terms  were  altogether 
,  iniiiequate  that  was  a  point  on  which 
wAty  would  be  sorry  to  wreck  the  Bill, 
fniey  must,  however,  put  this  limitation 

(npoQ  that  statement — they  did  feel  that 
the  denomiu-tions  who  claimed  the 
,  hberty  which  contracting-out  would  give 
Lt^m  should  be  prepared  to  give  some- 
■tisg,  as  they  had  professed  themselves 
'  villmg  to  do,  for  that  hberty.  With  that 
,  limitation  he  was  quite  sure  that  hon. 
I  Mnnberson  thitsideof  theHousewould, 
L  » fir  as  the  financial  question  was  con- 
I  Rmed.  meet  it  with  an  open  mind  and  a 
Hoiie  to  get  at  what  was  fair  and  reason- 
Tabk  as  between  all  the  parties.  So 
.  much  had  been  introduced  into  this  dis- 

I'  flusion  that  if  he  were  to  attempt  to 
faDow  the  ai^uments  of  the  speakers 
opposite  he  was  afraid  that  he  should 
cmbaTk  on  a  Second  Reading  debate, 
nther  than  confine  himself  to  the  dis- 
fnsnon  of  Clause  1.     If  the  clause  was 
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than  once  his  sympathy  for  the  Catholic 
position.  He  hoped  his  Catholic  friends 
would  remember  that  they  made  claims 
in  regard  to  education  in  this  country 
which  they  did  not  make  in  other 
countries,  or,  if  they  made  them,  they 
did  not  obtain.  When  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  friends  pleaded  for  the  Catholic 
consciences  to  be  respected,  they  must 
make  a  similar  appeal  to  Catholics. 
Whefi  Catholics  attempted  to  impose 
conditions,  and  said  that  they  must 
have  a  Catholic  atmosphere  in  their 
schools,  he  thought  they  were  putting 
a  tax  upon  them  which  it  was  impossible 
to  meet,  however  willing. 

Lord  EDMUND  TAI.BOT  (Sussex, 
Chichester) :  The  Catholics  of  this 
country  found  the  land  on  which  their 
schools  are  built,  and  they  paid  for  the 
buildings. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  said  he  could 
not  answer  the  noble  Lord  on  that  ques- 
tion without  being  led  far  from  the 
Amendment  and  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  called  to  order  by  the  Chairman. 
He  would  simply  say  that  Catholics  in 
demanding  conditions  which  they  did 
not  obtain  from  other  English-speaking 
races  were  putting  them  to  a  test 
to  which  they  could  not  fairly  respond. 
He  believed  the  Grovemment  were  willing 
to  deal  with  the  Catholic  schools  as 
liberally  as  the  circumstances  would 
allow.  He  trusted  his  hon.  friends 
would  not  take  up  the  position  of  endea- 
vouring to  wreck  the  Bill  on  the  con- 
tracting-out  clause.  If  they  did  so, 
they  were  bound  to  ofier  some  other 
solution  than  that  which  was  before  the 
Committee  at  the  present  moment.  He 
thought  it  was  most  unfortunate  that 
on  this  clause,  the  main  principle  of 
"vi^hich  had  been  sanctioned  on  the  Second 
Reading,  they  had  had  a  discussion 
which  did  not  bode  well  for  the  future 
progress  of  the  Bill  through  the  House. 
He  believed  there  was  a  large  and  in- 
creasing number  of  people  in  the  country 
who  saw  in  this  Bill  a  suggested  mode  of 
I3ttlement  which  was  on  the  whole  in 
the  complicated  character  of  our  educa- 
ti<m  system  the  fairest  which  could  be 
obtained.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  address  itself  to  the  Bill  not  as 
a  positively  agreed  measure,  but  as  a 

Sir  George  Whiie. 


largely  agreed  measure.  He  belietw 
all  outstanding  matters  were  capabk  o 
adjustment  if  the  House  wooid  con 
tinue  to  pursue  the  course  ia  regart 
to  the  Bill  which  they  pursued  on  tlw 
Second  Reading. 

Sib  WILLLiM  ANSON  (Oxford  Uni. 
versity)  said  he  should  like  to  state  tin 
diffioidties  which   presented  themaelvei 
to  the  minds  of  himself  and  his  hmx. 
friends  when  considering  how  they  wen 
to  vote  on  this  subsection.    The  sub- 
section embodied  one  side  of  a  bargain. 
The  compromise  as  it  had  been  caDed,  oc 
the  agreed  Bill,  depended  on  the  one  side 
on  the  surrender  of  the  voluntary  schooli, 
and  on  the  other  side  upon  certain  other 
conditions  as  to  right  of  entry,  transfex. 
and  contracting-out.    What   they  wvre 
asked  to  do  in  dealing  with  tlus  sub- 
section was  to  embody  in  the  Bill  the 
surrender  of  the  voluntary  schools.    A£ 
this  moment  the  Committee  knew  nothmx 
of  two  very  important  matters  aboat 
which  they  ought  to  be  informed  if  thi^ 
Bill  was  to  be  considered  as  a  iampn»- 
mise.    The  terms  of  transfer  were  still 
matter  of  negotiation  outside  the  House. 
Contracting-out  also  was  still  matter  tif 
negotiation.    That  they   should   be  m* 
formed  about  contracting-out   was  th« 
more    important    because    general    dis- 
satisfaction had  been  expressed  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  with  the  practic«  of 
contracting-out.    It   was  a     dissatisisc- 
tion  which  he  himself  felt  profoundlj. 
Under  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  then 
would  be  no  opportunity  for  dis:Q8<inc 
the  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for   East  Mayo   had  put  down.    ThAt 
Amendment  would  have  led  to  the  coc- 
sideration  of  an  alternative  for  contnct- 
ing-out — an  alternative  which  he  shoiui 
have  liked  to  see  embodied  in  the  Bill 
The  Committee  would  be  precluded  as 
soon  as  this  subsection  was  pasted  fnm 
considering  the  new  clause  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  hai  girfi 
notice,  and  under  these  circuinstanc«f  it 
was  all  the  more  important  that  ikej 
should  know  what  were  the  cooditacM 
of    oontracting-out.      Were    they  soA 
as     would     impoverisE     the 
now,  and  still  more  hereafter,  or 
they  conditions  which  wymiU 
improve  the  figures  npm 
This   measure   had  been 
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tt  agreed  Bill  or  compromise.  They  were 
ttked  to  yote  one  portion  of  that  com- 
promise when  they  not  only  did  not 
mem  what  were  the  terms  of  the 
other  portion  but  when  the  contracting 
puties  ontside  did  not  know  themselves. 
He  called  attention  to  the  two  leading 
points  referred  to  by  the  Archbishop, 
viz.,  the  terms  offered  to  schools  which 
fleeted  to  contract-out  and  the  conditions 
ol  the  transfer.  On  these  points  the 
Aidibishop  stated  that  he  was  thoroughly 
^satisfied  with  what  had  been  stated  in 
tt  House  by  the  Minister  for  Education. 
Xcnr,  what  they  wanted  to  know  was 
viieilier  the  parties  were  agreed,  or 
fkther  there  was  any  reasonable  pro- 
bability that  they  would  be  agreed. 
Thoae  were  two  points  on  which  they 
(ragkt  to  be  satisfied  before  they  were 
ttked  to  vote  for  the  subsection. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Asquith, 
Fileshire,  E.)    said   he    regretted   that 
Le  waa  not  able  to  be  present  at  an  earlier 
part  of  the  sitting.    The  hon.  (Jentleman 
ud  made  a  very  fair  appeal  to  him,  and 
ke  would  do  his  best  to  respond.    He 
never  represented,  nor  did  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  that  this  was 
I  concluded  agreement,  signed,  sealed, 
aid  delivered ;    an  agreement  which  it 
^8  only  for  the  House  to  register.    He 
eipresaty-  guarded  himself  in  the  speech 
{or  the  Second  Reading  from  taking  any 
sQch  view  of  the  matter.    What  he  said 
ns  that  the  parties  concerned  had,  in 
tile  opinion  of  the  Government,  arrived 
vitlun  measurable  distance  of  a  settle- 
ment   They  believed  that  on  the  main 
pointr  of  principle  both  sides  were  pre- 
pared to  give  way,  and  that  under  those 
c<Hiditions  the   Government  had  made 
themselves  responsible  for  making  pro- 
posals which  they  hoped  would  form  a 
Ws  of  discussion,  and,  after  modifica- 
tion, if   modification    were    necessary, 
'rould  be  acceptable  to  both.    It  was  on 
that  understanding  that  the  House  read 
the  Bin  a  second  time.    They  were  now 
dealing  with  a  clause  which,  if  carried 
into  law,  would  give  the  local  authorities 
n  the  future  an  absolute  control  ovqr 
dl  aehools  to  the  expenses  of  which  the 
alia  had  contributei    That  was,  per- 
Ihe  main  part  of  the  sacrifice  or 
iVMrhplxe  Ohntcb  of  England 


made  to  the    Nonconformists    in    con- 
sideration of  the  later  clauses  of  the  Bill^ 
which    represented    the    concession    or 
sacrifice  which  the  Nonconformists  made 
to  the  Church.    The  hon.  Qentleman  waa 
quite  entitled  to  say  :   "  If  we  agree  to 
pass  this  clause,  are  you  satisfied,  or  can 
you    give    us    reasonable    ground    for 
believing,  that  the  other  part  of  the 
consideration   is   going  to   be   satisfied 
also  ?  "    What  was  the  essence  of  the 
consideration  moving  from  the  Noncon- 
formist side  ?    It  was  first  of  all,  the 
right  of  entry  conceded  by  Clause  2, 
and  as  to  which  he  repeated  that  if  there 
was     any     reasonable     doubt      as     to 
whether  it  was  adequately  safeguarded 
by  the   drafting   of  the   clause  in   ita 
present    form,    the    Government    were 
most  anxious  that  whatever  might  be 
obscure  should  be  made  clear,  and  that 
whatever  was  insufficient  should  be  made 
sufficient ;  and  the  second  head  or  branch 
of  the  consideration  moving  from  that 
side    was   imdoubtedly   the    system    of 
contracting-out.     There    again       certain 
clauses  of  the   Bill   provided  that  the 
contracting-out    schools    should    receive 
no  8uppoi:t  from  the  rates,  but  a  large 
part  of  their  expenditure  from  the  Ex- 
chequer.    They  regarded  it  as  essential 
to  this  proposed  compromise  that  there 
should  be,  in  consideration  of  the  clause 
now     imder     discussion,    an     effective 
right   of   entry   into    provided   schools^ 
guaranteed  to  the  denomination  on  the 
demand    of    an    adequate    number    of 
parents,    and   that   there   should   be   a 
system  of  contracting-out,  in  the  language 
agreed  to  between  the  Archbishop  and 
himself,  which  should  give  to  the  con- 
tracting-out schools  a  reasonable  prospect 
of   existence,    while   providmg,   at   the 
same  time,  that  some  substantial  part 
of  the  bill  should  be  borne  by  the   de- 
nomination.    That    was    the    compact^ 
so  far  as  there  was  one,  and  he  had  every 
reason  at  that  moment  to  hope  that  that 
part  of  the  consideration  would  be  ful- 
filled to  the  satisfaction  of  both  parties. 
He  could  not  say  that  there  was  at  the 
moment  a  concluded  agreement  in  regard 
to  the  precise  scale  fixed  in  the  schedules 
either  for  the  rent  to  be  paid  for  trans- 
ferred schools  or  the  scale  of  grants  to 
be   paid  in   respect   of   contracting-out 
schools.    That  was  a  matter  still  under 
discussion.    The  proposals  made  by  the 
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Government  he  believed  to  be  adequate 
for  the  purpose  and  that  they  would 
fulfil  what  was  agreed  with  the  Arch- 
bishop. In  regard  to  the  contracting-out 
schools,  in  effect  they  provided  that 
86  per  cent,  of  the  expenses  should  be 
paid  out  of  the  Exchequer,  leaving  only 
16  per  cent,  to  be  paid  by  the  denomina- 
tion. He  was  not  saying  whether  that 
was  right  or  wrong,  but  it  was  a  very 
much  larger  sum  paid  out  of  public 
funds  than  the  percentage  prior  to  the 
Act  of  1902,  which,  if  his  memory  served 
liim  correctly,  was  not  more  than  76 
per  cent.  That  was  their  proposition, 
and  they  were  still  awaiting  any  criticism 
in  regard  to  these  figures  which  had  been 
invited,  but  had  not  yet  come,  and  to 
which,  when  it  did  come,  they  would 
certainly  give  most  respectful  and  sym- 
pathetic consideration.  Beyond  that  he 
could  not  go.  He  agreed  that  the  clause 
to  which  they  were  asking  the  Hotise  to 
assent  necessitated  a  considerable  sacrifice 
of  the  position  hitherto  tenaciously  held 
by  the  Church,  but  it  was  in  consideration 
of  the  assurance  that  it  was  their  intention 
to  proceed  with  Clauses  2  and  3,  which 
involved  a  surrender  in  principle  of 
positions  as  tenaciously  held  by  the 
Nonconformists.  He  could  not  at  that 
moment  say  that  he  had  an  absolutely 
concluded  agreement,  but  he  had  the 
best  reason  to  hope  that  on  this  point 
also  an  agreement  would  be  made. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that  un- 
fortunately the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  present  at  the  beginning  of  the 
•discussion.  Of  course,  he  knew  that  the 
light  hon.  Grentleman  would  have  been 
present  if  h0  could  have  been.  He  was 
well  aware  of  how  heaw  the  burdens 
were  which  were  laid  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  necessity  of 
his  absenting  himself  from  some  portions 
of  their  discussions.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  not 
only  told  them  the  truth — that  he  need 
hardly  say — but  that  he  had  told  them 
the  whole  of  the  truth,  which  was  a 
much  more  important  thing. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  And  nothing  but  the 
truth. 

■       !» 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR:      But  is  the 

truth   really  satisfactory  ?     Could   they 
Mr.  Asqmth. 


say  that  they  were  voting  in  the  full 
knowledge   of   all   the   elements   which 
should  influence  their  judgment  ?    Th* 
Prime  Minister  must  feel  that  if  he  lud 
only  entered  upon  the  negotiations  at 
an  earlier  period,  or  had  deferred  di*- 
cussion  in  Committee  until  negotiatioiA 
had  reached  a  more  mature  stage,  tkf 
great  difficulty  in  which  they  now  found 
themselves  would    have    been   avoided. 
The  House  was  really  divided  into  two 
sections — the  optimists  and  the  peii8imi?'tK 
The  optimists  thought  the  Bill  wooia 
give  them  a  settlement.     The  pessimut*. 
of  whom  he  was  one,  doubted  it.    But 
was  it  an  unreasonable  protest  against 
the  course  of  the  Government  in  askiBf; 
them  to  deal  with  a  section  of  the  whole 
that  was  precise  and  clear,  while  leamuc 
in    obscurity    later    portions,    it    bcmu 
admitted  by  the   Prime   Minister  tlut 
he  had  not  yet  come  to  an  agreement 
with    the    Archbishop    of   CanterburT ! 
He  imagined  that  the  prospect  of  u 
agreement  with   the    Roman  Catholics 
to  whom  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  refer, 
was   even   more   dim.     The   right   hot. 
Gentleman  told  them  he  had  everv  hope 
that  he  would  be  able  to  ofier  such  term* 
in   regard  to   the   transferred   and  the 
contracting-out   schools  as   would  give 
reasonable    satisfaction,     but    he    had 
given  no  ground  for  that  hope,  and  the 
only   public    statement   they   had   hid 
from    the   Archbishop   was   profoundly 
hostile  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
most   unhappily   called    a   deuil.    The 
Archbishop   had   expressed   himself  in, 
as  he  thought,  a  most  gloomy  spirit  upiifi 
the    proposals    the    Government    still 
thought  fair,  and  there  was  not  a  single 
representative  of  the  Roman  Cath<tliii 
who  had  not  expressed,  in  the  stronic 
est     permissible    language,     hi^    belief 
that     this     couli     be     no     settlement. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  quite  ad- 
mitted   he    could    ask    for    no   further 
revelatioDS  from  the  Govemmenti  becaoM 
he  believed  they  had  no  farther  rereb- 
tions  to  give,   but  he  was  justified  in 
expressing  his  deep  resret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked   them  to    coim 
to  a  conclusion  on  this  qoestioo,  baforv 
all  those  interested  in   this   greal  uA 
bitter  controversy  bad   oome    to  aoc* 
agreement  with  Hit  Majesty's  Goren- 
ment.    They  had  nothing  to  found  their 
conduct  upon  except  the 
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afnid  yerj  Tague — hopes  of  a  very  opti- 
mistic adminiBlnition.  That  appeared  to 
bim  a  rery  unsatisfactorv  foundation  on 
which  to  base  farther  discussion  on  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  he  did  not  think 
ilwas  necessary  to  prolong  this  discussion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
those  who  approached  this  Bill  in  an  opti- 
miitic  and  in  a  pessimistic  spirit,  but  he 
voakl  rather  be  disposed  to  describe  the 
two  attitudes  of  mind  as  being  on  the 
one  hand  those  who  desired  to  obtain 
s  settlement  and  on  the  other  those 
who  did  not.  He  believed  the  great 
sajority  of  Members  of  the  House 
desired  a  settlement  and  it  was  to  them 
he  would  make  his  appeal.  Here  they 
had  the  first  subsection  of  the  clause 
which  involved  a  surrender  and  a  large 
surrender  by  one  of  the  parties.  They 
come  on  presently  to  the  second  and 
third  subsections  of  the  clause  which 
ioToIved  another  surrender.  If  they 
foimd  when  they  reached  later  stages 
that  an  agreement  had  not  been  arrived 
U  and  there  were  no  elements  of  a  satis- 
factory settlement,  neither  those  who 
agreed  with  a  settlement  nor  those  who 
were  opposed  to  it,  would  feel  that  there 
was  much  use  in  prosecuting  their  labours ; 
but  surely  they  mi^ht  wait  until  they  had 
reached  that  stage  before  they  abandoned 
all  hope  of  the  great  measure  which  was 
DOW  before  the  House  and  the  country. 


It  was  in  that  spirit  he  would  ask  the 
C!ommittee  to  continue  its  discussion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  did  not 
wish  to  continue  the  discussion  but  i|e 
was  bound  to  say  that  when  the  right  hoil. 
Gentleman  chose  to  describe  himself  and 
a  large  number  of  Members  of  the  House 
who  voted  against  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  Bill  as  persons  who  did  not  desire 
a  settlement  he  used  language  which  was 
unnecessarily  provocative  and  offensive 
and  which  no  Minister  would  dare  use  if 
they  were  not  working  under  the  gag. 

Mr.  hunt  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  wished  to  know  whether  this  was 
supposed  to  be  an  agreed  Bill.  The 
Minister  for  Education  said  that  the  con- 
tracting-out  schools  ought  to  have  a 
reasonable  chance,  but  what  did  he  mean  ? 
Was  it  an  even  chance  or  a  ten  to  one 
chance ;  so  far  as  he  could  make  out  the 
odds  were  longer.  The  Catholics  were 
willing  to  accept  most  reasonable  terms,, 
but  it  appeared  that  the  Nonconformists 
wanted  their  own  reli^on  to  be  taught 
without  paying  for  it;  they  wanted 
the  other  denominations  to  pay  for  it  and 
receive  nothing  in  return. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  211 ; 
Noes,  117.     (Division  List  No.  420). 
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Asqmth,  Bt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 
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Biker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,E. ) 

Bering,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Birker.  Sir  John 

Bvlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Bvnard,  £.  B. 

Baale,  W.  P. 

Beaochamp,  E. 

B?nn,SirJ.WiUiams(Devonp'rt 

Bnm,W.(Tw*rHamlets  ,S.Go.) 

B^rridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  JaliuB 
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BjtheU.  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Bt.  Hon.  Augustine 

BUik,  Arthur  W. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Brtooh,  James 

Brigg,  John 
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Brooklehurat.  W.  B. 
Brunner,  J.  F.  L.(Lanc8.,Leigh) 
Brunner,RtHnSirJ.T.  (Cheshire 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 
Boms,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton.Rt.  Hn.RichardKnight 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  AUston 
Clough,  William 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Collin8,Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancra8,W 
Corbett,C  H  (Sus8ex,E.Grin8t*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
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Diskinson,  W.  H.(St.Pancra8,N 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dackworth,  Sir  James 
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Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Fumess: 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley)   « 
Dunne,M*jor  E.Martin(  Walsall 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  lAcey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter ' 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman  ■ 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn  Herbert  John 

Glen.Coats,SirT.  (Renfrew,  W. ) 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Griffith,  Ellis  J 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gurdon,RtHn.SirW.Brampton 
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HaTCOurt,Rt.Hn.L.(Ro88endale 

Haroourt,  Robert  V.(Montro8e) 

Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 

Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r.) 

Hart-Davies,  T. 

Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 

Harvey,  W.E.(Derby8hire,N.E. 

Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
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Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S.) 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobart,  Sir  Robert 

Hobhouse,  Charles  £.  H. 

Hodge,  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N ) 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

niingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jacluon,  R.  S. 

Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jone8,Sir  D.Brynmor(Swan8ea) 

Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Kinoaid-Smith,  Captain 

Lambert,  George 

Lavland-Barratt,  Sif  Francis 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Sir  Maurice 

1  loyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 

Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB'gh8) 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MTallum,  John  M. 

M*Crae,  Sir  George 

M'Mioking,  Major  G. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Mansfield,  H.^Rendall  (Lincoln 


Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  £.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mend,  A^ 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophai 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NichoUs,  George 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Philippe,Col.Ivor  (S'thampton) 

Philippe,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Piokersg^,  Edward  Hare 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb*gh,  Central) 

Radford,  G.  H 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Richards,!.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rowlands,  J. 

Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(aeveland) 

Samuel,  S.  M  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Dimcan  (Hvde) 

Schwann,Sir  C.  E.(Mancnester) 

Scott,A.H(  Ashton  under  Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Colonel] 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Snowden,  P. 

Soares,  Ernest  J. 

Spioer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (Chesh.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 


Straohey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  a  (Mik  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abii^doii) 
Stuart,  James  (SuncteriaBd) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (lUdcUffr) 
Tennant,  H  J.  (Berwickriitre) 
Thomas,  Abel  (CarmartbMLvK.  * 
Thome,  G.  R.  (Wolvfirhamptiw 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Chvles  PhOipt 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemoy,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H  De  R.  (LeicMtar) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Ward,W.Dudley(SoathAmpt*B) 

Wardle,  George  J. 
Wa«on,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmanau 
Wa8on,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedffwood,  Joeiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  Geoige  (Norfolk} 
White,J.Dundas(Dambart'iiik 

White,  Sir  Luke  (York.  B.a  i 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (HaltfaXf 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williamt,Llewelyn(CaniiartkM 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioortk' 
Williamson,  A. 
Wilson,  Hon.  O.  a  (HuH  W. ) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  ( Yoric,  W.Rj 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middletfcrooi:)!) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( Woroertenh.N. , 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St,  Paiicras,&r 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 


TXLLSBS  FOB  THB  Am— Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Mr.  Her- 
bert  Lewis. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn  Sir  Alex.F 
Ashley,  W\  W. 

AubreyFletcher,  Rt.  Hn.Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin.  Stanley 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.  A.J.(City  Lond) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring.Capt.Hn.G.(  Winchester 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Boland,  John 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeraan.  W.  Clive 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Burke,  E.  Haviland- 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
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Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cross,  Alexander 

Delany,  William 

Dillon,  John 

DixonHartland,Sir  FredDixon 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Duffy,  William  J. 

Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 

Faber.  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 

Fardall,  Sir  T.  George 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ffrench.  Peter 

Field,  William 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Gardner,  Ernest 

Gilhooly,  James 

Gill,  A.  H. 

Ginnell,  L. 


Glover,  Thomas 
Goocb.Hrnr7Cubitt(Ptockluus' 

Guinness.  Hn.  R.  (Haggcrttoo' 
Gwynn.  Stephen  Locius  ^ 
Haipin.  J.  • 

Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude,  Georgr 
Havden,  John  Patrick 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hogan,  Biichael 
Hope.  James  FituUa(Sbrffi-M> 
Houston,  Robert  Patervofi 
Hudson,  W*alter 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
JojTce,  Michael 
Kavanagh.  Waltrr  M. 
Kennedy,  Vincent  Pan] 
Kilbride.  Denis 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry     •" 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownke 
Lundon.  W. 

MacNeill.  John  Oordoo  Svift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah(DDv«.> 
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MacVeigh^ChArlea  (Donegal.E.) 
3r Arthur,  Charles 
H*Kean«  John 
M'KUlop,  W. 
3hgiiti8,  Sir  Philip 
Meagher.  Michael 
MM>han,Fraiiei8  E.(Leitriin,N.) 
¥f>ehiin, Patrick  A.( Queen's  Co. 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Moonej,  J.  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
NinnetU,  Joseph  P. 
Nolan,  Joseph 

CBH^KendaliTipperary  Mid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
COmnor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 


O'CJonnor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Grady,  J. 

0*KelIy,Jame8( Roscommon,  N 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 
PoweU,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Rawlin8on,John  FrederickPeel 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  S.(Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Roche,  Augustine  (Cork) 
Roche,  Jolm  (Galway,  East) 


Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.(Marylebone,  W.) 
Sheehy,  David 

Sheffield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorgeD. 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,  Walton) 
Stanier,  Beville 
Talbot,  Lord  K  (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxrd  Univ. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thorne,  William  (West  Ham) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 

Tellers  for  the  Nobs — ^Mr. 
Hunt  and  Viscount  Helmsley 


Mr.  HAROLD  COX  nPreston),  in 
moTing  to  insert  the  word  7' fully  "  said 
(he  point  of  hia  Amendment  was  that 
cootraeting-out  schools  had  a  right  to 
tome  assistance  from  the  rates.  They 
ought  to  make  some  contribution  from 
thor  own  pockets  in  order  to  preserve 
their  liberty,  but  they  ought  to  get  some 
unttance  ^om  the  rates,  not  as  a  charity 
bat  a  right.  Supposing  it  were  possible 
to  iUocate  the  rates  those  who  desired  to 
haTO  a  particular  type  of  school  would 
sUocate  the  rate  they  paid  to  that  parti- 
oikr  type  and  those  wno  wanted  another 

St  of  school  would  allocate  the  rate 
7  paid  to  that,  and  nobody  could  say 
tliat  that  would  be  unfair.  But  as  that 
was  impossible  the  only  way  in  which 
juatice  could  be  dealt  out  would  be  to 
give  those  who  desired  a  particular  type 
of  school  a  share  of  that  money  which 
tbey  contributed  to  other  schools  in  the 
•htpe  of  rates.  After  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place  however  he  would 
not  press  his  Amendment  He  begged 
ionnally  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*ln  page  Inline  5  after  the  word  'be'  to 
vmen  the  word  *  fully.' " 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  fully  *  be 
there  inserted,'' — put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  in  proposing 
to  insert  the  words  "except  as  here- 
inafter provided,"  said  that  if  these 
words  were  not  inserted  here,  it  would 
^  impossible  on  the  subsequent  stage 
to  raise  the  question  of  the  different 
classes  of  schools  which  should  be  main- 
tme  by  the  local  education  authority. 
'The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
tauntedjthe  Catholic  representatives  with 


the  fact  that  in  1906  they  supported  the 
principle  of  contracting  out,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  had  said  the  same 
thing.  That  was  a  most  unfair  and  mis- 
leading way  of  stating  what  occurred  in 
that  year.  When  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of 
1906  was  introduced  it  was  entirely 
unsatisfactory  to  them  in  its  form,  and 
was  so  hemmed  round  with  conditions 
that  the  Catholic  schools  could  not 
avail  themselves  of  its  provisions.  While 
that  clause  was  in  its  original  shape 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  got  up 
and  moved  that  the  schools  excluded 
from  that  clause  should  be  permitted  to 
contract  out.  That  they  supported, 
because  it  provided  as  it  were  a  back 
door  by  means  of  which  Catholic  schools 
might  be  able  to  get  some  means  of 
living  on.  It  was  wholly  misrepresenting 
what  occurred  to  say  that  the  Catholic 
representatives  in  the  House  supported 
the  principle  of  contracting  out.  Through* 
out  all  the  discussions  of  the  1906  Bill 
they  declared  that  the  true  place  for 
their  schools  was  within  the  national 
system  of  education,  and  that  they 
saw  the  greatest  possible  evils  would 
arise  if  they  were  driven  out  of 
it.  The  present  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  when  he  assented  to  the  prin- 
ciple  of  contracting  out,  defended  it 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  an  exception 
grafted  on  to  an  exception,  and  that  it 
would  apply  only  to  a  minority  of 
individual  schools.  But  how  difierent 
was  that  from  saying  that  all  the  Catholic 
schools  of  the  country  must  accept  the 
principle  of  contracting  out  or  perish. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  said  he 
understood  that  they  were  willing  to 
pay  for  the  privilege  of  liberty  in  order 
to  get  rid  of  pubUc  control,  and  that 
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tlie  only  way  of  getting  lid  of  public 
control  was  by  contracting  out.  The 
position  which  existed  was  that  the 
Catholics  of  this  country  were  demanding 
public  control,  and  the  Grovemment 
was  going  to  refuse  it.  They  wished 
the  fullest  public  control  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  the  conscientious 
convictions  of  their  people,  and  the 
Government  said  :  "  No,  you  must 
contract  out  and  we  will  give  you  this 
grant." 

•Mr.;  HAROLD  COX  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  in  favour  of  the 
local  authority  appointing  the  teachers 
UpL  the  Catholic  schools. 

Mb.  DILLON  said  that  was  so,  and 
it  was  in  order  to  make  way  for  a  clause 
w;hioh  he  had  on  the  Paper  that  he 
was  proposing  this  Amendment.  The 
Catholics  were  asking  to  be  included 
in  the  national  system,  asking  for  public 
control,  and  said  that  it  was  possible 
to  conciliate  the  conscientious  convic- 
tions of  the  people  they  represented 
with  public  control  and  the  inclusion 
of  the  Anglican  and  Catholic  schools 
in  the  national  sjBtem.  He  denied  that 
when  the  Government  offered  contracting 
out  they  were  offering  a  privilege.  They 
had  never  asked  for  the  right  to  contract 
out,  and  they  were,  therefore,  en- 
titled to  say  it  was  no  privilege. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion in  introducing  this  Bill  had 
characterised  contracting  out  as  most 
objectionable  from  an  educational  point 
of  view,  but  at  the  same  time  had  asserted 
that  it  was  impossible  to  come  to  a 
settlement  without  contracting-out.  He 
traversed  that  assertion  and  denied  it. 
It  was  quite  possible,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment accepted  his  clause,  it  could  be 
done  now.  The  right  hpn.  Gentleman 
could  arrive  at  an  agreement  with  the 
Catholic  school  managers  without  any 
recourse  to  contracting-out,  which  he 
quite  agreed  was  extremely  objectionable 
from  an  educational  point  of  view.  He 
denied  that  contracting-out  was  a  privi- 
lege, especially  with  the  conditions  that 
had  to  be  observed,  which  were  that  there 
must  be  none  in  single  school  districts ; 
there  must  be  thirty  children  in  attend- 
ance ;  and  the  schools  must  attain  equal 
efficiency  with  the    council  schools,  in 
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staff,  prices,  and  secular  instruction. 
The  last  condition  under  present  circum- 
stances was  iijapossible,  and  it  was  a  most 
evil  and  monstrous  thing  to  present  as  a 
settlement  a  contracting  •  out  scheme 
saddled  with  that  condition.  It  was  im- 
possible now,  and  would  become  more  and 
more  impossible  as  education  progressed. 
By  setting  up  this  system  they  admitted 
that  it  was  a  question  of  conscience  with 
the  Catholics  of  this  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North- West  Norfolk  in  his 
very  sympathetic  speech  had  said  that 
when  Catholics  asked  that  Catholic 
schools  and  Catholic  teachers  should  be 
paid  for  at  the  public  expense  they  were 
asking  for  what  could  not  be  granted. 
The  Government  were  offering  to  Catholic 
schools  under  this  contracting-out  clause 
£6,000  a  year,  which  the  Archbishop  of 
Westminster  was  to  distribute  amcm^r 
them,  with  the  smallest  possible  amount 
of  public  control.  They  could  have  in 
the  Catholic  schools  freedom  from  public 
control,  and  all  these  things  which  they 
did  not  ask,  but  they  must  put  their 
hands  into  their  pockets,  and  pay  the 
difference,  pay  a  fine  for  their  coc- 
sciences.  That  nobody  could  deny  who 
looked  at  the  Bill  with  a  fair  mind. 
With  regard  to  the  great  question  of 
denominational  education  being  paid  for 
out  of  the  rates  they  had  all  heard  ove* 
and  over  again  the  famous  alliteration 
"  Rome  on  the  rates."  It  was  & 
phrase  coined  by  Dr.  Clifford,  for  whom 
he  had  a  great  respect,  though  he  hftd 
always  fought  against  him.  When  Dr. 
Clifford  spoke  of  "  Rome  on  the  rates  '* 
he  only  used  that  phrase  for  the  sake 
of  its  alliteration.  What  he  really 
meant  was  "  Anglicanism  on  the  rates." 
He  was  sure  the  Rev.  John  Clifford  did 
not  care  so  much  about  Rome  being 
on  the  rates ;  it  was  the  Anglican  Church 
to  which  he  objected  being  put  on  the 
rates.  What  difference  did  it  make 
whether  Rome  was  on  the  rates  or  on 
the  taxes  ?  All  they  asked  was  th&t 
the  children  in  the  Catholic  schook 
should  not  be  condemned  to  an  inferior 
system  of  education,  because  of  con- 
scientious objections.  The  Government 
were  proposing  under  this  Bill  to  par 
the  rent  of  t^e  Anglican  schools  and 
they  paid  that  rent  although  ther 
gave  ihem  facilities  for  putting  their 
children  into  these   public   schools  and 
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teddng  Anglican  doctrines  there,  and 
ther  must  also  remember  that  under 
this  system  of  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
they  had  a  form  of  religious  teaching 
idiich  to  three-fourths  of  the  la3nnen 
of  the  Church  of  England  was  satisfac- 
tory.   Why  could  not  the  Government 
ceUeve  the  consciences  of  men  like  the 
Eev.  Dr.  Clifford,  by  setting  oft  against 
tile  cost  of  teaching  Catholic  doctrine 
and  catechism,  the  rent  of  the  Catholic 
schools?     It  would    have    more    than 
paid  and  if  by  taking  over  the  schools 
they  allowed  a  small  rent  they  would  set 
that  off  against  the   cost  of  teaching 
Catholic   doctrine   and   by  that   means 
they  would  lift  Rome,  not  only  off  the 
ntes,  but  off  the  taxes  also,  and  they 
irould  convince  people  that  they  were 
not  paying   the    expenses   of   teaching 
Catholic    doctrine.    What    was    it    he 
proposed  as  an  alternative  ?    He  was 
opposed  on  every  ground  to  contracting- 
oat    He    was   glad   to   recognise  .that 
the  Prime   Minister  was  not  going  to 
adhere  very  strictly  to  the    scale  of  the 
schedules,  but  even  so,  he  still  feared 
there   would  be   a   heavy    and  serious 
burden  thrown  upon  the  Catholic  people, 
And  no  matter  what  improvement  was 
made  in  the  amount  of  the  grant  the 
opinion  would  prevail  that  the  education 
was  to  be  on  a  lower  scale.    Now   he 
directed    attention    to    his    alternative 
proposal.     His  alternative  was   to    re- 
vive   the  clause    of   the    Bill    of  1906, 
which   after    prolonged    discussion   was 
agreed  to  by  the  representatives  of  the 
Catholic    schools     and    by    the  Liberal 
Covemment     as      speaking     for      the 
Konconformists.       It    was    quite    true 
that     many     of     the     Nonconformists 
were    not    enamoured    of    the    clause. 
They    were    discontented,    but    a    good 
deal  had  happened  since  then,  and  the 
fact  had  to  be  remembered    that  the 
Covemment   and   the    Catholic   schools 
accepted    that    scheme    by    which    the 
Catholic      schools      could      come      in, 
although  he  knew  many  Nonconformists 
objected  to  it  he  would  ask  was  there 
any  Nonconformists  to-day  who  would 
get  up  and  say  that  they  preferred  the 
ooncession    they    were    making    under 
this  Bill  to  that  which  was  made  by  the 
Bill  of  1906  ?    In  the  interests  of  educa- 
tion  and   of   the    Catholic    schools   he 
appealed   to   the   Nonconformists   upon 


the  other  side  of  the  House  to  say  whether 
they  could  not  agree  to  give  back  that 
clause  of  the  Bill  of  1906,  and  at  least 
to  allow  the  Catholic   schools  to  make 
the    experiment    of    coming    into    the 
national    system.    The  terrible  danger 
that     oppressed     him     in    connection 
with     this     matter     arose    when     he 
looked  to  the  future  which   many     of 
the  leaders  even  of  their  own    CSiurch 
had  failed  to  do.     He  looked  with  the 
utmost    dread    on    any    measure    that 
would  stereotype    the   Catholic   schools 
as   an    excrescence   upon   the   national 
system.    One    reason    was    this.     This 
Bill   whether  it  passed  or  not   had  an 
enormous  weight  of  public  opinion  behind 
it ;  the  vote  on  the  Second  Reading  proved 
that.    Had  it  no  t  been  for  the  solid  vote  of 
the  Irish  Party  the  division  would  have 
been  ridiculous.  This  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
a  Protestant  settlement.     He  did  not  say 
that  it  included  all  the  Protestants,  but 
it   certainly  had   behind   it   the   over- 
whelming mass  of  the   Protestants  of 
this  country,  and,  with  the  great  Pro- 
testant forces  supporting  it,  the  Bill  was 
moving  inevitably  towards  a  Protestant 
settlement.    The  Bill  might  be  wrecked, 
but  if  it  were,  another  Bill  would  be 
introduced  on  the  same  lines,  with,  it 
might    be,    some    modifications.       The 
great  questions  on  which  the  Bill  would 
be  fought  in  the  course  of  these  dis- 
cussions were  not  questions  which  in- 
terested Catholics  in  the  slightest  degree. 
The  right  of  entry  and  questions  of  that 
kind,  of  the  utmost  importance  where 
Protestant  schools  were  being  transferred, 
did  not  interest  Catholics  in  the  smallest 
particular.    As    was    pointed    out    the 
o^her    day    by   the    hon.    Member    for 
Cambridge  University  and  also  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University,  in  many 
cases  the  Anglican  schools   were  being 
rapidly  transferred  to  the  public  authori- 
ties, and  the  number  of  children  in  the 
p^iblic  schools  was  increasing  day  by  day. 
That  was  not  the  case  with  Catholic 
schools,   which  remained  in   the   same 
position.     Therefore  he  was  afraid,  look* 
ing  into  the  future,  that  Catholic  schools 
would  be  left  outside  of    the  national 
settlement,  and  that  whatever  Anglican 
schools  might  contract-out,  they  would 
gradually    drift,    under    Protestant    in- 
fluence,    into     the     national     system. 
Catholic  schools  would  remain  struggling 
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outside  until  they  weie  left  isolated  and 
alone.    Too  poor  to  protect  themselves 
and  secure  fair  play,  they  would  eventu- 
ally find  themselves  completely  outside 
the     general     Protestant     settlement. 
Catholics    in    this    country    were    only 
2,000,000  as  against  40,000,000,  and  he 
was  afraid,  looking  into  the  future,  that 
they  would  hear  it  said  that  the  public 
rates  and  taxes  ought  not  to  be  burdened 
by  the  support  of  Catholic  schools.    The 
hon.    Member   for   North-West  Norfolk 
had  used  these  warning  words,  namely, 
that  in  making  these  demands  Catholics 
were  asking  for  privileges  which  were 
not  given  to  Roman  Catholics  in  any 
other  English-speaking  country  of  the 
world.    Thskt   was   perfectly   true.    Al- 
though Catholics  were  a  third  of  the 
population,   and  among  the  wealthiest 
of  the  whole  of  the  Australians,  they  did 
not  get    Is.   for  any  of  their  schools, 
nor  even  in  the  United  States  did  Catholic 
schools    receive    anything    from    public 
funds.        But    he    might    inform    the 
hon.  Member    for    North-West  Norfolk 
that  he  had  talked  with  some  of  the 
leaders  of   public   opinion   in   Australia 
who  had  stated  that  there  was  an  under- 
current of  doubt   as  to  whether  they 
had  acted  wisely  in  this  respect  towards 
Catholic  schools.    He  thought  there  was 
an  increasing  feeling  in  that  direction. 
He  repeated  that  he  feared,  looking  into 
the  future,  that  Catholics  would  be  left 
outside    of    the    Protestant    settlement, 
and  they  would  become  so  isolated  that 
someone  would  get  up  in  that  Assembly 
and  say :    "  Why  should  they  remain 
on   the   taxes  ? "     Therefore,    he    made 
a  strong  appeal  to  all  fair-minded  men 
in  the  House,  who  desired  to  see  fair 
play  and  justice  done  to  all  fellow-citizens, 
and   who  repudiated,   as   he   was   sure 
Nonconformists  sitting  beside  him  would 
repudiate  with  warmth,  any  notion  that 
they  would  be  party  to  inflicting  injuries 
or  civic  disabilities  on  Catholics  in  this 
country.      For     conscience     sake,     and 
though    they    difEered    from    Catholics 
widely,  he  appealed  to  the  Nonconformists 
to  open  the  door  so  that  the  Catholic 
schools  for  which  he  spoke  might  come 
into  the  national  settlement,   and  not 
be   caused  to   contract-out,   which  had 
been  condemned  educationally  by  every- 
one, and  by  the  very  Minister  who  had 
introduced  this  Bill.     He  had  received 

Mr.Daiofu 


that  morning,  like  other  Membexs  h0 
dared  say,  a  document  which  added 
still  further  to  his  fears.  It  was  as 
important  document  from  the  Man- 
chester Diocesan  Council  which  paaaed 
a  series  of  resoluticms  the  other  day. 
The  Bishop  of  Manchester,  who  hid 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  diMMBsing 
the  Bill,  was  present.  The  last  oi  tli^ 
resolutions  was  to  the  effect  that  tbs 
proposal  as  to  contracting-out  was  an 
express  contradiction  of  the  principle 
of  public  or  loc^  control ;  that  th^ 
children  attending  such  schools  would 
be  unjustly  deprived  of  the  benefit  of 
the  rates  paid  by  their  parents;  and 
finally — 

**  That  the  proTision  was  unjust  in  itaril 
and  framed  with  a  view  of  conciliating  oor 
section  of  the  community,  and  ought  to  be  takm 
out  of  the  Bill." 

He  was  grateful  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  to  the  other  hon.  Membera 
above  the  gangway  who  had  spoken  ock 
their  behalf,  but  he  did  not  think  aa 
Catholics  they  would  be  wise  in  tnutini; 
their  future  to  an  alliance  with  them, 
because  it  could  not  in  the  nature  of 
things  remain.    Hon.  Members  who  were 
the  representatives  of  the  Protestants  in 
this  country  would  either  now  or  in  the 
near  future  come   to    an   arrangjement, 
because  they  had  principles  in  commoo- 
Roman    Catholic    Members    could   not 
come   to    an    arrangement   that    would 
suit  Protestants.     They  had   principlea 
which     they     could      not      surrender, 
principles     which     had     nothing     to 
do    with    Cowper-Temple    teaching    or 
the  right  of  entry,  and  they  would  be 
allowing  themselves  to  be  forced  into  a 
dangerous   and  indefensible   position  if 
they  allowed  their  schools  to  be  perms  • 
nently  shut  out  of  a  national  sjr^em  ia 
this    country    and    penned    into   «iuU 
preserves  of  their  own.     He  appealed  to 
the  Nonconformist  leaders  to  reconsider 
their  decision,   and   to  ask   themselw 
whether  they  would  not  be  acting  more  in 
consonance  with  their  own  principles  of 
justice,  fair  play,  and  generosity,  if  tfcey 
revived  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of  1906  and 
allowed  the  Catholics  to  come  into  the 
national  system. 

Amendment  proposed— 

*' In  page  1.  line  6.  after  the  woirf 'aBtkority* 
to  insert  the  wordii  *ext'^pl  ma  heremaJur  pt- 
vidcd.' '*-iMr.  JhUom,^ 
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Peers  that  by  refuaing  thia  compromise 
they  were  striking  a  blow  at  the  Roman 
Catholic  position  in  this  country.  As  far 
as  he  remembered,  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
himself  had  no  sympathy  with  their 
extreme  action.  He  asked  the  House  to 
look  at  the  position  he  (Mi.  Runciman) 
found  himself  in  when  dealing  with 
Clause  4.  He  could  not  carry  Nonctm- 
formist  opinion  with  him  in  the  country 
on  Clause  4.  It  was  quite  impossible  for 
him  to  do  so,  and  it  must  be  perfectly 
clear  that  he  could  go  no  distance  what- 
ever in  the  negotiations  if  he  had  not 
had  behind  him  practically  the  solid 
Nonconformist  opinion  of  the  country. 
Indeed  there  would  be  no  ending  to  tlus 
long  controversy  if  Nonconformistopinion 
whole  was  not  in  favour  of  the  terms 
arrived  at.  If  Clause  4  had  been  one  of 
these  terms  he  could  not  have  carried  the 
Nonconformists  with  him.  That  must 
be  his  reason  for  saying  that  at  present 
they  could  not  accept  Clause  4.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  said  the  Catholic  posititm 
was  no  difierent  now  from  what 
two  or  three  years  ago.  If 
he  might  accept  the  opinion  of  ib» 
head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
he  might  take  it  that  the  Catholic  Church 
did  not  wish  to  have  public  control 
over  the  manc^ement  of  their  schools. 
He  would  like  to  read  to  the  House  a 
considered  statement  of  Archbishop 
Bourne  made  just  previous  to  the  laat 
general  election  wherein  he  said — ■ 

"  To  take  tho  mfniagemeot  of    schooU    in- 
tended for  Catholic  children  out  of  the  handi  of 
Ihose  who  represent  the  religions  coDvi'.tioni  of 
their  parents  and  to  place  it  in  the   hands    of 
public   ratepayers  who  cannot  represent   those 
convictions  is  a  violation  of  parental  rights  to  bo 
resisted    as  an    unwarrantable    attiu-k    unon 
religious  liberty." 
He  gathered  from  that  state 
Archbishop    Bourne    and    th 
Catholicsin  this  country  could 
full  public  control.    The  Govei 
laid  it  down  as  a  principle  fi 
they  could  not  depart,  that  : 
was  to  be  given  the  schools 
mit    to    full    public    control 
management  must  be  under  t 
of  those  who  subscribed  for  t 
of  those  schools,  and  finally  th 
ships  should  be  thrown  opa 
of    all    denominations    so    loi 
whole  of  their  salaries  were  p 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ub.  runciman  said  it  was  difScult 
for  the  Government  to  withstand  the 
appeal  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
on  more  than  one  ground.  They  knew 
perfectly  wall  that  the  ronconformista 
of  this  country  had  long  had  aympathy 
with  the  Roman  Ca^olics  in  their 
ttiuggles,  first  of  all  to  get  rid  of  theii 
disabilities,  and  secondly,  to  secure  for 
tliemselTes  a  place  in  tjie  educational 
lystem  of  the  country,  and  they  had  all 
■dmired  the  eSorta  made  by  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  keep  ahve  their  own  schools, 
I  (oikdncted  entirely  on  their  own  principles, 
not  only  in  this  country  but  elsewhere. 
:  He  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
'  )nst  addressed  the  House  would  acquit 
him  and  his  colleagues  of  any  trace  of 
bigotry  which  had  made  the  existence  of 
Btanan  Catholics  in  aome  partsof  England, 
¥ftles  and  Scotland,  almost  intolerable. 
Bat  when  he  asked  the  Govenmient 
to  revive  Clause  4  of  the  1906  Bill  in 
itf  final  form,  he  was  sorry  to  say  he 
eoold  not  satisfy  him.  When  the  old 
Clwue  4  in  its  final  form  left  the  Houae, 
it  went  up  to  the  Houae  of  Lords,  and 
tverr  Catholic  Peer  voted  against  it. 
If  his  recollection  was  correct  he  believed 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  warned 
the  Catholic  Peers  that  by  refusing  to 
accept  Clause  4  in  its  final  form  they  were 
really  striking  a  serious  blow  at  the 
Bifflian  Catholic  position  in  this  country. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ie 
mistaken.  Clause  4  in  its  final  form  was 
never  voted  upon — that  ia  to  say,  the 
Tords  in  the  concluding  paragraph  as  it 
rtands  on  the  Paper — 

"Prorided  that  the  local  education  authority 
tballtDpoint  persons  acceptable  to  the  Parents 
Comniltee  to  be  teachers  of  tho  school." 

That  was  certainly  not  in  the  clause  when 
it  was  voted  against  in  the  House. 

Mb.  runciman  said  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  was  correct.  The  clause  had  four 
lomw,  and  it  was  voted  against  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  its  penultimate  form. 
It  was  unacceptable  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends,  and  when  it  was 
objected  to  by  the  Catholic  Peers,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  warned  the  Catholic 
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out  grant  to  the  Roman  Oatiiolic  sckoola, 
and  this  was  compared  with  Ae  cost  ol 
education  in  London,  which  was  declared 
to  be  £5  188.  per  child.    This  £5  Ife. 
included  '  not    only    maintenance    but 
loan    and   sinking   fund    charges.    Tbe 
comparisonwas,  consequently,  absurd.  Hp 
had  no  wish  to  oppress  Roman  Catholiw 
in  matters  of  money.     The  Grov^mment 
had  done  their  best  to  find  out  wfcat  was 
^heir  view.    Only  that  morning  at  tb» 
Board  of  Education  they  were  present^ 
with    figures  as  to  1  he  cost  of  Roman 
CalhoHc  schools,  which  did  not  give,  hf 
Ihought,  a  correct  account  of  the  total 
cost  of  the  upkeep  of  those  schools.    Tke 
Catholics  had  been  good  enough  to  send 
up  their  figures  to  the  Department,  and  if 
they  could  prove  their  case  as  it  had  been 
stated  in  the  public  prints,   that  ther 
would  have  to  find  £300,000  a  year  to  keep 
their  schools  in  existence,  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  reconsider  the  finan- 
cial provisions.    But  he  was  certain  that 
(hat  figure  was  vastly  exaggerated  and  no 
such  enormous  sum  was  likely  to  &11  on 
the  Roman  Catholics  if  the  50s.  grant 
went  through.    When  he  compared  it 
with  the  amount  of  the  grant  in  Scotland 
he  was  encouraged  to  think  that  the 
figures  they  had  suggested  were  just  and 
fair.    In    Scotland    the    contracted-out 
schools    at    the    present    moment    got 
between  38s.  and  40s.   The  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  told  them  they  would  be  satis- 
fied with  a  10s.  rise  on  that.    He  could 
not  help  thinking  of  the  comparative  cost 
of  education  in  England  and  in  Scotland. 
Scotland  spent  generously  on  education, 
and  if  40s.  was  enough  in  Scotland  Le 
could  only  hope  and  believe  SOs.  was 
enough  in  England,  and  he  hoped  thev 
would  be  satisfied  with  the   sum   with 
which  they  were  satisfied  in  Scotland. 
He  wished   thev  would  come   franklr 
into  the  national  system.    He  was  per- 
fectly certain  there  was  not  a  single 
authority  in  the  United  Kingdom  which 
would  not  give  the  fullest  facilities  for  the 
teaching  of  Catholic  children.      He  was 
sure  the  authorities  would  go  a  very  long 
way  towards  meeting  the  peculiarities  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  case — further  than 
they  were  at  present  prepared  to  adniit. 
But  as  they  insisted  on  standing  out  and 
retaining  private  patronage,  he  legretted 
that  he  could  not  see  any  arrangement 
which  would  allow  their  incomes  to  be 


of  public  fund?.    The  Catholics  wished 
to   have   preserved    5,000   teacherships 
to    members    of   the    Roman    Catholic 
Church.    That  was  a  very  large  piece 
of  private  patronage.    He  did  not  object 
to    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    wishing 
to  retain  it,  but  so  long  as  they  retained 
it  they  could  not  have  the  same  terms 
as  were  given  to  those  trustees  who  were 
prepared  to  allow  their  teacherships  to 
be  filled  by  men  of  all  denominations. 
Rate  aid  and  full  control  were  necessary 
corollaries,  and  he   could  see  no  way 
of  their  departing  from  that  principle. 
Tke  hon.   Gentleman  had  stated  that 
some    provisions    in    the    Bill     might 
be     of     advantage     to  Anglicans      as 
well    as    Roman    Catholics.    They    had 
endeavoured  as  far  as  they  possibly  could 
to  treat  Anglicans  and  Roman  Catholics 
alike,  and  where  they  had  provided   for 
the  payment  of  rent  and  the   transfer 
of     schools    that     rent    was     payable 
equally  in  the  case  of  Roman  Catholics 
and  ^glicans.    He  quite  recognised  the 
position    taken    up    by    the    Catholics 
in     regard    to    their    schools.      They 
said  they   could    not,    and  never  had, 
transferred  any  one  of  their  schools.    He 
admired  their  adhesion  to  that  principle, 
but  if  they  refused  to  comeintothe  national 
system,  under  the  conditions  in  which  a 
national  system  must  be  controlled,  he 
deeply    regretted    their    decision,     but 
they   could  not  possibly  be  treated  in 
the    same    way    as    those    who  came 
under  entire  public  control,  and  which 
were  manned  by  teachers  of  all  denomina- 
tions.   Teacherships  could  not  be  treated 
as  a  preserve  for  any  one  church.    When 
he  said  it  was  impossible  to  arrive  at  an 
agreement  with  Roman  Catholics  except 
1^  contracting-out,  he  said  it  because 
they  could  not  have  an  agreement  to 
which    the    Nonconformists    would    be 
parties.    He  believed  that  the  only  way 
in  which  they  could  provide  for  the  con- 
tinued   existence    of    Roman    Catholic 
schools  in  this  country  in  a  position  of 
efficiency  was  to  give  them  a  sufficient 
contracting-out      grant.         Everything 
turned  on  the  amount.    There  had  been 
really  most  grotesque  exaggerations  of 
the  amount  which  would  have  to  be 
found  by  Roman  Catholics  under  the 
Government's    contracting-out    scheme. 
It  had  been  said  that  they  provided  for 
giving  about  50s.  per  child  contracting- 

Mr.  Runciman, 
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iacreased  out  of  t&e  rates  levied  by  the 
iooal  authorities. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  sud  he  deeply  deplored 
the  answer  which  had  just  been 
gmn  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Edacation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
kad  altogether  misunderstood  the  point 
of  the  Amendment,  for  he  had  reduced  it 
amply  to  a  question  of  finance.  It  was 
tot  a  question  of  finance,  but  one  of 
princijde,  of  religious  equality,  and 
educational  efficiency.  The  Government 
ekimed  that  they  were  willing  to  meet 
tiie  Irish  Catholics  in  regard  to  the 
gnnts  as  far  as  they  possibly  could,  but 
his  argument  on  this  point  was  that  they 
could  not  make  a  school  with  a  grant 
minus  the  rates  as  efficient  as  a  school 
with  a  grant  plus  the  rates.  The  right 
hion.  G^tleman's  statement  that  the 
Catholic  Peers  voted  against  Clause  4 
of  the  Bill  of  1906  was  unfounded, 
because  they  did  not  vote  against  the 
fistl  form  of  that  clause.  It  was  true 
the7  voted  against  the  penultimate  form 
bot  not  against  the  final  form.  But 
rai^)06ing  they  did.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Goitleman  lay  down  that  the  Catholic 
P^ers  of  the  Conservative  Party  were 
entitled  to  speak  for  the  Nationalist 
Puty  in  this  House  with  regard  to 
CrthoHo  education  ?  He  had  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that  some  of  those  Peers 
w»ald  vote  against  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  this  session  if  it 
reached  the  House  of  Lords.  In  that 
c«e  what  would  any  hon.  Member  thinly 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he 
withdrew  the  Irish  Land  Bill  because 
the  Catholic  Peers  opposed  it?  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  over  and 
over  again  had  condemned  the  attitude 
of  the  Catholic  Peers  on  this  question. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
Mid  he  could  not  get  the  Nonconformist 
yiity  to  support  him  in  bringing  forward 
a^    Clause    4    of  the    Bill   of    1906, 

bat  was  that  a  worthy  position  for  the 

Mini«ter    for    Education    to    take    up  ? 

He  would  remind  the  House  that  the 

Claose  4  referred  to  in  its  ultimate  form 

WM  sanctioned  by  the  Prime  Minister 

oi  that  day,  by  the  Minister  for  Education 

of  that    day,    by    the    present    Prime 

Minister,  and  by  the  Government  as  a 


whole  of  1906.  What  right,  therefore, 
had  the  present  (Jovemment  to  recede 
from  the  position  taken  up  in  1906  if  it 
was  a  just  position  ?  If  the  position 
was  just  in  1906,  why  was  it  unjust 
to-day  ?  This  was  a  most  extraordinary 
doctrme  of  political  expediency,  and  he 
never  expected  such  a  doctrine  to  emanate 
from  the  ingenious  mind  of  the  Minister 
for  Education.  It  was  not  only  ex- 
traordinary but  it  was  a  political  cynicism 
that  rights  granted  in  1906  should  be 
withheld  in  1908  simply  because  a  certain 
extreme  section  of  the  followers  of  the 
Grovemment  objected.  He  wished  to 
deal  in  a  word  or  two  with  that  familiar 
crv  of  "  Rome  on  the  rates."  He  was 
sorry  that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
argue  this  point  as  if  he  were  dealing  not 
with  Catholic  but  with  Jewish  schools, 
because  the  position  was  practically  the 
same.  The  Jews  were  separated  from 
every  Christian  commimity  by  an  im- 
passable gulf  of  dogma,  but  they  were  no 
more  separated  from  the  Protestants  of 
this  country  than  the  Catholics  were. 
In  many  cases  the  Jews  had  built  and 
supported  their  own  schools,  and  in  their 
fidelity  to  their  schools  under  persecution 
there  was  a  great  analogy  between 
them  and  the  Catholics.  As  their  suffer- 
ings and  convictions  were  similar,  he 
contended  that  they  ought  to  receive 
the  same  treatment.  He  did  not  wish  to 
be  offensive,  but  what  would  be  said  of  him 
if  he  started  the  cry  of  "  Jerusalem  on 
the  rates "  ?  He  would  at  once  be  told 
that  he  was  using  the  language  of  bigotry, 
but  he  would  be  quite  as  much  justified 
in  using  that  phrase  as  others  were  in 
using  the  cry  of  "  Rome  on  the  rates.** 
One  of  the  most  high-minded  men  in  this 
country,  the  Chief  Rabbi,  said  the  other 
dav  he  was  afraid  that  the  private  and 
voluntary  Jewish  schools  would  disappear 
imder  this  Bill,  and  would  be  merged 
into  the  national  system.  The  Minister 
for  Education  had  been  very  eloquent 
in  regard  to  the.  unacceptability  of  the 

claim    to    have    Catholic    teaching     in 

Catholic   schools.    If  there   was   to   be 

Catholic  teaching  by  the  head  teacher, 

would  any  man  in  his  senses  propose  that 

it  should  be  given  by  anybody  but  a 

Catholic ;    would    he    suggest    that    a 

Baptist  or  a  Congregationalist  or  Dr. 

Clifford  should  go  to  a  Catholic  school 
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and  teach  or  try  to  teach  the  Catholic 
children  doctrines  in  which  they  pro- 
foundly disbelieved,  thus  placing  them- 
selves   in    the    dilemma    of    teaching 
doctrines  which  they  did  not  believe  and 
making  hypocrites  of  themselves,  or  else 
teaching   doctrines    in   which  they  did 
believe  but  which  Were  antagonistic  to  the 
religion  of  the  parents  of  the  children? 
In  North-East  Manchester  and  the  East 
End  of  London,  where  there  were  a  large 
number  of  Jewish  and  Catholic  schools, 
they  would  be  called  pubUc  schools,  and 
they  would  be  declared  to  be  entirely 
under  public  control.    They  would  be 
declared  to  be  entirely  free  from  any 
tests  as  applied  to  the  teachers,  and  they 
Would  be  precluded  from  giving  an3rthing 
but   simple   Bible  •  teaching.     Let  him 
pass  from  these  childish  formulas  to  the 
realities.    In  some  of  the  schools  in  the 
East  End  of  London  nearly  every  child 
would  be  a  Jew  and  nearly  every  teacher, 
and  certainly  the  head  teacher,  would  be 
a  Jew,  and  there  Would  be  simple  Bible- 
teaching    in    that    school.    It    would, 
however,  be  limited  to  the  Old  Testament ; 
and  yet  they  were  told  that  although 
they  should  admit  to  the  national  system 
a  Jewish  school  with  Jewish  religious 
teaching  given  by  Jewish  teachers,  they 
should  exclude  a  CathoUc  school  with 
Catholic  teaching  and  Catholic  teachers. 
"Without  expressing  sympathy  with  the 
Jewish  position,  he  had  some  right  to 
complain  that  their  fellow-Christians  in 
this  country  would  not  extend  the  same 
charity  and  consideration  to  those  who 
Were  separated  from  them  by  a  similar 
impassable  dogma  to  that  which  separated 
them   from   the    Jews.    The    party   of 
popular  control  and  anti-clericalism  were 
now    opposing    an    Amendment    which 
pro|posed  popular  control  and  minimised 
clencal    control.    That    was   an    extra- 
ordinary   antithesis     and    reversal    of 
positions.    What    would    happen  ?    He 
did  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  on 
this  point.    He  had  in  his  constituency 
in  Liverpool  a  number  of  CathoUc  priests 
who,  every  Sunday,  wet  or  dry,  for  the 
last  ten  or  fifteen  years  had  gone  out  and 
made  a  collection  for  the  building  and 
maintenance  of  their  schools.       A  de- 
putation came  to  him  from  Liverpool 
last  Friday  on  this  subject.    He  might 
mention  incidentally  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  was  mistaken 

Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor. 


as  to  the  views  of  Catholic  authoritJB* 
on  contracting-out.    In  Liverpool  to  a 
man,  the    CathoUc  bishop,  priests  and 
laymen   were   not   only  in  hostility  to 
contracting-out  but  they  were  in  a  stale 
of  feverish  and  almost  dangeroos  excite- 
ment at  the  prospect,  and  the  only  leaaoa 
why  he  did  not  advocate  to  them  paastw 
resistance  to  rates  paid  by  Catholict  wi» 
the    likeUhood    of     passive    resistaoott 
taking  another  form.    It  was  his  dntyp 
as     one     of     the     representatives    ol 
that  great  community  in  Liverpool,  to 
appease  rather  than  to  inflame  popular 
hostiUty    to    contracting  •  out.      What 
would  happen    under   tliis    Bill !     IW 
Prime  Minister  had  given  it  as  a  strong 
reason  why  they  should  support  this  BOl 
that  at  the  present  time  they  were  gettin|( 
85   per   cent,    of   their   expenses.    But 
was     that     a     fair     comparison  I      A 
fair   standard   to   take   was   not    tlwir 
position  as  it  existed  before  bat  aftn* 
the    passing    of    the    Act      of      1901 
The  children  attending  CathoUc  schools 
were  as  entitled  to  every  penny  of  the 
rates    and   taxes    as    the    children  of 
other  religions  attending  other  schoolt. 
The  right  hon.    Gentleman  had  talked 
about  CathoUcs  being  better  by  10  per 
cent.    What  he  shouid  have  said  was 
that  they  were  15  per  cent,  worse  under 
this  Bill  than  under  the  Act  of  1901 
Therefore    that    entitled    him    to   ssr 
that  so  far  as  the  educational  efficiency 
of  their  school  was  concerned  this  was 
not  progress  but  retrogression.    Thim 
had  been  a  great  deal  said  about  passive 
resistance  on  the  other  side  of  the  HoQse« 
This    Bill    had    been    brought   forward 
largely  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 
case  of  the  passive  resister.    He  had 
some  sympathy  with  the  passive  resisUr 
so  long  as  he  complained  of  AngJM^m 
doctrine  being  imparted  to  Nonconfonn* 
ist  children,  and  on  every  occaskm  he 
and  his  friends  on  those  benches  had  i/m» 
what  they  could  to  try  to  remove  the 
grievance.    He    had    undergone    nose 
electoral  risks  in  defending  the  Nooooa- 
formist  position  on  this  point  than  sar 
hon.  (Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.    Hon.   Members  opposite  covM 
take  up  the  Nonconformist  position  with- 
out   antagonising    any    of    their   o«ii 
supporters,  but  when  dealing  as  he  wts 
with  extreme  Catholics  he  was  constaatlr 
being    misunderstood.    Over   and  over 
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ftgain  Nationalist  Members  had  had  to 
face  a  perfect  cyclone  of  vituperation 
and  abuse  because  thej  stood  not  only 
lor  their  own  religious  convictions,  but 
alao  for  those  of  the  Nonconformists. 
What  was  the  so-called  settlement  under 
this  Bill  ?  The  money  was  to  be  pooled 
and  then  left  at  the  disposal  of  the 
different  denominations.  He  had  spoken 
of  the  Catholic  priest  who  went  about  the 
Scotland  division  every  Sunday  begging 
for  his  school.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
hie  was  entitled  to  a  large  voice  in  the 
government  of  the  school,  but  it  was  not 
the  Catholic  position  that  he  was  entitled 
to  the  whole  voice.  They  wanted  a 
Catholic  school,  but  they  had  never 
claimed  that  they  should  be  subject  to 
clerical  management  alone.  The  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  friend  substituted  popu- 
lar control  and  this  Liberal  Democratic 
Government  proposed  that  they  should 
have  clerical  control.  That  was  an 
extraordinary  position.  They  were  asked 
to  pay  15  per  cent,  more  for  the  so-called 
privilege  of  being  made  the  pariahs  of 
education  in  this  country.  He  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Government  had  been 
generous  and  humane  to  Catholics  in 
certain  respects,  and  he  thanked  them 
ibr  it  to  that  extent.  When  the  proposals 
of  the  Grovemment  were  put  forward  he 
said  to  his  friends  that  the  inequality  and 
inferiority  of  the  Catholics  would  not  end 
with  education  alone.  It  would  run 
through  all  the  life  of  the  school  and  shut 
oQt  from  the  broad,  generous  atmosphere 
of  national  life;  it  must  be  stunted  and 
starved.  A  friend  of  his  said  that  that 
had  happened  already  in  Scotland,  where  a 
{K^tion  of  the  relief  fund  which  had  been 
wisely  allocated  for  the  relief  of  children 
in  the  schools  had  stopped  in  the  national 
ichools  and  had  not  reached  the  Catholic 
schools.  That  was  a  revival  of  the 
spirit  of  the  old  penal  law.  Sweeten  it 
with  whatever  generosity  of  sentiment 
they  might  express  it  was  a  badge  of 
educational  inferiority  on  the  children  of 
Catholics  because  they  adhered  to  their 
Catholic  convictions.  It  was  a  strange 
going  back  in  history  when  a  Liberal 
and  Democratic  Grovemment  in  this  age 
of  progress  and  toleration  t>ld  the 
Catholics  of  the  country  that  they  should 
luive  education  according  to  their  con- 
scientious convictions,  but  in  order  to 
remind  them  that  they  were  still  in  a 


position  of  religious  inferiority  as  Catholics 
in  a  Protestant  country  they  would 
inflict  on  them  a  heavy  fine  in  return 
for  their  devotion. 

*Mb.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  he  had  the  greatest  sympathy  with 
the  Catholics  in  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed  in  regard  to  their 
schools.  He  sincerely  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  meet  their  case  by 
giving  them  the  largest  possible  grant. 
It  was  quite  hopeless  that  they  should 
come  on  ordinary  terms  into  the  national 
system.  Nobody  who  knew  how  the 
Catholic  religion  was  and  hal  to  be 
taught  in  their  schools,  could  possibly 
suppose  that  they  could  accept  the 
conditions  which  were  accepted  in 
regard  to  other  Churctes.  With  the 
exception  of  a  few  rich  people, 
the  Catholics  of  this  country  were  a 
poor  commimity,  and  they  had  made 
great  sacrifices  in  providing  their  own 
schools.  He  knew  a  priest  whose  income 
amounted  to  £20  a  month,  who  spent 
£17  a  month  on  a  school  and  lived  on 
the  remaining  £3.  While  he  sympathised 
with  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salfordhe  thought  it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
complaining  of  an  individual  Member 
of  the  other  House,  Lord  Rothschild, 
who  had  been  generous,  not  only  to 
those  of  his  own  religion,  but  to 
deserving  causes  of  all  sorts  and 
should  have  b^en  e  empt  from  such 
accusations.  The  tale  repeat  d  i^as 
moreover,  he  believed,  a  pure  invention. 
The  utmost  possible  help  in  the  way  of 
pecuniary  grants  should  be  given  to 
Catholics,  with  the  view  of  making 
this  settlement  acceptable  to  them. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Cen* 
tral)  in  supporting  the  Amendment 
said  he  would  ask  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion to  keep  an  open  mind  on  this  matter. 
Statements  had  been  made  as  to  the 
cost  of  contracting-out,  which  would  want 
careful  examination  when  they  came 
to  deal  with  the  figures.  He  did  not 
pretend  that  it  would  be,  at  any  rat^ 
at  first,  £300,000  as  had  been  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought 
it  would  be  £200,000.  But  if  it  was  only 
half  of  £300,000  it  would  be  an  intoler- 
able   burden.    These  were  details  which 
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inust  be  discussed  later.  What  lie 
wanted  to  urge  was  the  hopeless  position 
in  which  these  schools  would  be  placed 
by  the  working  of  Clause  3,  subsection 
(3).    Clause  3,  subsection  (3)  saidr— 

"  All  sums  paid  to  an  association  under  this 
section  shall  be  applied  for  the  purposes  of  public 
elementary  schools  belonging  to  the  associa- 
tion, but  subject  thereto,  the  distribution  of  these 
sums  and  the  manner  in  which  they  are  applied 
-ehall  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  association.** 

He  contended  that  those  words  put 
the  supporters  of  those  schools  in  an 
intolerable  dilemma.  If  they  carried 
out  improvements  on  the  education 
from  their  own  point  of  view  they  would 
be  ruined  financially,  and  if  they  refused 
to  carry  out  these  improvements  they 
would  be  told  that  they  were  opposing 
any  advance  in  education.  He,  there- 
fore, submitted  that  if  they  were  to  ap* 
proach  this  question  with  any  prospect 
of  a  settlement,  the  grants,  whatever 
they  might  be,  must  be  elastic.  He 
asked  the  Prime  Minister  not  absolutely 
to  close  the  door  to  another  solution 
somewhat  on  the  lines  of  this  Amend- 
ment. He  confessed  there  was  another 
reason  why  he  would  be  very  sorry  the 
Amendment  was  not  accepted.  Their 
relations  with  the  local  authorities  had, 
with  very  few  exceptions,  done  an  im- 
mense amount  of  good  to  the  Church 
schools.  They  had  helped  the  local 
authorities  to  realise  their  position  and 
that  had  prevented  their  being  cut  off 
from  the  local  authority.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  difficulties  were  in- 
superable if  looked  at  in  a  proper  light, 
or  that  the  Amendment  would  in  any 
way  .tarnish  the  formulie  on  which  the 
€k>vemment  relied.  Therefore,  he  hoped 
that  the  Prime  Minister  would  not  abso- 
lutely and  finally  reject  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bast  Mayo 
bad  proposed. 

Mb.  HARWOOD  (Bolton)  said  he  had 
listened  with  deep  interest  to  the  debate 
and  was  bound  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
Amendment  because  he  had  felt  himself ' 
tmable  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading ' 
of  the  Bill.    They  all  desired  a  solution  ' 
of    this     education     difficulty,  but    he 
thought  that  they  might  go  too  far  in 
trying  to  secure  peace  when  there  was  no 
peace.    He  represented  a  large  number  of 
Roman  Catholic  voters,  and  he  had  always 

Mr,  Jame$  Hopt. 


promised  them  that  he  would  never  sup- 
port  anything  which  he  considered  unfair 
to  them.  He  stood  by  that  promise,  and 
that  compelled  him  to  speak  a  few  serious 
words  to  the  Qovemment  and  to  offer 
to  them  a  suggestion.  The  IGnister  for 
Education  had  not  only  that  aftemonn 
but  on  previous  occasions,  and  also  the 
Prime  Minster,  given  to  the  Committee 
the  genesis  of  the  Bill.  It  started  froan 
a  Nonconformist  grievance  with  which  be 
sympathised.  No  one  could  question 
that  grievance  ;  but  there  had  been  other 
grievances  as  well.  It  was  not  the  businest 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  encounce 
any  extravagant  conscientious  grievances 
In  his  own  constituency  there  were  s 
large  number  of  Roman  Catholic  schools 
which  had  been  maintained  by  the  mem- 
bers of  that  community  while  thev  bad 
also  been  paying  the  school  boari  rate 
without  a  murmur.  They  had  as  good 
ground  to  rebel  as  the  Nonconformists. 
Could  it  be  said  that  the  House  voold 
listen  to  those  Nonconformists  who  bsd 
rebelled  and  would  not  listen  to  other 
religious  bodies  who  had  to  endure  as 
great  a  wrong  but  who  did  not  rebd? 
They  all  desired  a  settlement,  but  no< 
a  settlement  which  would  leave  at  its 
centre  a  lasting  feeling  of  a  deep  wroqr- 
Better  wait  a  little  longer  than  hare  a 
settlement  which  would  leave  the  seedi  M 
a  growing  discontent.  He  regretted  tlut 
the  Minister  of  Education  said :  **  Well 
the  Roman  Catholics  will  not  come  int*^ 
our  national  svstem  of  education.  This  k» 
the  only  way  they  can  come  in,  and  there- 
fore they  must  stay  out.**  Was  that  »o  f 
He  would  vote  against  the  plan  of  the 
Government,  whatever  grants  ther  pro- 
posed to  give  to  the  Roman  CatkoW 
He  would  vote  against  any  great  bodr 
of  schools  being  shut  out  from  a  nationsl 
svstem  of  education.  In  his  own  tovo 
tbe  Roman  Catholic  system  worbd 
very  well.  Possibly  he  had  come  under 
disgrace  with  some  of  his  oonstitiientf 
because  he  had  decUned  to  vote  against 
the  Bill  of  1902.  In  all  the  Cathobf 
schools  in  Bolton,  under  that  Bill  ther 
had  had  two  representatives  on  th* 
management  of  the  local  authority. 
There  was  an  enormous  advantage  ir 
getting  representation,  even  if  the  be*! 
authority  did  not  get  full  control  Stroci 
Nonconformist  friends  of  hit  had  b«ec 
on   the   management   of   thete  tehooli 
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ftod   that  had  been   an   advantage  to 
them  as  well  as  an  enormous  advantage 
to  the  schools.    He,  personally,  had  the 
gjreatest   possible    dislike    to    one-horse 
clencally  controlled*  schools — no  matter 
to  what  denomination   they  belonged, 
but  he  contended  that  great  good  had 
been  done  by  the  lay  representation  on 
the  management  of  these  Catholic  schools. 
Whv  should  the  Roman   Catholics  be 
made,  as  they  would  under  this  clause, 
to  pay  the  penalty  for  a  so-called  peace, 
by  being  thrown  back  on  their  previous 
position,  which  had  been  acknowledged 
to  be  bad  ?    Was  it  not  possible,   if 
they  could   not   get   full   authoritative 
control,  to  secure  representation  on  the 
management  of  these  schools  hy  means 
of  some  modus  vivendi  ?    He  knew  that 
the  financial  position  of  these  schools 
and  the  position  of  the  teachers  had 
been  vastly  improved  by  the  representa- . 
tioQ  of  the  local  authority  on  the  manage- 
ment since  the  Act  of  1902.     The  teachers 
were  now  able  to  appeal  when  necessary 
to  the  central  authority,  and  their  whole 
position  had  acquired  added  dignity  and 
independence.    He   was   sure   that   the 
teachers  would  be  loth  to  go  back  to 
their    old    conditions.     This    was    not 
altogether  a  question  of  money,  although 
the  Roman  Catholics  had  shown  that 
they   had    cheerfully    made    monetary 
sacrifices  for  their  schools,  and  that  they 
would  make  the  se  sacrifices  again.     What 
the  Roman  Catholics  dreaded  was  being 
thrown  out  of  the  stream  of  the  national 
educational    life    of    the    country    and 
driven  into  a  backwater,  so  to  speak, 
vhich  would   degrade   the   educational 
efficiency  of  their  schools  and  their  own 
self  respect.    He  asked  the  GK>vemment 
to  consider  most  seriously  whether  some 
compromise    could   not   be    arrived   at 
instead  of  pursuing  what  he  believed 
was  a  mistaken  policy.    He  had  taken 
part  in  some  conferences  for  peace  for 
several  years  past,  but  he  would  not 
cry  "Peace,   peace,"    when   there   was 
and  could  be  no  peace,    and  while  the 
proposed  settlement  would  leave  a  spirit 
of  rancour  in  the  hearts  of  so  many  of 
his  fellow  countrymen.    He  thought  the 
aolntion  lay  in  retaining  on  the  manage- 
ment of  the  voluntary  schools,  without 
fall  control,  representation  and  participa- 
tion.   That  would  secure  both  the  in- 
tetest  of  education,  of  the  public,  and  of 


his  Nonconformist  friends.  What  would, 
be  the  result  ot handing  the  money  granta 
over  to  these  associations  and  not  to 
the  separate  schools  ?  It  would  be 
that  his  Nonconformist  friends  would 
say  that  they  were  handing  it  over 
to  be  put  into  clerical  pockets* 
They  withdrew  all  participation,  know- 
ledge, and  interest  in  the  schools,  and 
they  flung  them  a  stmi  of  money*  and 
jjaid :  "  Divide  this  among  yourselves.'^* 
He  thought  it  was  a  backward  step,  and 
he  would  rather  have  the  conditions 
under  the  Act  of  1902.  It  was  worth 
considering  whether  there  was  no  choice 
between  this  proposal  and  retaining 
those  conditions  and  going  on  as  at 
present.  He  would  not  support  or  vote 
for  a  Bill  which  carried  with  it  inevitable 
injustice  to  a  great  mass  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen. 

Mr.  KETTLE  (Tyrone,  E.)  said  he 
had,  since  he  had  been  in  the  House,, 
listened  to  every  debate  on  education  in 
England  and  Wales  with  great  attention 
and  some  amount  of  wonderment.  He 
had  always  been  anxious  to  discover 
what  sins  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
committed  that  they  should  be  penalised 
under  the  education  system,  and  he 
thought  he  had  at  last  found  out  what 
their  offence  was.  The  Catholics  of  this- 
coimtry  had  committed  the  unpardonable 
sin  of  being  a  minority.  The  rejection  of 
this  clause,  accepted  two  years  ago  by 
the  present  Government,  and  now  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  meant  that  they  might  have 
many  things  in  England,  but  there  waa 
one  thing  they  were  determined  not  to- 
have,  and  that  was  religious  equality^ 
With  every  claim  for  religious  equality^ 
came  the  cry  of  "  Eome  on  the  rates,"^ 
or  something  equivalent,  but  when  rates,, 
portions  of  wluch  were  contributed  by^ 
Roman  Catholics,  went  to  the  upkeep  of 
schools  for  other  than  Roman  Catholio 
children  the  fundamental  question  arose** 
of  whether  it  was  "  Rome  on  the  rates  " 
or  "  Rates  on  Rome."  Surely  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  this  great  Protestant, 
country,  which  was  engaged  in  a  great 
Protestant  settlement,  would  require* 
that  if  Rome  was  not  to  be  helped  fronk 
the  rates  its  Roman  Catholic  subjects, 
should  be  relieved  from  the  local  rates. 
for  its  educational  system.    If  they  were 
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to  have  principles,  and  the  House  did 
discover  them  occasionally  from  time  to 
time,  they  really  ought  to  have  principles 
which  would  work  both  ways.    His  hon. 


friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  put 
the*  whole  situation  in  a  phrase  which,  if 
there  was  impartial  journalism  in  this 
country,  would  ring  throughout  it  with 
greater  prominence  than  **  Rome  on  the 
rates."    The  hon.  Member  said — 

'*  Catholics  are  to  be  fined  for  conscience 
sake.*' 

They    repudiated    most    strongly     the 
opinion  that  it  was  a  privilege  to  stand 
out  of  the  national  system.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  afternoon  took  exception  to  that 
phrase  of  standing  out  of  the  national 
system,    and    made   some    qualification 
which  perhaps  cleared  up  things;   but 
at  all  events  the  Catholic  subjects  of  this 
country,  as  the  result  of  conscientious 
conviction,  with  the  strength  of  which 
«very    Member  of  the  House  was  per- 
fectly well  acquainted,  were  compelled 
to   stand   out  of  the   normal   national 
system,  to  be  an  excrescence  upon  it, 
and  to    send  their  children  to  schools 
which    from    mere    financial    necessity 
must    be,     whatever    the    self-sacrifice 
of  the  teacher,  if  not  inferior  in  fact, 
generally    regarded    as  inferior    to  the 
general  voluntary  schools  of  the  country. 
That    was    the     situation.       He     did 
not   think  the  speech  of   the   Minister 
for     Education,     in    refusing     to     ac- 
cept    this     Amendment,      was     very 
happily     phrased,     although     he     did 
not  go  so  far  as  to  accuse  him  of  dis- 
courtesy, at  any  rate  of  deliberate  dis- 
courtesy.   He    must    congratulate    him 
upon  his  new  found  respect  for  the  House 
of  Lords,  based  on  the  vote  of  a  small 
section  of  Catholic  Peers.    He  was  sure 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
did  not  regard  the  House  of  Lords  in  all 
its  decisions  upon  all  Bills  as  acting  under 
.plenary  and  divine  inspiration,  and  at 
any  rate  it  was  a  small  body  of  Peers  who 
voted.    He  did  not   attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  decisions  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  the  question  was  as  to  the 
general  position  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  teachers,  and  the  vote  was  taken 
on  a  clause  which  was  radically  different 
from  this  one.    The  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion said  the  Catholics  possessed  a  large 
amount  of  patronage  in  their  schools,^and 

Mr.  Kettle. 


spoke  of  their  having  a  preserve  exclusvelr 
kept  for  Catholic  teachers.   He  thought  he 
told  them  that  there  were  something  like 
5,000   teacherships    filled    by   Catholic* 
under   the   present   System.     Mi^  b« 
suggest    to   the    right    hon.  OeotianAii 
that  if  the  education  of  this  ooontrr 
were     conducted     on    fair    and    equl 
conditions    the    Catholics     would    not 
have   less  than  5,000  teacherships.    If 
there  were  no  tests  would  the  Roman 
Catholics  fill  fewer  teacherships  paid  for  br 
public  money  than  the  number  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    His  oini 
impression  was  that  they  would  fill  * 
very  much  larger  number.     The  Ministfr 
for  Education  gave  his  real  reason  for  hi» 
opposition  to  the  clause  in  the  latter  ptn 
of   his  speech.    He  did  not  confine  hU 
opposition  to  it  to  any  ground  of  principlf 
or  administrative  difficulty,  but  said  th^t 
the  Nonconformist  opinion  in  the  conntrr 
was  such  as  to  make  it  impossible  for  him 
to  grant    the  demand  involved  in  the 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment.    If  thst 
was  so,  this  part  of  the  Bill  dealing  with 
Catholics,  this  being  the  final  compr(»nu'4 
and    offer,   was  to    be    settled,  not  by 
Catholic,  but  by  Nonconformist  opinion. 
They   emancipated   the  Nonconformi«t« 
in  1829,  although  they  had  forgotten  the 
fact.     They   fought    the    old    religioiu 
battles  against  the  Established  Chuirh. 
both  in   England  and  in  Ireland,  side 
by  side  with  the  Nonconfonnista,  and 
he  was    bound    to    say,  although,  like 
his  hon.    friend,  he    remembered    with 
profotmd  gratitude  their  action  in  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  University  Bill 
earlier  in   the   session,  when  he  looked 
at  their  action  on  this  matter    he   felt 
he    was    almost    sorrv   that    thev  ever 
emancipated  them  and  gave  them  teat* 
in   this   House.     Although  the  Noncon* 
formists    always  said  they  sympathijed 
with     their     point     of    view,     he    w:s 
extremely  sceptical  whether  they  under 
stood     it.      He    was    profoundly    con- 
vinced  end  persuaded  of    the  sincentr 
and  tenacity  with  which  they  held  thetr 
own  principles,  but  they  seemed  unable 
to  adjust  themselves  to  their  point  of  vie« . 
He  would  say  no  more.    He  did  not  thut 
their  religious  prejudices,  but  he  re«pccted 
them,  and  he  was  sorrv  thev  could  no( 
see  their  way  to  support   the  poUtir^l 
principle  of  equMity  for  which  ther  had 
historically  stood  in  this  country.    The 
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right   hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  to  a 
statement  of  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  South  Kerry,  on  the  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Bill,  to  the  effect  that  Catholics  in 
Scotland    would    be    content   with    an 
increase  of   10s.   per  head  on  the  40s. 
provided  by  that  Bill.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   then  went  on    to    institute 
a    comparison    between    the    cost    of 
education     in    Scotland    and    England, 
leading  to    the    conclusion    that    if   in 
Scotland  the  Catholics  would  be  content 
with  SOs.  they  ought  to  be  content  with 
the  same  figare  in  England.    His  hon. 
friend  said  nothing  of  the  kind  ;    he  never 
said  that  a  grant  of   50s.  would  place 
these  schools  on  an  equality  with  the 
State  schools  in  Scotland.     The  question 
of  principle  \mdoubtedly  did  come  irto 
this   matter,    but   that   of   monev   and 
pecuniary    consideration   also   came   in. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
was  not,  as  he  understood  it,  as  com- 
pletely   persuaded    of    the    equity    and 
justice  of  the  settlement  as  he  was  before 
the    discussion     began.    He    had    the 
figures   before    him    from    the   Catholic 
aathorities  stating  the  Catholic  point  of 
view,   and  pointing  out  the  deductions 
which  must  be  made  from  the  supposed 
advantage    which    came    in    under    the 
pooling  arrangement.    He  took  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  that  after- 
noon as  not  expressing  the  same  measure 
of  belief  with  regard  to  the  Schedule, 
and  as  indicating  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  listen  to  reason  and 
mathematics,  if  it  was  not  prepared  to 
listen  to  coTi8<^:ienc«»  with  regard  to  the  Bill, 
ffis  hon.  friend  for  the  Scotland  Division 
had  referred  to  the  passive  resistance 
of    their    Nonconformist    friends,    and 
suggested  that  if  this  Bill  passed  in  its 
present  form  without  facilities  for   the 
Catholics  of  this  country,  they  possibly 
might  take  a  hint  from  the  action  of 
their  Nonconformist  friends  in  the  past. 
From  the  CathoHcs  of  Lancashire,  who 
were  largely  Irish,  he  himself  would  ex- 
pect a  policy  of  active,  and  not   passive 
resistance.     His  short  experience  in  the 
House  had  taught  him  that  minorities, 
whether  Catholic  or  other,  got  a  good  deal 
of  sympathy,  but  no  justice.    If  the  Bill 
was  passed  in  its  present  form  without  this 
consideration  for  the  CathoUc  conscience, 
which  ought  to  be  respected  even  in  a 
Protestant    country,    the    Government 


would  carry  through  their  great  final 
settlement  with  a  wrong  and  injustice, 
which  they  had  not  sought  to  defend, 
embedded  in  its  heart.  They  were 
stamping  the  Catholic  schools  with  a  sort 
of  broad  arrow,  and  making  them 
the  outcasts  and  pariahs  of  the  national 
system  of  education.  They  did  not  want 
to  stand  outside  the  system  of  national 
educational  life,  but  the  Government 
compelled  them  to.  They  side-tracked 
them  and  turned  them  into  a  back- 
water. In  addition  to  that,  thev  inflicted 
upon  them  a  heavy  penalty.  He  could 
not  think  that  such  conditions  could 
form  the  basis  of  a  real  and  permanent 
settlement  of  this  controversy. 


Mk.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Clare,  E.) 
said  he  could  not   allow  the  debate  to 
close  without  giving  expression  to    the 
intense  indignation  which  he  knew  would 
be  roused  among  the  Irish  and    Catholic 
population  of  this  country,  by  the  action 
of  the  Government.    They    all   thought 
towards  the  end  of  the  debates  on  the  Bill 
of  1906  that  something  like  a  satisfactory 
solution  had  been  arrived  at  and  every- 
one regretted  that  that  solution  had  been 
upset    by   the    House    of    Lords.    The 
arrangement    arrived     at     at    the  last 
moment    between     Lord      Crewe    and 
the    Catholic    Members  of  this   House 
was  embodied  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  new  clause  on  the  Paper  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.   Member   for   East   Mavo. 
It   was   never   discussed    or   voted    on 
either  in  the  House  of  Lords  or  this 
House,  the  possibility  of  that  discussion 
being  destroyed  by  the  action  of  Lord 
Lansdowne  and  his  friends.     They  had 
been  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  now  could  not  get  the  consent 
of    the    Nonconformist    Party    to    the 
provisions  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of  1906, 
but  he  himself  did  not  believe  there  had 
been  so  great  a  change  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Nonconformists  einre  two  years  ago, 
that    they    would     refuse    a    way    to 
an  all  roimd   settlement,  because  they 
refused     to     accept    the    arrangement 
made    between    Lord    Crewe    and    the 
Catholics  of  this  House.    He  was    not 
one  of  those  who  took  it  for  granted 
that     the     sole    enemies    to    Catholic 
education    were    the      NonconformiHts. 
He   had  no  sympathy  with  the  strong 
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language    used    agaiost    the     Noncon- 
formistSy     because    he     believed     that 
if     the     Gavernment     gave     them     a 
chaace  they  would  adhere  to  the  arrange- 
ment made  when  the  Bill  of  1906  was 
introduced.    If  that  were  the  fact,  he 
believed  the  Catholic  community  would 
accept  as  a  settlement  Clause  4  of  that 
Bill.    He  could  not,  however,  forget  the 
action  of  a  certain  section  of  the  Church 
of  England,  which  had  been,  if  he  might 
say  so  without  offence,  to  the  last  degree 
mean    and    treacherous    towards    the 
Catholic    community    of   this    country. 
They  had  used  the  influence  and  votes  of 
the    Catholic    representatives    for    the 
purpose   of  defending   the   interests   of 
the  Anglican  schools,  and  made  common 
cause    with     the    Catholics     for    that 
purpose.    When  the  opportunity   came 
and  they  made  terms  for  themselves, 
they  threw  off  aU  association  with  the 
Catholics,  and  deserted  the  interests  of 
the  Catholic  schools.    Therefore,  if  there 
was    to    be    any    condemnation,    that 
section  of  the  Church  of  England  deserved 
its  share.    It  seemed  a  tremendouspity 
when  there  was  in  the  air  and  in    the 
breasts  of  all  men  a  general  desire  for  a 
permanent  settlement  of  this  question, 
that  such  an  arrangement  a^  that  con- 
tained in  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayor  could  not  be  arrived  at. 
They  were  told  that  if  this  Bill  was  passed 
into  law   it  would  effect  a   permanent 
settlement.    It    was    quite    true    that 
certain  hon.  Members  above  the  gangway 
voted  for  the  Grovemment  on  the  Second 
Beading,  but  so  far  as  other  portions 
of  the  House  were  concerned  there  was 
nothing   like   a   strong   and  imanimous 
opinion   in    favour   of   this    Bill.     The 
division  showed  the  very  reverse.    Was 
anyone  prepared'  to  get  up  and  say  that 
no  matter  what  the  division  might  be  on 
the  Third  Beading  this  would  be  anything 
like  a  settlement  in  face  of  the  action  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Oppositon  ?    Nobody 
could  attempt  to  say  that  there  would 
be    educational    satisfaction    or    settle- 
ment in  this  country  when  so  many, 
both  in  and  outside  this   House,  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill.    They  had  strongly 
and  bitterly  opposed  to  the    Bill  the 
late  Prime  Minister,  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  with  a  large  following,  and 
they  had  the  opposition  of  the  Catholics 
in    that    House    and    throughout    the 
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length  and  breadth  of  the  land.     With 
such  an  array  of  political  forces  could 
anyone    believe    that    the    Bill    would 
leave  the   question  of  education    in  & 
satisfactory  position,  or  that  there  would 
be  anything  but  a  renewal  of  hostilities, 
discontent,  and  dissatisfaction  ?    He  said, 
as  a  Catholic  Member  of  that  House, 
and  he  thought  that  it  was  the  opinion 
of  every  other  Catholic  Member,   that 
such  a  result  was  a  pity.     He  believed 
that  it  was  perfectly  possible  to  arriTe 
at  a  settlement  which  would  be  reallr 
permanent,      final,      and      satisfactoir 
to     all     interests    and    denominatioiLS 
if     the     (Jovemment     only      took     a 
little    time.     They    had    been    sitting 
pretty  nearly  the  whole  year  through, 
and    within    a    few    days    the    House 
must     adjourn    for     Christmas,      yet 
this     matter     of     grave      importance, 
the  most  important  matter  that  Parlia- 
ment could  deal  with,  was  to  be  disposed 
of  within  a  short  period.     Where  was 
the    necessity    for    this    extraordinarr 
hurry  ?    Why  should  a  pistol    be  put 
to  the  head,  not  only  of  one  party,  but 
of  all  the  parties  in  th3  House  ?     Whj 
should  the  Gk>vemment  say  that  in  two 
weeks  before  Christmas  Day  the  question 
must  be  settled  ?     There  was  no  reason 
for  this  imdue  haste.    He  thought  that 
the    Gk>vemment   would   be    far   better 
advised  if  they  sought,  not  after  a  hastr 
settlement,  but  a  real,  permanent,general. 
and  satisfactory  settlement.    He  believed 
that    such    an    all-round     and    general 
satisfac'ory  settlement  could  be  arrived 
at  if  men  were  given  time ;    but  if  the 
Archbishop    of    Canterbury     and    the 
Minister  for  Education,   like   a   couple 
of    religious    highwaymen,    put    pistols 
to  their  heads  and  said :     "  You  have 
got  to  take  what  we  propose,*'  then  he 
thought  that  was  unreasonable.     It  was 
said    by    some    people    that    CathoUcs 
really  had  a  great  deal  of  assurance  in 
asking    for    any    assistance    from    the 
Government    at    all.    They    were    told 
that  in  other  English  speaking  countries 
the   Catholic   people   were   not   offered 
any  assistance  whatever  for  their  schools. 
But  what  they  did  in  other  countries, 
he  presumed,  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  educational  questions  in  thif 
country,   which   was    upheld    to    other 
countries  as  an  example  of  broad-minded- 
ness and  as  a  place  where,  whatever  mi  Jkt 
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be  tlie  case  in  other  countries,  there 
vas  freedom  of  conscience  and  religi- 
0118  equality  for  all.  That  was  the 
attitude  taken  up  hy  this  country. 
She  had  no  rijjht  to  refer  to  America 
or  any  of  the  CJolonies,  or  to  any  other 
part  of  the  world,  because  if  she  did 
not  want  to  be  regarded  as  a  hypocrite 
England  must  act  up  to  her  professions 
and  give  to  all  the  subjects  of  the  realm 
and  to  every  religion  equal  and  fair 
treatment.  The  Catholics,  he  was  certain, 
asked  for  no  more.  Dr.  Clifford  con- 
stantly quoted  the  phrase  "Rome  on 
the  rates,*'  but  that  phrase  was  too 
much  like  the  refrain  of  some  song  in  a 
low  music  hall,  and  it  Was  an  absurd 
statement  if  they  considered  the  Church 
of  Rome  in  connection  with  her  rights. 
Catholics  were  entitled  in  common  fair- 
ness to  justice.  He  would  say  to  hon. 
Hembers  whose  opinion  they  generally 
respected  that  if  Catholics  were  com- 
pelled to  pay  rates  for  educational 
purposes,  they  Were  entitled  to  get 
some  return  for  those  rates.  He 
could  imderstand  perfectly  well  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said:  "We  regret 
that  Roman  Catholics  cannot  come 
into  the  educational  system  because  of 
^nscientious  objections,  and  that  there- 
fore they  do  not  get  any  advantage 
from  the  rates  which  they  pay.  It  is 
not  fair  to  exact  money  from  people 
and  give  them  no  return  for  it.  We 
irill  relieve  the  Catholic  parents  of  the 
country  from  the  payment  of  rates  for 
educational  purposes."  If  that  were 
proposed  it  would  be  fair  and  reasonable. 
Re  would  like  to  hear  some  reason  why 
such  a  proposal  should  not  be  made. 
And  what  became  of  the  rates  of  the 
Catholics  1  He  was  happy  to  say  that 
they  had  members  of  various  denomina- 
tions in  the  Nationalist  Party  represent- 
ing Ireland,  and  the  question  of  religion 
iras  never  raised  among  them.  Speaking 
as  a  Catholic  Member  of  the  House, 
^ose  father  was  a  Catholic  Member 
hefoie  him,  he  would  say  that  he  had 
an  equal  respect  for  members  of  all  the 
Protestant  denominations.  He  had  as 
much  respect  for  the  opinion  of  Non- 
^conformist  Members  as  he  had  for 
tile  opinion  of  Church  of  England  repre- 
sentatives in  the  House  or  outside  it. 
He  had  no  feeling  of  prejudice  one  way 
or  the  other  in  regard  to  any  of  them. 
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He  differed  from  them  all  inasmuch 
as  they,  whatever  their  particular 
sect  might  be,  belonged  to  the  one 
great  Protestant  religion,  with  which 
as  a  CathoUc  he  could  not  agree.  But 
it  was  a  monstrous  thing  to  come  to 
the  Catholic  parents  of  the  country, 
who  were  among  the  poorest  and  hardest 
worked  citizens  in  the  land,  and  say  to 
them :  ^'  We  have  made  an  arrangement 
by  which  your  consciences  wUl  not 
allow  you  to  send  your  children  to  our 
schools.  We  respect  your  opinions; 
we  do  not  find  fault  with  them; 
we  regret  the  necessity  which  com- 
pels us  to  keep  you  outside;  but 
notwithstanding  that  necessity  you 
shall  pay  towards  the  upkeep  of  our 
schools."  Why  should  they  say  to 
Catholics  that  they  were  not  only  to  be 
excluded  from  the  schools  but  that  they 
were  to  pay  rates  for  the  maintenance  of 
schools  which  they  did  not  use  1  They 
would  use  the  money  of  Catholics  for  a 
religion  which  was  entirely  foreign  to 
the  hearts  of  Catholics,  and  was  to  be 
taught  in  the  public  schools.  That  in 
his  opinion  was  a  monstrously  imfair 
position.  He  had  no  intention  of  saying 
anything  in  the  slightest  degree  dis- 
respectful or  offensive  to  Nonconformists, 
because  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  that  Nonconformists  had 
had  to  suffer  in  the  past  just  as  Catholics 
had  had  to  suffer  in  many  part^  of  their 
history  for  conscience  sake  ;  still,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  a  mean  thing  to  take  the 
pence  and  shillings  and  pounds  of  a  few 
hard-Worked  Catholic  workmen  and  say 
that  the  money  should  be  used  directly 
for  the  teaching  of  a  religion  of  which  these 
men  did  not  approve.  They  were  to 
have  Cowper-Templeism,  on  which  he 
was  not  an  authority  ;  he  believed  that  it 
differed  in  various  localities  according 
to  the  wishes  of  the  authorities.  [Aa 
Hon.  Member  :  It  is  an  elastic  re- 
ligion.] He  thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
for  giving  him  a  true  description  of 
Cowper-Templeism ;  it  was  now  an 
elastic  reli^on.  He  did  not  quarrel  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  that.  Supporters 
of  that  religion  admired  it  probably 
because  of  its  elasticity.  At  any  rate, 
whatever  might  be  said  of  the  Catholic 
religion,  it  could  not  be  described  as 
elastic.  Yet  Catholics  were  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  a  religion  which  waa 
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elastic  and  repugnant  to  them.    That 
was  something  wUch  should  be  regarded 
as    quite    unfair.    If    hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite  admired  Cowper-Templeism  he 
did  not  quarrel  with  their  opinion,  but 
surely  they  could  pay  for  it.    He  did 
not  suppose  that  there  was  a  Catholic 
who  would  make  it  a  condition  in  the 
educational  settlement  that  a  farthing  of 
Nonconformist  money  or  of  Church  of 
England    money    should    be    spent    on 
teaching  the   Catholic  catechism   to  a 
single  Catholic  child  in  this  land.    What- 
ever their  difficulties  and  troubles  might 
be,  Catholics  could  at  least  pay  for  the 
religion  of  their  children,  and  they  were 
proud  to  do  so.    He  submitted  that  in  all 
fairness  the  position  was  untenable,  and 
that  it  was  a  mean  thing  to  call  upon  the 
Catholics  of  this  country  to  pay  rates  for 
schools  which  they  did  not  use,  and  in 
addition    to    give    them    no    guarantee 
whatever  that  their  money  would  not  be 
used   for   the   propagation    of    religion 
in  which  they  did  not  believe  in  the 
faintest   degree.    He    believed   that    it 
would  be  perfectly  easy  to  come  to  an 
arrangement  on  the  lines  of  Clause  4  of 
the  Bill  of  1906. '  He  believed  that  clause 
would  be   acceptable  not   only  to    the 
Catholics  but  to  those  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  who  were  not  accept- 
ing the  present  settlement  proposals  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the  Minister 
for  Education.    It  was  an  unfair  and  a 
disastrous  thing  that  Catholic  or  Church 
of  England  schools  should  be  separated 
in  the  general  settlement ;    they  ought 
to  be  brought  together.    He  believed  that 
it  was  quite  within  the  powers  of  states- 
manship to  bring  all  the  children  of  the 
schools    of    all    denominations    into    a 
common    scheme,    at    the    same    time 
providing  fair  and  reasonable  safeguards 
for  the  religious  convictions  and  principles 
of  every  denomination  in  the  land.    This 
Bill  would  not  do  that ;    it  would  bring 
about    no    permanent    settlement.     It 
might  pass ;  but  as  sure  as  it  did  pass, 
everybody  knew  that  not  many  years 
would  elapse  before  another  (Government 
would  propose  to  amend  it.    There  had 
been  tinkering  enough  with  the  education 
question.    Other  countries  in  the  world 
were  ahead  of  us.    Germany  was  far 
ahead  of  us.    And  why  ?    Largely  be- 
cause in  Germany  they  had  long  ago  seen 
the  harm  of  not  doing  the  very  thing 
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which  he  was  urging  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  now.    In  Germany  they  ksd 
recognised   the  strength  of   the  cUinu 
of    the    various    denominations.    Tker 
gave  Catholic  and  Protestant  eqnilitj  of 
treatment,  and  the  result  was  educational 
efficiency.    It  was  possible  to  do  tlut 
in    this    country,    if    there    was  onlr 
time.      Let     them     have     some    real 
reason   why   all  this  amount  of  work 
should  be  done  within  a  fortni^U.    Wliit 
was  there  magical  in  the   year   1908! 
There  were  only  a  few  weela  of  it  left. 
Surely  next  year  when  men  had  had  time 
to  think,  when  other  people,  with  all 
respect  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbuir, 
had  had  conferences,  when  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  his  party  and  oti&er 
sections  of  the  community  had  had  aa 
opportunity,  which    he    supposed   ther 
had  not  yet  had,  of  considering  the  whoW 
question,  would  not  that  be  time  enough 
to  bring  in  this   Bill?    No.    Let  tb» 
truth  at  once  be  told  about  this  matter. 
The  Government  were  resolved  to  carrr 
this  Bill  by  the  guillotine,  by  sttflinjt 
discussion,  within  the  compass  of  thra^ 
or  four  days,  practically  before  Christmas, 
because  they  knew  that  every  day  that 
passed  by  showed  fresh  recruits  flockiiMC 
to  that  already  not  inconsiderable  anny 
which   could   not    possibly   accept   th» 
present  proposals  of  the   Government. 
If  this  Bill  were  postponed  until  next 
year  it  would  be  found  on  further  con- 
sideration that  when  the  Leader  of  tbe 
Opposition  rose  to  speak  he  would  speak 
for  ih3  majority  of  the  Members  sittimr 
behind  him,  and   that  the    number  of 
Nonconformists    who  were    opposed  to 
this    settlement  would  have  increaied. 
The  Government  knew  this  and  felt  that 
if  the  matter  was  to  be  carried  through 
at  all  it  must  be  carried  through  at  onr» 
before  men  had  h\d  time  to  think  and 
to  investigate  the  matter.    Was  tkeie  a 
matter  in  England  upon  which  the  coo- 
stituencies  felt  more  strongly,  and  ta 
which  they  took  a  deeper  interest  tkaa 
this  school  question  ?    Was  it  an  vn- 
reasonable  tlung  considering  that  it  W 
been  sprung  on  the  country  soddealT 
without  any  warning 

♦Tab  DEPUTYCHAIKMAN  (Mr.  Caid* 
WELL,  Lanarkshire,  Mid.) :  Those  reaarii 
apply  to  the  discussion  that  took  pbc* 
on  Friday  on  the  Rosohit'on  aOocatii 
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the  time  of  the  Eouse.    They  do  tiot 
tffly  to  this  Amendtnent. 

Uk.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  said  he 

vished  only  to  ask,  if  the  AmeDdment 

ronld  not  be  accepted,  whether  the  Gov- 

I   nnmeat  would  not  ^;ree   to   postpone 

'    tlte  whole  matter  so  that  Members  of  all 

pirties   would  have  an  opportunity  for 

( ireek  or  so  at  least  of  consulting  their 

raastitttents  and  holding  meetings  and 

ot  really  getting  at  the  true  pulse  of 

the  coimtiy.    He  supposed  it  was  idle 

lo  expect  that  the  Government  would 

iccept  the  Amendment.    It  would  pro- 

;    bsbly    be    defeated    by    a    very    large 

I  nwjority.  He  deeply  regretted  it.  He  was 

I   absolately  certain  that  the  Government 

[  na  throwing  away  a  great  opportunity, 

;   in  opportunity  which  nearly  arrived  in 

[    1906  and  which  was  bound  to  come  with 

I    fatintce  and  with  a  certain  amount  of 

I    cMuideiation  and  time,  an  opportunity  of 

bringing  about  a  settlement  which  would 

utisfy    every    denomination.    He    did 

not  beUere  this  settlement  would  really 

I    Mtiify  anything  like  a  majority  of  any 

droomination, 

*Hb.  STUART  (SunderUnd)  said  he 
ns  one  of  those  who  regretted  that 
the  Bill  of  1906  did  not  pass,  and  more 
pirticiilarly  because  the  clause  which 
*M  repiodnced  in  this  Amendment, 
in  hi<i  opinion,  met  adequately  the 
iitution  of  the  Catholic  Members. 
Whether  it  was  possible  to  revert  to 
ibt  or  not  he  could  not  say.  It  must 
depend  upon  the  Government.  He  pre- 
ninisd  it  wag  no  part  of  the  arrangement 
"hieh  they  had  m^e  with  the  Church 
fi  England.  He  did  not  wish  to  see 
the  Bill  postponed  or  thrown  aside, 
Wcanse  he  believed  moderate  repre- 
s^tatives  of  both  sides  of  opinion  had 
rome  so  near  to  a  conclusion  that  it 
*u  irell  that  they  should  proceed.  But 
Older  these  circumstances  the  Catholic 
eonununity  was  being  left  out  in  the 
«>U.  It  could  not  be  included  in  any 
solation  stich  as  this  Bill  appeared  to 
nfler  in  its  present  form.  It  had  very 
pwnliircUimfltocouBideration.  TheNon- 
coaformiita  and  the  Church  of  England 
were  both  Protestant.  They  were  at 
one  b  their  belief  in  the  open  Bible 
both  M  a  means  of  education  and  as  a 
religious   advantage.    But   the    Roman 


Catholics  differed   from  them  loto  caio. 
They  upheld  that  it  was  unsuitable  for 
education,   that   it   was  unsuitable   for 
the  laity.     However  much  they  might 
difier  from  that  point  of  view  that  was 
their  point  of  view,   and  they  held  it 
conscientiously.    When    the    Protestant 
communities  got  rid   for  some  time  of 
this  educational  quarrel  by  an  agreement 
among  themselves,   surely  it   would  be 
a  great  mistake  if  these  two  great  p.irties 
in  the  State  did  not  take  into  account 
the  position  of  their   Roman   Catholic 
friends      and     endeavour     to      invent 
something    which   shouli     meet     their 
difficulties   too.      If    they    were    going 
to   have   a   solution   between   the   two 
pirties  he  did  not  at  all  side  with  those 
who  thought  that  such  a  solution  would 
break  down  easilv.     The  moderate  people 
on  both  sides  were  tired  of  this  constant 
educational    quarrel.      Extreme    people 
would  never  come  into  any  agreement, 
but  they  would  have  to  accept  it  when 
it  was  made.    He  believed  they  had  a 
solid  mass  of  the  people  willing  to  combine 
with  the  moderate  people  on  both  sides. 
When  they  were  going  to  get  a  solution 
of  the  question   which   affected  them- 
selves   and    their    point    of    view,   let 
them  not  he  so  seltish  as  to  leave  their 
Roman  Catholic  friends  out  in  the  cold. 
They  would  do  well  to  turn  their  mincs- 
to  what  they   could   do   to   meet   the 
Roman  Catholic  difficulty.    There  was 
no  doulit  that  the  Amendment  would, 
meet  that  difficulty,  if  it  were  applied 
to   the  Roman  Catholics  alone.     They 
ought  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
be    willing    to    have    something    of    the 
kind  done  to  meet  them,  though  it  was 
on  a  different  line  from  what  met  the 
difficulty  they  were  trying 
their  mutual  concessions. 
doubt  that  would  settle  the 
far    as    they    were    eoncen 
Government  could  not  givi 
solution  let  them  turn  to 
form  of  solution,  and  then 
forms.     There  was  the  simf 
solution.    Let  them  give  t 
something  which  would  mei 
culties.   because  they  were 
community  in  Enghind  and 
was   the   richest.    If    they 
avoid   everything   of   the   ■ 
religious    persecution,    if    t 
to  have  toleration  as   it   i 
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but  was  too  seldom  understood,  they 
ought  to  recollect  that  the  Catholics 
were  separated  from  them  by  a  definite 
gulf.  They  did  not  all  like  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  or  Church  of  England 
teaching,  but  they  were  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  division  line  from  that  on 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  stood.  He 
pressed  upon  the  Government  that 
they  would  injure  the  settlement  if  they 
left  the  Catholics  out  of  it.  There  was 
still  an  opportunity  to  devise  something. 
He  did  not  believe  it  was  wise  to  adhere 
to  the  Bill  and  the  Government  ought 
to  be  in  a  position  before  they  came  to 
the  Report  stage,  if  they  could  not 
support  the  Amendment,  to  deal  with 
the  question  m  some  way  so  that  they 
might  not  make  an  agreement  between 
themselves  and  leave  the  poorest  part 
of  the  population  outside  it. 

♦Mr.  F.  E.  smith  said  the  hon.  Member 
ior  East  Clare,  speaking  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Archbishop  and  some  of  his  hon. 
friends,  said  that  in  his  judgment  the 
•Church  of  England  was  guilty  of  mean  and 
treacherous  conduct  in  making  a  settle- 
ment for  itself  without  regard  to  the 
equal  claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
He  should  himself,  having  repeatedly 
in  the  course  of  three  successive  Educa- 
tion Bills,  though  not  a  strong  denomina- 
tionalist,  advocated  the  claim  for  equal 
treatment  amongst  all  denominations, 
think  he  was  guilty  of  mean  and  treacher- 
ous conduct  if,  because  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  was,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
of  the  impression  that  he  had  made  a 
settlement  which  as  far  as  the  Church 
of  England  was  concerned  was  satis- 
factory, they  were  to  eliminate  from 
that  settlement  Roman  Catholics,  whose 
<jase  was  precisely  similar  to  that  of 
Churchmen,  The  last  speaker  had  made 
the  curious  obser\''ation  that  the  Catholics, 
as  far  as  this  grievance  was  concerned, 
stood  in  a  position  alone,  and  he  certainly 
suggested  that  no  similar  grievance 
was  felt  by  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Such  an  argument  seriously 
put  forward  after  three  sessions  of  stoimy 
Parliamentary  debate  simply  filled  one 
with  despair.  He  held  on  this  question 
a  brief  no  more  for  the  Church  than  for 
the  Catholic  faith,  but  the  one  thing 
that  had  struck  everyone  in  the  whole 
course  of  tie  debate  had  been  that  the 
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denominational  position,   if  it  had  ever 
rested    on    strong   ground    at    all,  W 
rested  on  this  groimd,  tkat  no  man,  n* 
matter  of  what  faith,  had   a  right  ti 
impose  by  force  upon  a  thiid  party  his  ovd 
will  and  his  own  view  of  what  anothfi 
man    ought    to     believe.       That    was 
the    whole    case.     Practically    it    was 
equivalent  to  a  man  saying  he  believed 
a   certain  thing  and   others    ought  t<. 
The  only  comment  one  could  make  njKi 
that  point  was  that  if  the  Catholic  jK^i- 
tion  was  right  the  Anglican  position  wi> 
also  right ;     the  Catholic    position  wa^ 
right,   not  because  of  its    disparity  i: 
relation  to  Cowper-Temple  teaching,  br 
on  .the   broad   ground   that    the    adui* 
citizens  of  a  tree  country   had  a  rifiii* 
to  form  their  own  opinion  in  relieit-^* 
matters.    Approachirg  the  question  frcm 
this  point  of  view,  he  had  been  struct 
by   somo    observations    from    the  hor. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  who,  in  a  m^' 
moderate  and  well-teasoned  speech,  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  of  Roman  CatboI:> 
m    the    subject.     A    very    considerab'» 
c\mount  of  abuse  had  been  directed  againr 
the  House  of  Lords  tor  their  attitni- 
in   regard   to  the  last   Education  BiT, 
but   nevertheless   hon.  Members  to-di^ 
had  been   quite  ready  to   express  th'2 
satisfaction  with  Clause   4    of  the  fii^ 
of  1906  as  it  left  the  House  of  Lord'. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  gangway  i^r.f 
so  far  contented  with  that  clause  tL»: 
they  were  quite  ready  to  introduce  r 
now  into  this  Bill  in  the  form  of  ai 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DILLON  said  that  CLanse  4  h^ 
a  very  tangled  history.  The  cLmse  ^ 
had  introduced  was  not  qnite  the  same- 
The  House  of  Lords  made  certai: 
alterations  which  did  not  satiB^  t^ 
representatives  of  Catholics.  Ccnst 
quently  the  Ministry  made  iarthr. 
alterations  in  response  to  tbeir  leqvs: 
which  made  the  clause  satisfactoiT  tUxc 
it  had  left  the  Lords. 

""Mr.  F.  E.  smith  replied  that  itn< 
a  long  clause,  and  he  thought  he  n: 
right  in  saying  that  when  die  rlii.* 
referred  to  left  the  House  of  Coc- 
mons  the  Leader  of  the  Ixwh  Pat^ 
referred  to  it  as  an  insult.  Lord  (Vt^ 
also  in  another  place  distiiictlj  stated  uit 
Clause  4  in  its  alteredstiape  woold  Mitn: 
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have  been  accepted  by  the  Government 
unless  it  was  forced  upon  them  by  the 
House  of  Lords.    Therefore,   this  con- 


cession was  made  in  consequence  of 
Amendments  introduced  in  the  House 
of  Lords  and  accepted  by  the  Grovemment 
in  the  course  of  the  pressure  brought 
to  bear  in  another  place.  No  one 
could  fail  to  respect  both  the  tact 
Bad  the  patience  which  the  Minister 
for  Education  had  brought  to  bear 
oa  educational  problems,  and  this 
was  a  refreshing  contrast  to  his  pre- 
decessor in  office.  He  had,  however, 
been  struck  with  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  in  which  he  stated 
that  if  he  had  attempted  to  apply  Clause 
i  to  the  present  Bill  he  coidd  not  have 
carried  the  Nonconformists  in  the 
country  with  him.  Where  did  that 
declaration  land  them  ?  At  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  the  Bill  of  1906  did 
they  not  carry  the  Nonconformists  with 
tlkem  ?  It  was  claimed  at  that  time 
that  the  clause  did  carry  the  Noncon- 
formists of  the  country  with  the  Grovem- 
ment, and  now  in  a  Bill  which  represented 
a  compromise  and  was  giving  better 
temis,  they  were  told  that  they 
could  not  have  the  same  clause  because 
it  would  not  carry  the  Nonconformists 
with  the  Government.  This  question 
must  be  determined  on  grounds  of 
principle.  The  question  was  whether 
it  was  right  or  wrong,  and  not  whether 
the  Government  coidd  carry  the  Non- 
conformists with  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  act  wisely  to  remember 
that  many  powerful  Ministers  in  great 
controversies  had  thought  it  convenient 
to  inquire  whether  they  could  carry  the 
Roman  Catholics  with  them.  If  it  was 
to  resolve  itself  merely  into  a  process  of 
counting  heads  in  the  country  he  was 
not  at  all  certain  that  the  arithmetic 
of  the  Government  was  very  reliable. 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sure  he 
was  right  in  saying  he  could  not  carr^r 
the  Nonconformists  with  him  ?  He 
premised  his  observations  by  saying 
he  was  not  at  all  sure  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  carrying  the  Nonconformists 
with  them  in  large  numbers  on  the  lines 
of  the  proposed  settlement. 


Mb.  RUNCIMAN  :    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man need  be  under  no  apprehension  on 


that  point.    I   would  not  have   acted 
without  Nonconformist  support.  , 


♦Mk.  F.  E.   SMITH   said  he   was 
not  attempting  to  attenuate  the  con- 
cession which  the  Nonconformists  had 
made,  but,  so  far  as  the  country  was 
concerned,  as  distinguished  from  Non- 
conformists in  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
was  not  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man was  not  too  sanguine.    The  Non- 
conformist grievance  was  embodied  in 
the  formulae  "Not  one  penny  of  public 
money  without  public  control,"  and  "  No 
clerical  interference  with  the  schools." 
But  here  they  were  giving  £600,000  a 
year  to  a  few  clerics,  and  it  made  not  the 
least  diflerence  whether  the  money  was 
paid  out  of  rates  or  taxes.     This  money 
was  going  to  be  spent  without  the  fullest 
control ;  as  a  matter  of  f  vCt  they  handed 
over  £600,000  to  a  few  priests  controlled  by 
an  Archbishop,without  any  pretence  what- 
ever Aat  any  control  was  going  to  be 
exercised.     That  was  how  the  Noncon- 
formist grievance  was  going  to  be  removed. 
He   approached   this    question   with    a 
genuine  desire  that  there    should  be   a 
settlement.      With    regard    to   passive 
resisters,  what  was  the  only  logical  ground 
upon  which  passive  resistance  was  based  ? 
It  was  a  ground  which  had  much  in  it, 
and  one  that  appealed  to  every  person 
who  felt  pain  when  he  saw  people  under- 
going  imprisonment   and   suffering   for 
conscience    sake.    The    grievance    was 
that  a  man  was  forced  to  pay  a  rate  for 
the    teaching    of   a    religion    which    he 
regarded  as  pernicious.     In  that  sense  in 
the  single-school  areas  there  was  a  real 
grievance   felt  by  Nonconformists   who 
paid  the  education  rate,  but  that  griev- 
ance was  nothing  like  so  real  as  that 
which    was    endured    by    the    Roman 
Catholics.     The    substantiality    of    the 
grievance  complained  of  by  the  Noncon- 
formists was  nothing   wlien   contrasted 
with    the     grievance    of    the     Roman 
Catholics.    It  was  either  right  or  wrong 
to  make   a  man   pay  a  rate  to  teach 
a  religion  in  which  he  did  not  believe. 
They  had  been  told  that  it  was  a  cruel 
and  intolerable  wrong,  and  therefore,  ht 
asked  those  who  held  that  opinion  ta 
apply  it  to  the  position  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.    Why  was  it  not  a  cruel  wrong 
to    Catholics    when    it    was    admitted 
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that  their  faith  was  removed  from 
Cowpe^ -Temple  teaching  by  a  gulf 
infinitely,  <?iea'.er  than  that  which 
separated  Cowper-Temple  believers  from 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  ? 
Cathohcs  were  made  to  pay  the  education 
rate  out  of  their  scanty  pence.  If  it  was 
a  grievance  in  the  case  of  Nonconformists 
which  justified  them  in  setting  them- 
selves up  in  organised  revolt  against  laws 
passed  by  Parliament ;  if  it  was  really  a 
grievance  which  justified  passive  resist- 
ance, what  answer  was  going  to  be  made 
now  by  Nonconformists  in  this  House 
to  Roman  Catholics  when  they  said : 
**  Here  is  a  rate  which  presses  on  our 
conscience  which  you  are  making  us  pay 
for  the  support  of  schools  established  for 
the  propagation  of  doctrines  which  we 
believe  to  be  blasphemous,  and  will  im- 
peril the  eternal  salvation  of  our  children." 
It  was  idle  that  a  compromise  based  upon 
those  lines  could  or  ought  to  be  perma- 
nent. The  Roman  Catholics  would  be 
unworthy  of  being  free  citizens  of  a  free 
country  if  they  consented  to  a  com- 
promise which  was  nothing  but  a  brutal 
dictation  of  terms. 

Mr.  hart-dames  (Hackney,  N.) 
thought  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  merely  a  matter  of  common 
sense.  We  had  a  national  system  of 
education,  and  the  Catholics  and  other 
denominations  said  they  could  not  come 
into  it.  [Cries  of  "  No."]  Under  these 
circumstances  he  could  see  no  hardship 
in  sAjing  to  them  :  "  If  you  must  stand 
out  of  the  national  system,  be  it  so,  but 
you  cannot  expect  to  have  the  whole  of 
the  expenses  of  your  schools  paid  for  by 
national  funds."  [Cries  of  "Why?"] 
He  admitted  that  the  weakness  of  the 
position  was  that  there  was  a  certain 
form  of  religious  teaching  in  all  schoob, 
but  he  thought  it  was  reasonable  to  say: 
"  We  will  pay  for  all  secular  education  in 
your  schools  and  leave  you  to  pay  for 
rehgious  instruction."  He  had  always 
been  in  favour  of  a  secular  system.  He 
was  education  inspector  for  a  good  many 
years  in  India.  The  Grovernment  schools 
.  in  that  country  were  purely  secular,  but 
there  were  schools  which  wanted  a  de- 
nominational atmosphere,  and  to  them  a 
grant  was  given  which  was  supposed  to 
represent  the  full  cost  of  secular  education 
only.    He  did  not  find  that  those  schools 

Mr.  F.  E.  SmUh. 


suffered  from  being  cut  off  from  the  m&tn 
stream  of  national  education,  and  lie 
could  not  see  why  schools  that  contracted- 
out  under  this  Bill  should  suffer.  He 
would  be  in  favour  of  an  extremely  Uberml 
grant  increasing  according  to  the  amount 
spent  on  the  school.  They  ought  to  be 
encouraged  to  make  their  schools  efficient. 
He  could  not  see  why  these  schools  diould 
suffer  in  the  smallest  degree ;  they  would 
be  open  to  the  advantages  which  other 
schools,  enjoyed  in  the  way  of  scholar* 
ships.  They  would  have  their  own 
management  and  their  own  masters  and 
he  did  not  see  why  the  schools  should  \m 
looked  upon  as  inferior.  He  was  in  favour 
of  contracting  out.  He  did  not  want 
the  whole  of  the  yDuth  of  England  to  W 
brought  up  on  the  school  board  pattern. 
He  did  not  want  them  to  be  fed  altogetber 
on  Cowper-Templeism.  He  respected  th* 
Irish  Catholics  for  their  attachment 
to  their  schools,  and  if  they  were  faiilv 
treated  in  the  matter  of  grant*,  ther 
would  be  put  on    a  proper  footing. 

♦Mr.  6WYNN  (Galway)  said  the  di»- 
cussion  had  gone  on  for  several  hoar» 
and  he  had  listened  ;to  the  whole  of  it. 
Not  a  single  Member  had  risen  to  rephr 
to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
East  Mayo.    The  hon.  Member  who  h^d 
just   spoken   was  the   first   speaker  to 
defend  the  proposals  of  the  Qovemment, 
biit    it    was    a    singular    defence.    The 
hon.  Member  did  not  defend  the  schema 
who'e-heartetUv,  because  he  was  in  favour 
of     secular     education.      Moreover,  L^ 
admit  el     that      the     Protestant     re- 
ligion in  some  form  or  other  was  now 
to  be  taught  in  aU  schools,  and,  thereiorr* 
Catholics   could   not   be   o    a  ba^  s  of 
re  ligious  equality.    While  the  hon.  Mfln- 
ber  was  in  favour  of  contra  dng  out  h^ 
postulated  an  expanding  grant  to  ccrrr 
the  whole  cost  of  education  other  thu 
religious  education  ;    but  the  grant  pro- 
posed was  strictly  limited  and  notorioofiv 
inadequate.     That  was  the  first  time  thsi 
he  had  taken  part  in  an  English  edrcstwKi 
debate,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  tW 
last,  for  this  was  a  discussion  in  whrk 
the  very  name  of  logic  was  out  of  dw- 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introovccd 
the  Bill  admitted  that  it  was  bad  kxv, 
and  commended  it  to  the  House  oo  tUt 
ground.     That    was    the    extpwrdinsfT 
advantage  of  English  Ministers,posaf««<^ 
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hy  ^(bmin  more  than  anybody  else  in  the 
world.    If  a   scheme   was   logical  they 
defended  It  on  account  of  its  logic ;    if 
it  was  not  logical  they  said  that  it  Was 
in    harmony    with    the  British   nature 
"and  the   British  Constitution.    In  this 
case  bad  logic  was  not  a  very  good  founda- 
tion on  which  to  rest  the  Bill.    They  were 
now  dealing  with  proposals  which  were 
the  resttlt  of  an   arrangement  entered 
into  behind  the  backs  of  the  House.    It 
WIS  an   arrangement  of  which  English 
Hemberson  both  sides  of  the  House  might 
complain.     But  in  the  negotiations  which 
had  taken  place  those  for  whom  he  spoke 
had  no  representation  at  all.     When  he 
came  to  examine  the  reply  of  the  Minister 
lor  Education  to  his  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  what  did  he  find  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  object  on 
principle  to  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
friend,  but  said  that  the  fact  was  that 
the  Nonconformists  of  this  country  were 
against  it.     What  he  expressed  wab  not 
argument  but  a  conviction,  and  a  con- 
Tiction  for  which  no  reasonable  argument 
could  apparently  be  alleged.      Such  a 
conviction  was  in  truth  only  a  prejudice. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
that  he  could  not  carry  the  Noncon- 
formists of  England  in  this  matter,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  Nonconformist 
cpinion  had  really  been  soimded.    Was 
it  possible  that  it  was  determined  to  deny 
in  1908  what  it  was  prepared  to  concede 
in  1906  ?     Had  the  right  appeal  been 
made   to   the   Nonconformists   in    that 
House  ?    Already  this  session  the  Chief 
Secretary   had   appealed   to   them   not 
without  success,  and  he  now  appealed 
from  their  Nonconformist  prejudices  to 
their  Liberal  principles.    The  whole  con- 
tention of  his  hon.  friend  was  based  on 
Liberal  principles.    It  was  the  desire  of 
Catholics  to  be  part  and  parcel  of  the 
democratic  system,  but  the  desire  of  the 
Government  was  to  hand  them  over  to 
the  most  extraordinary  piece  of  clerical 
machinery  ever  propoimded  by  a  Liberal 
Govemment.    Had  the  Nonconformists 
l>een  approached  and  reasoned  with  in 
this  matter  ?    From  the  point  of  view  of 
higher  statesmanship   was   it   desirable 
to  introduce  into  the  body  politic  such  a 
division  as  would  be  introduced  by  these 
two  types  of  schools  ?    Was  that  the  way 

that  Liberals  were  going  to  bring  about 

the  union  of  hearts  between  Irish  and 


English  ?  He  urged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take  a  lesson  from  the 
success  achieved  in  another  matter  this 
session  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  to  try  to  induce  the  Nonconformists 
to  approach  this  measure  in  the  spirit 
of  Liberalism  and  not  in  the  spirit  of 
eighteenth  century  theology. 

♦Mr.  butcher  (Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) said  he  confessed  that  he  had 
listened  with  some  disappointment  to 
the  speech  of  the  Minister  for  Education 
which  seemed  to  him  hard,  dry,  and 
unsympathetic.  The  right  hon.  Glentle- 
man  never  appeared  fully  to  appreciate 
the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
which  had  been  set  forth  with  such 
clearness  that  evening.  But  this  was 
not  merely,  in  his  judgment,  a  Roman 
Catholic  question.  The  Amendment 
was  the  only  solution  of  a  great 
diflficulty  with  which  they  were  con- 
fronted. He  believed  that  this  amended 
version  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of 
1906  was  the  right  treatment  to  apply 
to  all  the  homogeneous  schools,  both 
Church  of  England  and  Roman  Catholic, 
that  needed  exceptional  treatment.  Al- 
though many  more  in  proportion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools  would  benefit 
by  it  than  the  Church  of  England  schools, 
he  believed  the  Church  of  England  would 
•not  grudge  that  benefit  going  to  the 
members  of  the  other  Church.  The 
case  for  such  treatment  was  strong  for 
Church  of  England  schools  in  other 
than  single  school  areas,  but  it  was 
infinitely  stronger  for  the  Roman 
Catholic  schools.  First,  because  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  no  compensatory 
advantages  to  set  off  against  their 
loss,  while  the  Church  of  England  gained 
at  least  the  right  of  entry  into  the 
council  schools.  The  Nonconformists 
also  had  many  compensations,  which 
had  been  frequently  enumerated.  But 
the  Roman  Catholic  schools  had  not  a 
single  gain.  In  the  second  place,  there 
was  this  further  point  about  the  Roman 
Catholic  case  as  compared  with  the  case 
for  the  Church  of  England.  The  Church 
of  England  had  imder  the  Bill  an  alterna- 
tive course ;  they  might  elect  either  to 
contract  out  under  the  terms  offered  by 
the  Bill,  or  to  become  council  schools 
under  popular  control.  But  the  Roman 
Catholics  had  no  alternative.  Contract- 
ing out  was  the  one  thing  oflered  to  them. 
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The  council  school  was  closed  to  them 
bjr  the  bftrrier  of  conscience.  There- 
fore, if  the  Boman  Catholics  were 
given  this  as  the  one  solution  of  the 
question,  he  held  that  the  Grovemment 
ought  to  make  the  contracting  out  a 
reality,  and  ofier  it  on  the  most  generous 
terms.  The  Minister  for  Education  spoke 
of  the  grossly  exaggerated  language 
which  had  been  used,  as  to  the  sums 
which  would  need  to  be  paid  by  the 
Roman  Catholics  for  the  maintenance 
of  their  schools.  As  an  instance  of  this 
he  quoted  a  statement  that  in  London 
the  amount  per  head  payable  was  £5  1 8s. 
He  said  truly  that  in  tlus  sum  were  in- 
cluded a  large  number  of  other  charges. 
But  let  them  take  the  figures  of  the 
White  Paper.  There  was  a  very  large 
difference  between  a  50s.  grant  and 
the  sum  of  948.  which  was  given  in 
the  White  Paper  as  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance per  head  in  London. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The J%ires  given 
in  the  White  Paper  include  a  number 
of  charges  that  cannot^fall  upon  the 
contracted-out  schools. 

♦Mr.  BUTCHERTsaid^perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  tell  him 
what  the  right  figure  was. 

Mr.  RXJNCIMAN  :  No. 

♦Mr.  butcher  said  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  know  it,  he  could 
not  be  supposed  to  know  it  to  a  shilling  or 
two,  but  he  felt  no  doubt  that  the  Wliite 
Paper  gave,  except  for  some  trifling 
deductions,  the  charge  for  mainten- 
ance. They  must  als)  bear  in  mind 
the  progressive  rise  in  cost  which  had 
been  going  on  since  1902.  Figures 
supplied  to  him  of  a  great  many  volun- 
tary Church  schools  in  London  showed 
that  the  rise  had  been  as  much  as  50 
per  cent,  for  salaries  and  equipment. 
That  rise  was  still  going  on,  and  he 
thought  nobody  could  say  that  even  the 
sum  of  94s.  was  likely  to  be  under  the 
mark  in  the  next  few  years.  They  had 
been  told  that  fees  might  be  charged, 
in  order  to  make  up  the  difference,  but 
from  all  he  could  learn  there  were  very 
few  Church  of  England  schools  which 
could  afford  now  to  ask  fees,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  schools  were  the  very 
poorest    in    the    country.      Indeed,  he 

Mr.  Butcher. 


supposed  that  if  it  were  not  that  die 
Roman  Catholics  were  able  to  g^  ihm 
services  of  the  religious  orders  at  tqij 
much  lower  wages    than    the    oiarkBt 
rate,  they  could   not    get   t«achen   at 
all.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
argument  that  in  Scotland  they  found 
40s.  per  head  was  sufficient  for  Roman 
Catholic  schools  and  why  should  not  50ik 
be  sufficient  in  England  ?    Well,  40a.  per 
head  in  Scotland  might  have  kept  thm 
schools  going,  but  it  should  be  remem* 
bered  that  in  England  since  1902  th«n 
had  been  a  higher  standard  of  efficicocj 
and  equipment  all  round,  and  it  was  impoe* 
sible  to  ask  schools  which  had  beenraiMd 
to  a  higher  level  to  fall  back  to  a  lowier. 
The  Minister  for  Education  in  the  coir»- 
spondenoe  with  the  Archbishop  said  that 
the  contracted-out  schools  were  to  ka^ 
a  reasonable  chance  of  existence.    Th«f 
ought  to  have  more  than  that ;  they  oo^ 
to  have  a  reas(mable  chance  of  ^deocr. 
Why  did  the   Government   refuse   tlus 
solution,  which    educationally   wa;    far 
better  than  the  contracting -out   loiii* 
tion    for    schools   of    the  homogeneous 
type  that  they  were  considering  f    He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  reswn 
that  they  denied  it  to  Roman  Catholic* 
was  that  they  feared  lest  they    shoali 
admit  a  certain  number  of   Chorch  *f 
England  schoob.    [Ministerial  ones  of 
''  Oh."]   If  it  was  that,  it  was  a  mo«t  un- 
worthy  reason.      This   contracting  -  out 
solution   was   not,  he   hoped,   tlvs  last 
word    of    the    Government.    He   came 
down  there  with  hopes,    as    one   vW 
ardently    desired,    not    through    sheer 
weariness  but  for  other  reasons,  to  coot 
to  a  settlement  of  this  question.    He  caa« 
with  hopes  of  a  compromise  being  reached 
which  would  be  a  little  elastic  and  tkst 
the  Government  would  be  pepared  to 
make  concessicms.    After  all,  convict- 
ing-out  on  the  terms  now  offered  wai  ef 
such  a  kind  that  under  it  religious  con- 
viction carried  with  it  civic  disabititMS. 
It  struck   at  the   parent   through   tht 
secular  welfare  of  his  child.    It  was  s 
cruel  alternative  to  offer  to  the  Clinck 
of  England,  a  cruel  necessity  to  imp9m 
upon  Roman  Catholics,    Looking  ||MM^ 
aUy    at    Continental    Europe,     at    tkt 
Colonies,    and   elsewhere    abroad,  thir 
found  that  the  only  countries  wUrk  )ai 
arrived  at  a  peaceful  and  final  settinMt 
of  the  educational  controversr  had  icm 
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M>  by  recognising  the  great  diversity 
that  existed  of  thought  and  cr^ed  and 
(Mmviction,  and  in  this  country,  too,  he 
was  confident  that  the  only  way  to  peace 
would  be  by  the  road  of  toleration. 

*Mb.  NAPIER  (Kent,  Faversham)  did 
not  think  that  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the   hon.   Member   for   East  Mayo, 
although  it  was  the  last  form  in  which 
Qatise  ^  was  before  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
mimt,  was  a  perfect  f omu     The  Amend- 
ment   was  somewhat   complicated  and 
depended  npon  a  number  of  contingencies. 
It  was  likely  to  give  rise  to  a  great  deal 
of  friction,  but  still,  with  all  its  defects, 
he    preferred    it    considerably    to    con- 
teaoting-out.    The  real  thing  which  he 
thought  the  House  wanted  to  arrive  at, 
and  the  real  thing  which  the  Gk»vern- 
ment  would  like  to  arrive  at,  was  some 
form  of  clause  under  which  the  whole 
of  the  future  expenditure  on  educational 
efficiency  should  not  fall  upon  the  de- 
nomination itself,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
Roman    Catholics    he    thought    it    was 
peculiarly  necessary  that  some  form  of 
clause  should  be  adopted  under  which 
this   should  not  be  the  case.    It  had 
been  pointed  out  by  speaker  after  speaker 
representing  the   Roman  Catholics  that 
^y   formed  the   poorest  part  of  the 
population  of  the  country,  and  he  was 
tore  they  would  not  think  he  meant 
anything  offensive  when  he  said  that 
they    a]s:»    formed    the    most   ignorant 
part   of   the   population.    That   almost 
necessarily   foUowed   from   the   fact   of 
their  poverty,  and  if  that  was  so,  what 
a  pity  it  was  from  the  point  of  view  of 
natiomJ    efficiency    that     they    should 
eondeDon  them  to  a  punishment  of  this 
kind,  under  wluch  it  would  be    almost 
impossible  for  them  from  time  to  time 
to  provide  the  necessary  funds  to  keep 
their  schools  on  a  level  with  the  schools 
which  had  the  rates  behind  them.    Might 
he  ask  whether  this  was  an  essential 
part  of  the  compromise  ?    If  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  or  the  Prime  Minister 
assured  them  that  if  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  was 
carried  there  would  be  an  end  of  the 
compromise,  he  should  feel  bound  with 
infinite  regret  to  vote  for  the  Gk)vern- 
ment,  because  he  felt  the  chief  matter  was 
tlut  as  between  the  two  great  parties  to 
this  educational    difficulty  they  should 


obtain  a  settlement,  but  he  should  be 
also  regretful  that  the  position  in 
which  the  Roman  Catholic  and  manj 
English  schools  would  be  left  would  not 
be  a  convenient  one.  He  did  not  gather 
that  this  question  of  contracting-out 
was  an  essential  part  of  the  agreement, 
as  regarded  the  Church  of  England* 
Had  the  Archbishop  said:  "I  insist 
upon  this  clause "  ?  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  did  not  tell 
them  so  as  a .  matter  of  fact,  and  he 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  this  question  was  a  term 
advanced  by  the  Church  of  England. 
The  Church  of  England  had  certain 
schools  which  she  would  desire  to  have 
the  benefits  of  the  Amendment  which 
the  hon.  Member  claimed  for  Roman 
Catholics — homogeneous  schools  mostly 
of  a  high  Church  or  Anglican  character.. 
Hon.  Members  would  remember  that 
institutions  of  this  kind  were  not  only 
permissible  in  the  Church  of  England 
but  had  existed  in  that  Church  from  the 
very  earliest  times,  and  while  the  Church 
as  a  whole  was  a  Protestant  institution^ 
the  Catholic  part  of  the  Church  of  England 
had  from  the  reign  of  James  I.  down  to 
the  present  time  been  a  .  integral 
portion  of  th.t  Church.  Therefore,, 
they  had  the  right  to  claim  for  the 
Anglican  school  of  the  Church  of 
England  the  s&me  privileges  which 
Roman  Catholics  were  claiming  for 
themselves.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
there  was  no  stipulation  on  behalf  of 
the  Church  of  England  that  the  con* 
tracting-out  in  Clause  4  should  be  a 
portion  of  the  Bill.  What  about  the 
Nonconformists  ?  The  President  told 
them  that  the  view  of  the  Nonconformists 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  contracting- 
out  as  against  Clause  4,  but  if  he  was 
rightly  informed  he  did  not  think  there 
was  anything  like  a  unanimous,  perhaps 
even  a  preponderating  opinion,  of  Non- 
conformists in  favour  of  contracting* 
out  as  against  Clause  4.  Perhaps  the 
President  was  moved  by  a  recollection 
of  what  happened  during  the  Bill  of 
1906.  They  knew  then  that  Clause  4- 
gave  many  searchings  of  heart  to  many- 
Nonconformists  in  the  House  and  in 
the  country,  and  that  they  did 
not  like  the  clause.  But  a  great  deal 
of  water  had  flowed  down  the  Thames 
since  1906,  and  both  sides  of  this  House 
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bad  begun  to  understand  tbe  position 
"which  was  taken  up  by  the  other, 
and  the  religious  denominaticms  of  the 
country  were  to-day  infinitely  more 
BjTmpathetic  with  each  other  than  they 
^ere  t\en.  He  believed  hon.  Mem- 
1>ers  on  that  side  of  the  House  more 
fully  understood  and  sympathised  with 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
than  they  did  in  1906,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  after  the  expressions  of  opin- 
ion they  had  had  that  day,  there  might 
be  a  greater  understanding  which  might 
possibly  lead  to  a  more  satisfactory 
compromise.  Might  he  point  out  one 
thing,  and  he  addressed  himself  mainly 
to  his  hon.  friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
approaching  the  matter  on  Non- 
conformist principles  he  thought  they 
ought  to  prefer  some  variation  of  Clause 
4  to  contracting-out.  There  were  three 
principles  with  which  the  House  was 
^ell  acquainted,  which  were  the  great 
issues  of  the  Education  Bill  of  1906, 
iriz,,  public  control,  no  tests  for  teachers, 
and  no  application  of  public  money  to  de- 
nominational purposes.  Applying  those 
three  tests  to  the  alternative  schemes  of 
contracting-out  on  the  one  hand  and 
Clause  4  on  the  other,  they  had  no 
public  control  in  contracted-out  schools, 
l)ut  they  had  in  Clause  4  schools. 
Thev  necessarily  had  tests  for  teachers 
in  both  sets  of  schools  and  as  to 
the  application  of  public  money  in  each 
case  there  was  no  direct  application  of 
public  money  to  denominational  teaching, 
and  there  was  quite  as  little  application 
in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  If  they 
looked  at  and  took  the  whole  Non- 
conformist position  which  was  before  the 
country  at  the  last  general  election  he 
ventured  to  say  that  that  position  was 
more  offended  by  the  contracting- 
out  clause  than  by  Clause  4.  He 
would  say  just  one  word  upon  a 
point  made  by  the  President  in 
Tegard  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
and  what  it  had  to  say  about  public 
control  That  was  based  upon  the 
declaration  of  Archbishop  Vaughan,  as 
the  President  himself  told  them,  in  1905, 
before  the  general  election.  Well,  even 
more  water  had  flowed  down  the  Thames 
since  1905  than  since  1906,  and  how 
could  they  accept  that  declaration 
of  Archbishop  Vaughan  in  1905  before 

Mr,  Napier, 


the  general  election  against  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  repranntfld.  ti 
anybody  did,  the  feeUnga  and  wid^t  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  electon  of  thi« 
coimtry?  They  had  some  little  time 
before  them  before  this  matter  was 
finally  determined.  It  would  be  a  week 
or  ten  days  before  the  House  would  be 
called  upon  to  give  its  decision  ai 
to  the  particular  relief  to  be  afforded 
to  Roman  Catholic  membors  of  ihe 
community,  and  he  asked  the  GoiremnMBt 
seriously  to  apply  their  minds  to  this 
matter  and  to  try  to  find  out  whetkcf. 
as  a  matter  of  fact.  Nonconformist 
opinion  was  not  amenable  to  some 
modified  form  of  Clause  4,  rather  thac 
to  the  particular  form  of  contracting-out 
which  the  Government  had  in  th« 
Bill.  He  believed  they  would  find  that 
Nonconformist  opinion  had  no  more 
objection  to  one  than  to  the  other,  and 
he  thought  after  the  debate  they  had 
heard  there  should  be  some  sympatketK 
consideration  given  to  the  imdoubted 
claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  and  abu 
of  the  Anglicans  who  desired  homo- 
geneous schools. 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  regretted  thst 
the  Government  would  not  accept  tW 
Amendment.  It  did  not  pledge  them 
to  adopt  the  new  clause  of  the  boa. 
Member  for  Mayo.  But  it  left  the  door 
open  for  the  consideration  of  soiae 
alternative  to  the  proposals  for  con- 
tracting-out, which  were  so  generaUr 
impalatable  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  was  not  Clause  4  of  the  Bill  of 
1906  as  it  left  the  House  of  CommooA. 
but  was  that  clause  as  it  returned  fioa 
the  House  of  Lords.  In  the  House  <A 
Lords  there  were  two  additions  made  to 
it,  very  desirable  to  his  mind,  in  ttpx^ 
to  the  constitution  of  the  parents'  coa- 
mittee  for  the  control  of  reUgknu 
instruction  and  the  requirement  that  tbe 
local  education  atithority  should  c  nnl^ 
the  parents'  eommittee  in  th^  appomt* 
ment  of  teachers. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  it  was  verr  in- 
portant  that  this  should  be  made  clesr. 
The  form  in  which  he  had  put  dow 
the  clause  was  not  that  in  which  it 
came  from  the  House  of  Lords^  bat 
the  form  in  which  it  was  adopted  shtf 
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the  debate  in  the  House  of  Lords  by 
the  liberal  (Jovemment. 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  the  clause  was  the 
result  of  discussion  in  another  place, 
*aad  these  two  particular  sections  of 
the  hon.  Member's  proposed  new  clause 
to  which  he  had  referred  were  printed 
in  italics  showing  that  they  had  not 
stood  part  of  the  clause  as  it  left  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  they  were  not 
put  in  by  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  he  did 
not  think  they  need  argue  about  it. 
If  hon.  Members  woidd  look  at  the 
clause  they  woidd  see  that  these  two 
particular  subsections  were  printed  in 
italics  showing  that  they  were  not  the 
product  of  the  debates  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  the  matter  was 
of  some  importance.  It  was  quite  true 
that  the  clause  was  altered,  but  the  shape 
in  which  he  had  put  it  down  was  not 
the  form  in  which  it  had  come  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  the  form  in  which 
it  was  adopted  by  the  Oovemment,  as 
announced  by  Lord  Crewe,  after  debate 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was  the 
work  of  the  Liberal  Cabinet  and  not  of 
the  House  of  Lords. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  that  as  the 
Rill  came  back  from  the  Lords  certain 
portions  of  the  clause  were  printed  in 
italics  to  indicate  that  they  had  not 
formed  part  of  the  clause  as  it  left  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  did  not  wish 
to  carrv  the  discussion  further,  but  while 
admitting  that  the  clause  was  not  dis- 
cussed in  the  House  of  Commons  in  1903, 
he  did  not  understand  whv,  if  it  was 
accepted  by  the  Liberal  Government 
in  the  House  of  f.ords  then,  the  Minister 
for  Education  should  be  so  reluctant  to 
consider  it  now.  Whether  or  not  it 
should  be  accepted,  it  would  give  the 
opportunity  for  considering  whether  there 
should  be  an  alternative  proposal  to  con- 
tracting out.  Probably  the  right  hon. 
G«itleman  woidi  say  there  was  not 
time  enough,  but  that  was  no  fault  of  the 
*)ppoeition.  They  were  told  they  were 
beinj?  conciliate,  but  that  was  being 
done  under    the    guillotine,    a    curioiLs 


process  of  conciliation.    They  must  make 
the  best  of  the  position,  and  take  their 
chance  of  any  opportunity  that  offered 
of    discussing    this    very    complicated 
Bill.     This  Amendment  would  offer  to 
the   Roman   Catholics   a   pos?ibility   of 
escaping  from  a  very  distasteful  position. 
To  them  c  )mplete  popular  control  and  the 
appointment    by    the    local  education 
authority  of  the  teachers  without  reference 
to  their  religion  must  be  an  impossible  con- 
dition.   The    Roman  Catholics    gained 
nothing  under  this  Bill,   the  Church  of 
Enghnd  gained  the  right  of  entry  for  what 
it  was  worth,  but  the  Roman  Catholics 
chained  nothing  and  were  entitled  to  the 
fullest  consideration.  What  was  to  be  their 
position  under  the  Bill  ?     Were  they  to 
be  driven  into  a  system  that  was  dis- 
tasteful to  them,  which  they  could  not 
possibly  accept,  with  the  alternative  of 
starvation    imder    the     contracting-out 
clause?    Another  question  the  Govern- 
ment   had     not     taken    up   was    that 
of     the    homogeneous     schools,    where 
the     bulk    ot    the    children    were    ot 
one    religious    belief,    and    where    that 
particular  religious  belief  might  be  pro- 
vided for  under  the  scheme  of  the  school 
without  doing  harm  to  anybody  else. 
If  only  time  had  bee  i  given  to  deal  with 
that  matter  and  to  arrive  at  the  com- 
promise which  conciliation  demanded  for 
making   a   real   settlement,  they   might 
have  been  able  to  have  struck  out  some 
scheme  covering  the  whole  groimd,  but 
they    had    not    had    that    opportunity. 
This  Amendment  would  give  the  Depart- 
ment the  opportunity  for  offering  the 
possibility  of  escaping  from  unpleasant 
alternatives,    and    he   appealed   to   the 
Government  not  to  let  the  opportunity 
escape.     It  was  said  that  contracting  out 
would  bring  variety,  but  the  variety  they 
wanted   was  the  variety   aris'ng    from 
adf-ptatit^n  of  teaching  to  locaVneeis  and 
conditions;    they    did    not     want    the 
variety  between  rich  and  poor  schools, 
bet  ween  efficient  and  non  -efficient  schools. 
He  asked  the  -Government,  in  the  hope 
of    a    real    settlement    of    the    matter, 
to     give     full     consideration     to     the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MADDISON  said  two  things  hti 
emerged  from  the  debate.  The  first 
was  that  the  prospect  of  anything  like 
a  durable  settlement  was  not  a  good  one, 
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and  the  second  that  the  equality  of  treat- 
ment was  not  to  be  obtained,  either  by 
contracting  out  or  by  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo.  Equality 
could  only  be  reached  by  excluding 
entirely  all  theological  teaching.  As  one 
who  had  moved  about  the  big  towns  ql 
England,  he  knew  that  all  that  had  b^en 
said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
about  the  self-sacrifice  of  their  own 
priests  and  of  those  who  managed  th^ir 
own  schools  was  true.  They  were  poor, 
very  earnest,  and  very  determined.  As 
he  happened  to  belong  to  a  religious 
minority  very  much  removed  from  them 
—he  had  the  privilege  to  be  an  Unitarian — 
he  sympathised  to  the  full  with  the 
plea  they  made  on  account  of  the  poverty 
and  earnestness  of  their  people.  He 
would  like  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
to  imderstand  the  position,  which  was 
that  he  and  other  English  Radicals  must 
steadily  resist  their  attempt  to  impose 
denominationalism  upon  public  money. 
Across  the  track  of  a  national  educational 
system  came  great  external  bodies,  it 
might  be  from  Rome,  from  Canterbury, 
or  from  Geneva.  If  he  had  his  way,  he 
would  not  allow  any  of  them  to  interfere 
with  the  national  system,  for  if  such 
interference  were  permitted  it  broke  up 
the  amity  of  that  system  and  kept  alive 
that  bickering  which  was  not  good  for 
education,  nor,  he  thought,  for  religion. 
If  hon.  Members  from  Ireland — whose 
objection  to  Cowper-Templeism  he  shared 
— had  joined  them  some  time  ago,  the 
chances  were  that  the  Catholics  and  other 
bodies  might  have  had  a  hand  in  this 
bargain,  or  treaty  of  peace,  and  without 
outraging  a  single  conscience  they  might 
have  devised  a  system  by  which  facilities 
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should  be  given  for  denominaticmal 
teaching  out  of  school  hours.  After 
these  weary  debates,  these  abortiw 
proposab,  these  hopeless  attempts  to 
secure  reconciliation  amon^  iireccmcS- 
ables,  the  nation  would  one  day  turn  to  i 
system  which  would  make  tiie  schook 
absolutely  neutral  in  those  roatters  whicli 
must  divide  us  on  this  side  of  the  grave. 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  recog 
nised,  as  the  hon.  Member  virho  had  just 
spoken  recognised,  that  the  solution  whick 
the  Government  proposed  could  not  meet 
the  idiosyncrasies  of  small  religious  bodies. 
To  meet  the  views  of  everybody  was 
possible  only  by  taking  the  course  recom- 
mended by  his  right  hon.   friend,  that, 
without  prejudice,  the  State  should  pro- 
vide   the.    religious    instruction    whick 
parents  desired.    But  if  they  could  not 
do  that,  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  to 
the  other  extreme  and  provide  no  religious 
teaching  whatever.    If  they  could    not 
provide  what  everybody  wished  for,  that 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  provide 
what  nobody  wanted.    He  intended  to 
support  the  clause,  whether  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  or  not.     He  did  not 
like  the  clause  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  had  put  upon  the  Paper; 
but  he  shared  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  University  that  they  ought 
not,  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  to  exclude 
the  possibility  of  reaching  in  their  deliben- 
tions  some   scheme  more    palatable  to 
many  of  their  fellow-citizens. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Aves,  159; 
Noes,  226.    (Division  List  No.  *421.) 


Abraham,  Williain(Cork,  X.E. ) 
Acland-Hood  RtHn.  Sir  Alex.  F. 
Ambrose^  Robert 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray,  Major 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aubrey-Fletcher.  RtHn.Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balfour,RtHn.A.J.(CityLond.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G(  Winchester) 
Beach,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hiclu 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
B3II02,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 
Boland,  John 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Mr,  Maddison, 


AYES. 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman.  W.  Clive 
Bull,  Sir  William  Jame: 
Burke,  £.  Havi land- 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Carlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor)} 
Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylobone,  E.) 
Chamberlain,  RtHn. J. A. (Wore 
Clivc,  Percy  Archer 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.H.A.  E. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 


Courthope,  G.  Lloyd 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cross,  Alexander 

Delany,  William 

Dillon,  John 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furvss 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigb^) 

Faber,  George  Peni^on  (Yoikl 

Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (HantF,  W.) 

Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ff  rench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  ChristApher 

Forster,  Henry  William 
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QAixliier,  Ernest 

Oibbi.  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

GiU,A.H. 

Ginnell*  L. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Gooch.Henry  Cubitt(Peckham) 

Gfetton,  John 

Goinness.  Hon.  R.(Haggerston) 

Gwynn/ Stephen  Lucius 

Halpin,  J. 

Hardie,  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Hardy,  Laurence(Kent,  Ashf*rd 

Harrison- Broadiey,  H.  B. 

Hanrood,  George 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Helmsley,  Viscount 

Hill,  Sir  Clement 

Hodge,  John 

Hogan,  >liohael 

Hope.  James  Fitzaian(Shefi^ld) 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Jenkins,  J. 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Joyce,  Michael 

Ksvanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kennedy,  V'incent  Paul 

Kettle,  Thomas  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

Une-Fox,  G.  E. 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

London,  W. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

^Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 


MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah(Down,S.) 
MacVeighyCharles  (Donegal,£.) 
M* Arthur,  CJharles 
M*Kean,  John 
M^Killop,  W. 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,  Francis  £.(Leitrim,N ) 
Meehan,  Pat  rick  A.  (Queen*sCo . ) 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Mooney,  J.J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison- Bell,  Captain 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
NannettI,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Peter efield) 
Nolan,  Joseph 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oddy,  John  James 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O*   onnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Kelly,  James(Roscommon,  N 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Pease,  Herbert  Pike(Darlington 
Percy,  Earl 

Phillips.  John  (Longford,  S.) 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare      | 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
RawlinsoD,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.(Waterford) 
Redmond,  William  (Clare) 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 


Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'li 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roberts,  S.(Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Robert8on,SirG.Scott(Bradrrd 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Salter,  Arthiu*  Clavell 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (WhitechapelJ 
SasAOon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Sheehy,  David 

Sheflfield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 
Smith,  F.E.(Liverpool,Walton) 
Stanier,  Beville 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxfd  Univ) 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thome,  William  (West  Ham) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Valentia,  Viscoimt 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Williams,  CoL  R.  (Dorset,  W.^ 
Willoughby  da  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley  (York,E.R.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wyndluim,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes — 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Agar-Bobartee,  Hon,  T.  C.  R. 
Agnew,  Geoige  William 
Aintworth,  John  Stirling 
Aklen,  Percy 

AUen,  Cliarles  P.  (Stroud) 
Armitage,  R. 

Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heaton 
Ashton,  ^omas  Gair 
AMidth,Bt.Hn  Herbert  Henry 
Bi^,  Joseph  A.  (Finabury ,E. ) 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Bwker,  Sir  John 
B«riow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Banaid,  £.  B. 
Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Bell,  Richard 

BeOairs,  Carlyon 

Bflnn,W.(T'w'r  HamletsAOeo. 

Bennett,  K  N. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bethel^irJ.H.(E88ex,Romfd) 

BeUiell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Bkck,  Arthur  W 

Biunsdon,  T.  A. 

Brtnch,  James 

Brigs,  John 

BnKUeharst,W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brooke,  Stopf  ord 

Bnmner,  J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 

Bnmner3t.Hn.Str  J.T.(Che8h) 

Brjoe,  J.  Annan 


NOES. 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 
Cameron,  Robert 
Causton,Rt.Hn.  RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Chance,  IVederick  William 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Churchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
aeland,  J.  W. 
aough,  William 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Collins3irWm.J.(S.Pancras,W. 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Corbett,C  H(Sussex,E.Grinst*d) 
ComwaU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.H. 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Dalziel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,M.Vauffhan-  (Cardigan) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Dimoan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Major  E.Martin(Wal8all 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Ersldne,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 


Fenwick,  Charles  ] 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Fullerton,  Huffh 
Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn  Herbert  John 
Glen-CJoats,  Sir  T.(Renfrew,W.) 
(3oddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Goooh,  Georse  Peabody  (Bath) 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough)] 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Griffith,  EUis  J.  ] 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Clhurchill 
Gurdon,RtHnSir  W.  Brampton 
HaU,  Frederick 

Haroourt,Rt.Hn.L.(Ro8sendaIe 
Harcourt,Robert  V.  (Montrose) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth,R.  L.  (Caithness-sh 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  W.E.(Derby8hire,N.E. 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Hedges,  A.  Paset 
Hemmerde,  Edward  George 
Henderson,  J.M.  (Aberdeen,  W. ) 
Henry,  Charles  S.  H/f 

Herbert,  CoL  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,8.) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham*  John  Shaip 
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Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus.  B.  8.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (lUdrUfie) 
Teiiiiant,Sir  Edward(SaIi*biirT ) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Bervickshirr) 
Thomas,  Abel  ( Carmarthen. E.) 
Thomas,I>aTid  Alfred  (HrftiiTr 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Toulroin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Cliarlea  Philipa 
Ure,  Alexander 
Verney,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Lrkestcr) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Ward, W.Dudley  (Sonthampi'n 
Wa8on,Rt  Hn.  £.(CUckmajBMB 
Wason.  John  Cat  heart  (Orknef ) 
Waterlow.  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Xorfolk) 
White,J.Dundas(I>umbart'n«k 
White,  Sir  Luke  ( York*  EJL) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifai) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williams,  Llewelyn(Cannarth*B 
Williams,  Osmond  (Blerioaeth) 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull.  W.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  llid) 
Wilson,  J.W.  (Woiwstersk,  X.J 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  8. 
Wood,  T.  M^Kinnon 


Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  £.  H. 
Holt,  Richard  Duming 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,W.  Bateman(Somer6et,N. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Horridse,  Thomas  Gardner 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Ulingworth,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackson,  R.  S. 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jone8,Sir  D.Brynmor(Swansea) 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  £. 
Kincaid-Smith,  (Captain 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 
Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  Norman 
Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 
Lehmann,  R.  0. 
Levy,  Sir  Bfaurice 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Haodonakl,J.M.(Falkirk  B'ght) 
MackamesB,  Frederic  C. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M*Callum,  John  Bi. 
M*Crae,  Sir  Geoise 
M*Laren,RtHn.Sir  C.B.(Leics) 
M*Micking,  Bfajor  G. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Mallet,  Cliarles  E. 
Mansfiekl,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Massie,  J. 
Mensies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 


Mond,  A. 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Nicholls,  George 

Nicholson,Charle8  N.(Donca8t*r 

Norman,  Sir  Henty 

Norton,  Opt.  OcU  William 

Hussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearoe,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pearson,  W.H.M.  (Suffolk,Eye) 

Phi  ipps,Ck)l.Ivor  (SHhampton) 

Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Ponsonby,  Arthiu*  A.  W.  H. 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Ontral) 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  (jharles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Samue),Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleveland) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton*under*Lyne 

Sears,  J.  E. 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Sherwell,  Arthur  James 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Soares,  Ernest  J. 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 

Stanley,  Hn.  A.  L3rulph  (Ciliesh.) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 


Tbllkbs  for  TBI  Nob— Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Kr. 
Herbert  Lewis. 


And,  it  being  after  half-past  Ten  of 
the  Clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded,  in 
pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of 
27th  November,  to  put  forthwith  the 
Question  necessary  to  dispose  of  Clause  1. 


Question  put,  "  That  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill" 

The  Committee  divided  : — Are*,  258 ; 
Noes,  144.    (Division  List  No.  422.) 


Agar-Robartes,  Hon.  T.  C.  R. 

Agnew,  Qeorge  Willian* 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Alden,  Percy 

Allen,  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Anstnither-Gray,  Major 

Armitage,  R. 

Armstrons,  W.  C.  Heaton 

Ashton,  Thomas  Qair 

Atherlev-Jones,  L. 

Baker, Joseph  A.(Finsbury,  £.) 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  Sir  John 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  £.  B. 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Beauohamp,  E. 

Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 

Ball,  Ri?h^ri 


AYES. 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,W.(T  W  Hamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bethell,Sir  J.  H.(  Essez,Romrrd 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Blaldon) 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brooklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brooke,  Stopf  ord 

Brunner,J.  F.  L.  (Lancs.,Leigh) 

Brunner,Rt  HnSir J.T.(Cheshire 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 


Biixton,Rt.Hn.SjdBej  CksriM 
Byles,  WilUam  PoUard 
Cameron,  Robert 
CTauston.Rt.Hn.RiohardKn^ltf' 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A  (Worr 
Chance,  Frederick  WiUk« 
Churchill,  Rt,  Hon.  Winston  & 
aeland,  J.  W. 
aough,  William 
Cobbold,  Felix  ThornleT 
Cochrane, Hon.  Thos.  H.  A  K. 
Compion-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Corbett,aH.(SoBsex,E.Oriwl*i 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton.  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cowan,  W.  H. 
OoMley,  WUlUm  J. 
Dalsie\  Sir  Jamei  Umaj 
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Thrvti,  Ellu  WiUiam  (Eifioa) 
D»Ti6s^  Vanghaa-  (Cardigan) 
Dariei^  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Dickson- Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Dimcaa^  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Dum,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
DmifiP,  Major  E.Martin(  Walsall 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Enkine,  David  C. 
Euex,R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Ererett,  R.  Lacey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Forter,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
FWman-Thomas,  Freeman 
FoDer,  John  3fichael  F. 
FoUerton,  Hugh 
Fnmess,  Sir  Christopher 
Gibh,  James  (Harrow) 
Gkdstone,Rt.Hn.Herbert  John 
GleQ.Coate8,Sir  T.(Renlrew,W. 
GoddArd,Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Greenwood,  6.  (Peterborough) 
Gfwnwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Goest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 
Golland,  John  W. 
G«don,Rt  Hn.Sir  W.Brampton 
HaU,  Frederick 

Hutloart,  Rt.  Hn.  L.  ( Rossendale 
Hireourt.Robert  V.(Montrose) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Su£Folk) 
Hjirmsworth,Cecil  B.(  Worc'r) 
H«rmfworth,R.L.(Caithn*ss-sh 
Hsrt-Davies.  T. 
Htfrey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
HArTey.W.E.(Derby8hire,N.E. 
Hislam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Hmmerde,  Edward  George 
Henderson,  J.M.(  Aberdeen,  W.) 
Henry,  diaries  S. 
Herbert,CoL8ir  Ivor  (Mon.,  S.) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Hicham,  John  Sharp 
H(AMrt,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhoose,  C^harles  E.  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Hoimiman,  Emslie  John 
Horridge,  Thomas  Gardner 
Howird,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Idrii,T.H.W. 
Qtingworth,  Percy  H. 
Imscs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jackion,  R.  S. 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 


Abfiham,WilliAm  (Cork,  N.  E 

Aek]id.Hood,Rt  Hn.SirAlex.F. 

Ambrose,  Robert 

AuMn,  Sir  William  Reynell 

Aihley,  W.  W. 

Aofare7.Fletcher,Rt.Hon.Sir  H. 

BskaRes,Lord 

BsUwin,  SUnley 

Balfoar.Rt  Hn,  A.  J.(City  Lond. ) 


Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 

Jones,  Sir  D.  Brynmor(Swansea 

Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  £. 

Kincaid-Smith,  Captain 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lamb, Edmund  G.  (L3ominster 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

Lambert,  Creorge 

Lamont,  Norman 

Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Jjevy,  Sir  Biaurice 

Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

LjTttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs. 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

M^Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  Sir  (}reorge 

M*Laren,Rt  Hn.SirC.B.(Leices. 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Biansfield,H.RendaU  (Lincoln) 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

NichoUs,  (}reorge 

Nicholson,C!harlesN.(Doncs*t'r 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pearson,  W.H.M.(Suffolk,Eye) 

Philipps,Co].Ivor(S'thampton) 

Philipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 

Rainy,  A.  RoUand 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleveland) 

NOES. 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  (}reorge 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Beach,Hn. Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Crervase 
Belloc,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  R. 
Boland,  John 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridgeman,  W.  C.ive 


Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel)' 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
S3ott,A.H.(Ashton  uxider  L3mo 
Sears,  J.  £. 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sherwell,  Arthur  James 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.  W.)l 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.  L3rulph  (Chesbu 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal^ 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  £.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Taylor,  Theoilore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward(Salisbury> 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  £.) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thome  ,G.  R.  ( Wolverhampton) 
Toulmin,  (}reorge 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Ward,  W.  Dudley(Southampton 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.E.(Clackmannan 
Wa8on,JohnCathcar|i  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C] 
Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,J.Dunda8(Dumbart*nsh. 
White,  Sir  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (HaUfax) 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williams,Llewel3m  (C?armarth*ii 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Williams,  Col.  R.  (Dorset,  W.> 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson, J.  W.  (WorcesterskN.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wood,  T.  M^Kinnon 
Younger,  (}reorge 

Tellers  for  the  Ates — ^Mr. 
Joeeph  Pease  and  Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis. 


Bull,  Sir  William  Jamey 

Burke,  £.  Haviland- 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Castlereagh,  Viscoimt 

Ove,  Creorge 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Ocil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E. 
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dive,  Percy  Archer 

Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Courthope,  G.  Loyd 

Cralk,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cross,  Alexander 

Delany,  William 

Dillon,  John 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Duncan,C.  ( Barrow-in-Furness) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Eaber,  George  Denison  (\ork) 

Faber.Capt.W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 

FardeU,  Sir  I.  George 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Oardner,  Ernest 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

Oinnell,  L. 

Clover,  Thomas 

Cretton,  John 

Ouinness,Hon.B.(Hagge  rston) 

Cwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Halpin,  J. 

Hardie,  J.Keir(Merthyt  Tydvil) 

Harrison- BrosMlley,  H.  B. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  (3eorge 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

fielmsley.  Viscount 

Hill,  Sir  Clement 

HodLge,  John 

Hogan,  Michael 

Holt,  Richard  Duming 

Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hudson,  Walter 


Hunt,  Rowland 
Jenkins,  J. 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 
Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 
Kettle,  Captain  Michael 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,  S. 
MaoVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,  E. 
M*  Arthur,  CTharles 
M'Kean,  John 
M*Killop,  W. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,Francis  E.(Leitrim,N.) 
Meehaji,PatrickA.  (Queen's  Co.) 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nolan,  Joseph 

0'Brien,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool) 
Oddy,  James  Jotn 
O'Doherty,  Philip 
O'DonneU,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
0'Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 


Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  ^«I 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterlord) 

Redmond,  Willi&m  (dare) 

Remnant,  Jame»  FafqoharBon 

Richard8,T.  F.(WolTerii*mpt'n 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,  EcclessII; 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (LiTcrpool- 

Salter,  Arthur  davell 

Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 

Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylcbone,  W.; 

Sheehy,  David 

Smith,  F.E.(Lirerpool,WaltOD: 

Snowden,  P.  • 

Stanier,  Beville 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Talbot,  Lord  £.  (COiiobester) 

Talbot,Rt  Hn.  J.G.(Oxf 'd  Unit, 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Thomas,David  Alfred(Mertfayr 

Thome,  William  (West  Ham/ 

Thornton,  Percy  M, 

Valentia,  Viscount 

Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid 

White,  Patrick  (Meath,  Nortb 

Wilson,  A.  Stanley  ( York3.R 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Weethoughtoa 

Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 

Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B-Stusit* 

Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 

Tellebs  fob  thb  Nob— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Whereupon  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  [GRANTS]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'''  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment  of  Parliamentary  Grants  to 
associations  of  schools  in  respect  of  every 
public  elementary  school  belonging  to 
such  associations,  and  of  a  Parliamentary 
<3rant  in  respect  of  instruction  given  in 
special  subjects  at  centres,  in  pursuance 
of  any  Act  of  the  pressent  session  to  make 
further  provision  with  respect  to  Ele- 
mentary Education  in  England  and 
"Wales." — (Mr.  Runciman.) 

Question  put  forthwith,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  27th  Novem- 
ber, and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To*morrow. 


NORTH     BRTITSH     RAILWAY      ORDER 
CONFIRMATION  BILL  (By  Obdeb). 

Order  read,  for  resuming  AdjourD«i 
Debate  on  Question  [17th  November], 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvili 
said  he  rose  to  move  the  rejection  of  ihi 
measure.     It  was  long  and  complicated. 
It  proposed  among  other  things  to  take 
over  several  existing  railway  companies 
and  place  them  under  the  control  and 
authority  of  the  North  British  Railway 
Company,  also  to  build  new  lines  and  tah 
over  docks  and  harbours.    In  the  proTJ* 
sions  of  the  Bill  the  interests  of  varioos 
people  were  carefully  safegoarded— the 
interests  of  the  shareholders  in  the  rail- 
ways afEected,  the  interests  of  the  Post- 
master-General, the  interests  of  traders 
and  shippers,  of  harbour  dues  and  canj- 
ing  rates,  the    interests    of    the   rate- 
payers of  Leven,  and  so  on.   Buttherevas 
one  class  of  people  whose  interests  were 
not  safeguarded.    Under  the  Schedoies 
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it  was  specified  that  the  North  British 
Railway  Company  should  appoint  and 
pay  all  agents,  officers,  booking  and  other 
dnks,  servants,  porters  and  other  persons 
and  so  on  who  were  working  the  railway. 
He   desired   some   assurance   that   the 
interests  of  the  servants  of  the  company 
taken  over  under  the  Bill  should  be  safe- 
gnarded  and  their  rights  as  citizens  protect- 
ed in  a  way  that  &e  present  employees 
ooukL  not  be  said  to  enjoy.    The  company 
luid  a  standing  rule  that  all  its  employees 
must  be  at  its  disposal  not  merely  during 
the  working  hours,  but  during  the  whole 
twenty-four  hours  of  the  day.    That  had 
been  interpreted  to  mean  that  a  servant 
of  the  company  was  prohibited  from  serv- 
ing on  any  public  body  to  which  he  might 
be  elected,  although  its  meetings  were 
beld  during  the  hours  when  he  was  not  on 
duty.    They  were  not  asking  that  servants  I 
of  the  railway  company  should  be  free 
to  accept  public  positions  which  called 
them    away   from   their   duties   during 
working  hours,  but  they  felt  strongly  on 
the  point  that  during  the  time  they  were 
not  on  duty  these  men  should  be  as  free 
to  accept  positions  of  trust  and  responsi- 
bihty  to  which  they  might  be  elected 
as  any  other  members  of  the  community. 
What  they  asked  was  that  an  assurance 
should  be  given  of  a  definite  kind  that 
what  had  already  happened  in  connection 
with  the  town  council    of    Ladybank 
should  not  be   repeated  with  the   new 
people  contemplated  to  be    taken   over 
under  the  Bill.    Six  members  of  the  town 
council  of  Ladybank  were  employees  of 
the  company,  and  each  had  been  com- 
pelled under  threat  of  dismissal  to  resign 
W  position  on  the  council.    A  deputa- 
tion of  townspeople,  including  the  provost 
and  the  parish  minister,  waited  upon 
the  manager  of  the  company  to  plead  the 
cause  of  these  men,  but  the  manager  was 
obdurate  and  insisted  that  he    had  a 
right  to  control  the  whole  of  their  time. 
The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  read  at  Question-time  a 
letter  from  the  manager  in  which  this 
senunoe  occurred — 

**  The  oompftny  has  no  intention  to  enforce 
aay  lestriction  upon  its  emplojrees  to  prevent 
then  serving  the  town  council  so  long  as  such 
Mrrioe  is  not  inconsistent  with  their  duty  to  the 
eompMiy." 

It  was  not,  however,  alleged  that  the  fact 
that  these  six  men  were  acting  on  the 
town  council  in  any  way  interfered  with 
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their   duty   as   railway   servants.    The 
town  clerk  Was  also  local  agent  to  the 
railway  company,  and  some  of  these  men 
had  occasion  to  criticise  some  charges  he 
made  for  services  alleged  to  have  been 
rendered,  and  two  days  following  their 
criticism  the  leader  of  the  six  Was  Warned 
to  resign  from  the  coimcil  under  pain  of 
being  dismissed.    He  had  to  resign,  and 
the  other  five  followed  in  quick  succes- 
sion.   Since  then  two  employees  of  the 
company  who    acted  as  chairman  and 
secretary  of  the  ratepayers'  association 
had  also  been  compelled  to  resign  imder 
a   similar  threat,    which   was   actually 
carried  out  in  the  case  of  the  chairman. 
This  Was  a  condition  of  servitude  Which 
would  find  littlesympathy  andno  support, 
he  hoped,  in  any  quarter  of  the  House. 
Unless  satisfactory  assurances  were  forth- 
coming they  would  do  their  best  to  defeat 
the  Bill,  or  failing  that,  to  have  clauses 
inserted    to    safeguard    the    rights   of 
citizenship   of    the    employees    of    the 
company.     They    would    fight    strenu- 
ously if  necessary  to  secure  that  railway 
servants  should  not  be  deprived  of  the 
rights  of  citizenship  so  long  as  the  exercise 
of  those  rights  did  not  conflict  with  their 
duty  to  the  company. 


*Mr.    MORTON    (Sutherland),    in 
seconding,   thoroughly  agreed  with  the 
statement   that   no   company  ought  to 
have  the  right  of  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  citizens.      If  a  man  went  to 
a  meeting  of  any  kind  in  his  own  time, 
no  company  had   a   right   to    say   he 
should  not  do  it,  and  that  if  he  did  he 
would  be  dismissed.    He  rather  thought 
they  would  not  go  so  far  as  that  in  Russia 
or  any  other  uncivilised  country.    If  a 
company  got  favours  from  the  State  and 
a  monopoly  with  regard  to  its  business  it 
had  no  right  to  say  that  men  should  not 
do  so-and-so  in  their  own  time.    He  had 
been  informed  that   this  company  pro- 
posed to  take  Leven  Harbour  or  Dock  and 
close  it,  or  do  what  they  pleased  with  it, 
without    any    recompense    to  the    real 
owners,  and  that  the  clause  referring  to 
that  had  been  put  in  without  the  usual 
notice  which  enabled  parties  concerned 
to  defend  themselves.    That  was  another 
reason  why  they  should  carefully  look 
into  this  Bill.    Another  complaint  that 
had   reached  him    was  as   the  way  in 
which    the  company    kept    their  spare 

2  T 
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engine  -  drivers     and     fit^men    hanging 
about.    The  men  complained  that  after 
hanging  about  all  day   they  were  not 
fit   to    do    a  night's  work  on  a  loco- 
motive ;  that  it  was  a  danger  not  only  to 
themselves,  but  to  the  public.    He  hoped 
the   President  of  the   Board  of  Trade 
would  see  that  not  only  the  men  but  the 
piUblic  were  protected  from  dangers  which 
might  arise  from  that  cause.    His  main 
object,  however,  in  intervening  was  the 
question*  of  third-class  sleeping  carriages. 
As  long  ago  as  1882  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
stated  that  whenever  a  public  company 
came   to   get   favours   and   monopolies 
granted   to   them    by    Parliament   the 
public  had   a  right  to    see    that  their 
grievances  were  redressed  before  further 
fevours  were  granted.      Not  only  had 
nothing  been  done  with  regard  to  third- 
class  sleeping   accommodation,  but  the 
company  had  actually  raised  the  price 
of    week-end    tickets   by  20  per  cent! 
The   railway   company   said   the   first- 
class   sleeping   carriages   did   not    pay, 
but  everybody  knew  there  was  a  loss 
on    all    first-class    traffic.       That    loss 
had^  to    be    met    out    of    the    profit 
made  on  third-class  traffic.     That  was  a 
reason  why  third  class  passengers  should 
be  treated  at  least  as  well  as  those  who 
travelled  first-class.    He  could  not  see 
why  the  sleeping  accommodation  given  to 
first-class  passengers  should  be  paid  for  by 
third-class  passengers.     He  gladly  recog- 
nised that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  tried  to 
assist  him  in  this  matter,  and  he  hoped  to 
have  their  further  assistance.     He  warned 
the  railway  companies  that  some  night  it 
would  be  possible  to   punish  them   by 
throwing  out  a  Bill.    He  was  told  that 
the  North  British  Kailway  Company  had 
not  been  doing  very  well.     He  found 
on  inquiry  that  that  was  entirely  their 
own  fault.     It  was  due  to  their  own  bad 
management.      They     had     wasted     a 
million  of  money   in    building  a   great 
hotel  at  Edinburgh,   they  had  wasted 
other  millions  on  useless  undertakings, 
and  then    they  had    the  impudence — 
he     used     the     word     advisedly  —  to 
come  to  Parliament  and  say  that  the 
public  must  pay  for  the   loss  they  had 
incurred.     His    constituents    were    very 
much  interested  in  the  claim  that  the 
railway  companies  should  be  required  to 
provide  third-class  sleeping  accommoda- 
Mr,  Morton* 


tion.  They  were  about  700  miles  distant, 
and  he  wished  them  to  ha^e  reasonabif 
opportunity  of  coming  to  Liondon  ia 
comfort.  Unless  he  got  a  satisiactorr 
reply  he  would  insist  on  going  to  a 
division.  The  public  had  a  right  to 
demand  for  third-class  traffic  similar 
accommodation  to  that  given  to  first- 
class. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  aow,'  and  at  tt: 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon  th> 
day  three  months.'*' — {Mr.  Keir  Hardie,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  HENDERSON  (Aberdeec 
shire>  W.)   said  the    hon.    Member  for 
Sutherlandshire  was  asking  a   little  to 
much  when  he  asked  for  thizd-class  sleep- 
ing carriages.     If  such  carriages  were  pro- 
vided, the  trains  would  be  inconveniently 
long.     If  the  railway  companies  cook 
alEord  to  give  the  accommodation  asked, 
he  would  not  object,  but  he  did  not  think 
the    suggestion    was    practicable*      Hf 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  more  serious 
matter.     An  alteration  was  made  in  the 
night  mails  from  Aberdeen,  whch  meact 
that  the  delivery  of  letters  from  his  ovd 
and  other  northern  constituencies  wtf 
delayed  in  the  South  until  the  foUowin^ 
day.     Their  conveyance  took  forty-eight 
instead  of  twenty-four  hours.     He  made 
representation  on  the  subject  to  the  rail- 
way companies,  and  through  the  good 
offices  of  the  Secretary  to  tiie  Board  of 
Trade  they  had  fnet  the  request  made  t« 
them    in    this    respect.    A    conference 
of  railway  representatives  was  hekl,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  companies  h«d 
agreed  to  restore  the  mail  service  to  what 
it  had  fonnerlv  been,  the  alteration  to  take 
place  in  the  beginning  of  May.     He  was 
bound  to  say  that  tiie  North   Briti^ 
Company   met  them   quite   fairly.    He 
could   understand   the   difficulties   ther 

• 

were  in.  Although  their  station  ic 
Edinburgh  was  large,  it  was  not  all  that 
could  be  desired,  and  it  was  not  an  easj 
matter  arranging  the  traffic.  He  desired 
to  thank  his  hon.  friend  the  SecretaiT  tc 
the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  ready  acissi- 
ance  he  had  given  in  the  matter. 

The  parliamentary  SECURE 
TAR Y  TO  THE  BOARD  of  TRADE  ■  Sir 
H.  Keablet,  Devonport)  said  the  Ho«k 
would   remember  that   the  debate  t& 
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Uie  Second  Beading  of  tliis  Bill  waa 
adjoamed  in  order  tKat  the  conference 
to  which  his  hon.  friend  had  referred, 
might  be  held.  He  was  glad  to  be 
able  to  confirm  the  statement  made  by 
hu  hon.  friend.  The  railway  companies 
had  agreed  not  precisely  to  the  arrange- 
ment existing  before  but  to  restore  the 
mail  connection  so  that  those  districts 
Borth  of  Aberdeen  which  were  cut  out 
would  now  be  able  to  enjoy  the  mail 
service  in  the  same  way  as  they  had 
done  for  many  years  past.  The  hon. 
]fember  for  Sutherlandshire  had  brought 
fonrard  a  topic  which  he  had  been 
praBsing  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
fof  the  past  three  years.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  recognised  that  the 
action  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the 
matter  had  been  sympathetic.  In  1906 
vlien  the  question  of  third-class  sleeping 
accommodation  was  raised,  he  under- 
took to  approach  the  managers  of  the 
various  railway  companies  which  ran 
tnios  long  distances  with  the  view  of 
seeing  whether  they  could  be  induced 
to  give  their  favourable  consideration 
to  the  suggestion.  The  Board  of  Trade 
had  been  unable  to  induce  them  to 
make  the  concession.  The  companies 
pointed  out  that  the  provision  of  third- 
class  sleeping   carriages   would   involve 


bringing  this  matter  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  as  had  been  shown  by  his 
heroic  record  in  connection  with  the 
tramways.  With  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil — ^viz.,  the  treatment  by  the 
railway  companies  of  their  servants 
who  took  part  in  mimicipal  afEairs 
— ^when  this  Bill  was  imder  discus- 
sion a  fortnight  ago  he  promised 
that  he  would  take  advantage  of  the 
directors  of  the  North  British  Railway 
Company  being  present,  to  act  as  a 
friend  at  Court  as  between  the  Company 
and  the  men  with  regard  to  this  grievance. 
He  had  placed  the  case  which  had  been 
stated  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvil  by  letter,  before  the 
general  manager  and  directors  of  the 
Railway  Company,  and  at  their  request 
he  sent  a  copy  of  that  letter  to 
the  general  manager.  He  had  had 
an  interview  that  day  with  the  general 
manager,  and  asked  him  for  an  assurane 
that  in  future  no  such  interpretation 
would  be  placed  on  the  standing  rule 
of  the  company  as  to  prevent  employees, 
when  their  services  \rere  not  required  by 
the  company,  exercising  their  rights  of 
citizenship.;  and  he  was  now  able  to 
give,  on  behalf  of  the  company,  an 
assurance  on  these  terms — 
a   financial    loss.     Not    being    satisfied       "  The  directors  of  the  North  British  RaUway 


his  hon.  friend  again  brought  up  the 
question  in  1907,  and  he  himself  then 
supported  the  idea  that  third-class 
sleeping  accommodation  should  be  pro- 
vided. He  pointed  out  that  the  third- 
c^at3  passenger  was  really  the  backbone 
of  railway  traffic,  and  that  he  enabled 
the  railway  companies  to  pay  dividends. 
The  figures  showed  that  third-class 
passengers  were  enormously  greater  than 
the  second  and  third-class.  He  was 
net  able  to  do  more,  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  took  the  opportunity  to 
move  a  3fotion  or  introduce  a  Bill, 
80  as  to  let  the  House  of  Commons  have 
a  formal  debate  on  the  matter,  and  if 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons 
waa  in  favour  of  his  hon.  friend  s  action, 
then  he  was  certain  the  railway  company 
would  reconsider  the  matter. 

*Mr.  MORTON :  Will  the  Government 
^t  me  time  to  bring  in  and  carry  a 
BiU? 

8ia  H.  KEARtEY  said  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  how  to  take  advantage 


Company  authorise  me  to  say  that  the  employees 
of  the  company  shall  be  left  free  to  discharge 
public  duties,  and  to  exercise  freely  their  rights 
of  citizenship  during  those  hours  when  they  are 
not  on  duty  for  the  sail  way  company." 

He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  after 
that  .  assurance  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  V_^ 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  younger  (Ayr  Burghs)  said 
he  wished  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  re*- 
ferred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords 
and  Commons  with  respect  to  Clause  26, 
which  dealt  with  the  closing  of  Leven 
Harbour.  The  Commission  in  settling 
this  clause  dealt  with  new  matter  of  a 
very  important  character,  but  no  previous 
notice  of  it  had  been  given  to  the  owner 
of  the  Solum  at  Leven  Harbour. 
They  did  not  want  to  override  their 
system  of  Private  Bill  legislation  by  any 
general    rehearing    or    revision,    but    it 


rf  every  opportunity  which  offered  of   was  an  entirely  different  mfttter  to  -order 


1219        North  British  Railway        {COMMONS}      Order  Confirmation  BUL      WO 


the  hearing  of  a  point  which  had  not 
been  heard.  Mr.  Christie  had  not  seen 
the  plans  of  the  works  to  be  placed  on 
the  land,  and  he  was  inclined  to  agree 
with  him  that  this  House  ought  to  grant 
a  rehearing.  He  was  fortified  in  that 
contention  by  what  the  Lord-Advocate 
said  in  the  Arizona  case,  in  which  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  said  he  did  not 
find  any  suggestion  that  the  matter  was 
not  argued  in  full  previously,  or  that 
any  new  fact  was  brought  before  this 
House.  In  effect  he  said  there  must  be 
some  new  facts  brought  forward  to  those 
which  were  before  the  Commissioners, 
or  some  gross  blunder  proved  to  have 
been  made  by  the  Commissioners,  before 
such  a  rehearing  would  be  allowed. 
He  contended  that  here  there  were  new 
facts,  that  these  facts  were  of  very  great 
importance,  and  that  such  protection 
as  the  clause  granted  to  Mr.  Christie 
in  his  absence,  and  his  compensation, 
and  his  mineral  rights,  should  be  properly 
safeguarded.  He  was  entitled  to  have 
a  rehearing  with  the  plans  and  sections 
of  the  jetty  and  all  these  works  presented 
for  consideration.  He  did  not  think 
Mr.  Christie  had  made  any  unreasonable 
request.  He  would  not  discuss  the 
various  points  at  length,  but  would 
content  himself  with  making  this  general 
statement.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee 
of  Lords  and  Commons. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  white  (Dumbarton- 
shire) seconded.  He  said  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  add 
much,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  special 
care  ought  to  be  given  to  the  proposal 
to  close  one  of  these  East  of  Scotland 
ports,  and  to  enable  one  of  the  railway 
companies  to  set  aside  the  obligations 
imposed  under  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
This  port  was  constituted  in  1876,  the 
Leven  Harbour  Company  being  the 
undertakers.  Then  it  was  passed  on 
to  somebody  else,  and  from  that  some- 
body else  it  passed  in  1889  into  the  hands 
of  the  North  British  Railway  Company. 
From  that  time  the  railway  company  had 
neglected  the  obligations  by  which  their 
rights  were  accompanied,  viz,,  to  keep 
the  harbour  open  and  in  a  fit  condition 
to  be  U3ed  by  vessels.  They  neglected 
to  do  that,  and  the  harbour  gradually 
silted  up.  Then  the  proprietor  of  the 
soil,   from  whom  they  bought,  insisted 

Mr,  Younger* 


upon  their  fulfilling  their  Btatutorr 
obligations,  and  went  to  the  Court  of 
Session.  That  Court  pronounced  against 
the  railway  company,  and  issued  tn 
order  to  the  effect  that  the  place  shoold 
be  kept  properly,  and  that  the  pro- 
prietor should  be  entitled  to  keep  it  in 
order  himself  and  charge  the  railvar 
company.  The  company  did  not  appeal 
from  that  decision,  but  came  before  the 
House  of  Commo  is  with  a  Bill,  and  br 
a  clause  got  rid  of  their  obligatioM, 
altogether  overriding  the  decision  of  iht 
Court  of  Session.  The  proprietor  had  bad 
no  opporttmity  of  stating  his  case,  and 
tmder  these  circumstances  he  aupporta] 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr  Bmgbs 
had  said.  He  believed  there  was  one  prf- 
cedent  in  a  similar  case,  but  he  need  noi 
go  into  it ;  he  thought  this  was  a 
case  in  which  the  House  might  verr 
well  refer  this  particular  clause  to  a 
Joint  Committee  in  order  that  it  shoold 
receive  particularly  careful  attention. 
He  begged  to  second. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons."— 
{Mr.  Younger), 


*Mb.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) 
he  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr  Burgkf 
and  he  was  glad  that  it  was  on  a  matter 
of  personal  and  individual  rather  than  of 
national  importance.  The  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  previous  occaaioDB  in 
which  attempts  had  been  made  in  tbW 
House  to  refer  Bills  to  a  Joint  Committee, 
and  he  candidly  stated  that  there 
only  one  in  the  history  of 
Orders  in  Scotland  on  which  such  * 
reference  was  made.  He  thought  that 
was  a  case  where  the  Edinbur^  Ttub- 
ways  Company  had  applied  before  tk 
Commissioners  for  *•  lo  i  s,*'  but  it  w*» 
refused  and  when  they  came  before  thif 
House  it  was  granted.  In  all  the  othrr 
cases  no  similar  permission  had  be«e 
granted.  His  hon.  fiend  had  quoted  tik 
Lord-Advocate,  and  he  thought  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted  * 
very  sound  argument  when  he  said  that  on 
rehearing  should  take  place  except  mder 
special  circumstances.  Lord  BaHoar. 
who  was  then  Secretary  for  Scodaod, 
used  similar  terms,  as  also  did  Sir  BchtH 
Reid,  now  Lord  ChanceUor,  aad  o(kr 
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authorities,  who  said  that  no  Bills  should 
be  sent   to  a  Joint  Committee    imless 
time  was  substantially  a  special  case, 
md    new    matter    had    arisen.      This 
Provisional  Order  now  under  discussion 
came  in  the  ordinary  course  before  the 
Commissioners  who  consisted  of   Lord 
Falkland  and  Lord  Strathmore  and  two 
Members     of     this    House    who   were 
ret}     much     respected.       They    heard 
all  the    evidence    for    four    days,   and 
went    into    all    these    points,    and    he 
ventured  to  say  that  ro  special  circum- 
stances  had  arisen  which  demanded  a 
re-hearing,  no  new  facts  had  been  brought 
forward  and  no  new  point  bad  been  raised 
which  was  not  considered  by  the  Com- 
missioners.   Last  of  all,  these  four  Com- 
nusaioners  were  imanimous  ii;  arriving  at 
ihai  decision.    His  hon.  friend  said  that 
no  Dotice  was  given  to  Mr.  Christie,  but 
when  objections  were  raised  before  the 
Examiner  of  BiUs,  an  impartial  authority, 
he  declared  that  the  Standing  Orders  had 
been  complied  with.    Then  as  to  whether 
the  notice  was  given  or  not,  the  North 
British     Railway      applied     for     vari- 
008   powers    to    deal    with    this    har- 
bour   as    they    wished,    to    sell    it    or 
to    do    what    they     liked    with    it. 
The    Commissioners    cut    down    those 
powers  and  said  they  must  make  roads, 
give  some  land  to  the  borough,  and  do 
various  other  things.    The  greater  in- 
chided  the  less  and,  if  the  railway  com- 
ptny  applied  for  the  fullest  powers  their 
notice  might  be  held  to  cover  the  more 
limited   powers    which  were    conferred 
upon    them     by    the     Commissioners. 
The    question    whether     Mr.    Christie 
still  had     some    claim    was    a     legal 
point  which    the   House    was    hardly 
competent  to   deal    with.      The   Com- 
missioners  had  decided  that  his  case 
should  be  kept  open  and  if  he  could 
establish  his  claim  the  railway  company 
undertook    to    pay    him   compensation 
under  the  Lands  Clauses  Act,  giving  him 
the  full  value  of  his  right  plus  10  per 
cent.    The    Bill    did    not    abolish    the 
harbour.    It  only  closed  the  dock  and 
for  reasons  which  appealed  to  everyone 
in  the  neighbourhood.    Owing   to   the 
situation  of  the   dock,   within   twenty 
jards  of  the  main  sewer,  it  had  been 
condenmed  by  the  public  health  officer 
who  had  been  health  officer  for  seventeen 
years,  and  who  said  tlie  dock  was  a 


perfect  cesspool  and  was  injurious  to  the 
health  of  the  locality.  The  town  council 
said  the  basin  of  the  dockyard  was  a 
filthy  nuisance. 

*LoRD      BALCARRES     (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :    That  is  not  the  fault  of  the  - 
dock  which  was  there  fifty  years  before 
the  sewer. 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  did  not  think  that 
made  any  difference.  The  dock  was  no 
longer  required  for  its  previous  purpose. 
The  enormous  docks  of  Methil  had 
grown  up  on  which  the  company  had 
spent  millions  of  money.  The  Com- 
missioners and  the  public  health  authority 
and  the  borough  authorities  were  satisfied 
that  Leven  Dock  ought  to  be  closed 
and  the  Leven  branch  of  the  Miners' 
Union  had  also  declared  that  they 
desired  to  see  it  closed.  Only  one 
individual  held  out  and  he  had 
been  offered  full  and  fair  compensation 
if  he  could  prove  any  claim  to  it.  No 
case  had  been  made  out  for  sending  the 
Bill  to  a  joint  Committee. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 

(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire)  said  it  was  a 
very  small  point  that  had  been  brought 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire  had  described  with  great 
clearness  the  situation,  and  he  had  very 
little  to  add  to  his  statement  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  Mr.  Christie  was  the  only 
objector  to  the  Bill,  and  it  was  in  his 
interest  that  the  Motion  was  brought 
forward.  There  was  no  ground  of  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of  Mr.  Christie  on  the 
groimd  of  notice.  The  Examiner  of  Bills 
had  decided  that  point  and  it  was  per- 
fectly clear.  The  Commission  had  heard 
Mr.  Christie's  case,  which  was  one  of 
objection  to  a  clause  less  favourable  to 
his  interests  than  the  clause  as  it  at 
present  stood.  His  case  was  not  that 
the  clause  was  less  favourable  but  that 
new  facts  had  been  brought  forward 
which  were  not  covered  by  the  notice 
and  which  had  not  been  before  the 
Commission.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  neither 
of  these  objections  held  gooi 

Mr.  MOONEY  (Newry):  Was  Mr. 
Christie  allowed  to  be  heard  on  the  new 
clause  which  was  brought  forward  on 
the  inquiry  stage  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  He  elected  to  stand 
out. 
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Mr.  MOpNiKY:  Did  he  apply 
through  his  counsel,  Mr.  Scott-Dickson, 
to  be  heard  on  the  matter,  and  did  the 
Committee  sitting  in  Scotland  refuse 
to  hear  him,  or  did  he  allege  that  there 
was  no  power  to  deal  with  the  clause 
as  it  was  not  contained  in  the  notice  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  had  his 
opportunity  of  being  heard  and  refused 
to  take  it. 

Mr.  younger  :  My  information  is 
that  Mr.  Scott-Dickson  refused  to  go 
on,  because  he  was  not  seized  of  the 
facts.  He  had  no  notice  of  any  kind. 
The  agreement  was  made  behind  Mr. 
Christie's  back,  and  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  go  on. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said  he  understood 
it  was  not  made  behind  his  back.  The 
company  would  have  been  very  glad 
to  treat  with  Mr.  Christie  as  they  had 
treated  with  other  parties,  but  Mr. 
Christie  chose  to  refrain  from  taking 
the  opportunity  which  he  certainly  had 
of  coming  to  an  agreement  in  the  matter. 
As  to  Mr,  Christie's  legal  rights,  the 
Commission  had  come  to  no  decision. 
Unless  there  was  very  grave  reason, 
and  there  was  no  such  grave  reason  in 
this  case,  the  Motion  should  be  rejected. 

Mr.  MOONEY  said  it  was  only  to 
preserve  the  reputation  which  had  always 
belonged  to  Private  Bill  Committees 
that  he  intervened.  As  he  understood 
it,  the  reason  why  the  decisions  of 
Private  Bill  Committees  were  so  imani- 
mously  upheld  ^as  that  any  person, 
no  matter  how  remote  his  interest,  if 
he  could  prove  that  he  had  an  interest 
which  would  be  afiected  by  any  Bill, 
got  the  fullest  and  fairest  consideration 
before  any  Committee.  He  understood 
that  Mr:  Christie  alleged  that  he  was 
injuriously  affected  by  the  Bill  as  origin- 
ally proposed.  The  Committee  sat  and 
inquired  into  the  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
and  at  the  last  moment  new  clauses 
were  brought  forward,  and  Mr.  Scott- 
Dickson,  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Christie, 
protested  that  the  Committee  were 
going  outside  the  deposited  plans.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  to  interfere  with 
the  decision  of  a  Committee  sitting  in 
Scotland  to  decide  a  purely  Scottish 
question ;  but,  if  they  bad  departed 
from    the    ordinary   course,    laid    down 

Mr.  Mooney* 


by  that  House,  he  thought  they  ought 
to  exercise  their  revising  power,  which 
he  admitted  only  ought  to  be  exercised 
on  rare  occasions,  and  allow  the  com^ 
plainant  to  go  before  a  Joint  Committee. 
He  did  not  think,  from  their  knowledge 
of   Mr.    Scott- Dickson,    that   he    would 
have  made  the  statement  attributed  to 
him  that  the  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill 
went  cutside  the  deposited  plans  if  he 
had  not  thought  that  was  so ;    but,  if 
the  rig^t  hon.  Gentlemen  could  assure 
him  that  Mr.  Scott-Dickson  was  under 
a  misapprehension,  he  would  not  support 
any  Motion  to  send  the  Bill   to  a  Joint 
Committee.    If,  however,  there  had  been 
a  departure  from  the  ordinary  procedure, 
he  did  not  think  it  would  add  to   the 
high    reputation    possessed    by  Private 
Bill  Committees  to  allow  any  individual 
to  go  away  with  the  idea  that  he   had 
been    unfairly    treated.    It    would    be 
better  to  stretch  a  point  and  allow  that 
person  to  appear  before  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee   rather    than    he    should    think 
he    was    suffering    under    a    grievance. 
Under  tho^e  circumstances,  if  Mr.  Scott- 
Dickson    was   correct,    he   should    vnte 
in   favour  of  the  Motion ;    but  if  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  could  assure  him 
that  the  statement  w&h  made  under   a 
misapprehension,  he  should  not  supp<^ 
the  Motion,  because  he  was  in    favour 
of  delegating  these  matters  to  the  local 
people  who  knew  all  the  circumstances. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  said  that  one  of  the 
safeguards  against  lobbying  which  the 
two  Houses  had  established  was  the  very 
strict  regulations  as  to  notice.  He  under- 
stood the  railway  company  were  under 
a  statutory  obligation  to  maintain  the 
harbour  and  dock  and  were. also  by  the 
decree  of  the  Quarter  Sessions  required  to 
restore  it  to  a  state  of  efficiency  for 
public  us9.  In  face  of  that  it  certainly 
seemed  extraordinary  that  without  the 
consent  of  those  interested  they  were  going 
to  take  the  harbour  or  dock  away — ^to 
sell  or  do  anything  they  liked  with  it — 
and  give  no  recompense  to  the  owner. 
He  r.greed  that  if  anybody  felt  a  griev- 
ance— and  especially  when  the  ordinary 
procedure  as  to  notice  had  been  broken— 
they  ought  to  be  as  lenient  as  possible 
and  give  redress  by  allowing  them  in 
cases  of  importance  to  go  before  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  Lords  and  Commons, 
and  have  their  case  heard.    He  was  very 
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uzio«B  tiiat  tke  etriot  roles  made  by 
both  HouMb  as  to  the  giving  of  notice 
ud  the  haDding  in  of  planB  and  other 
iiliHTn&tion  should  be  adbered  to  for 
the  protection  of  everybody'  and  the 
jseventioa  of  lobbying  whicb  would 
wrejy  occtu  it  they  allowed  those  rules 
to  be  broken  with  impunity. 

Kb.  SINCLAIR  said  he  did  not  think 
it  WM  a  question  of  relying  on  the  goqd 
Uith  or  character  of  Mi.  Scott -Dickson, 
or  toy  other  connsel  engaged  in  the  case. 
'Hie  question  really  was  whether  Mi. 
^tt-Dickson  had  fair  notice  of  the 
objections  he  had  to  meet.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  two  authorities  in  their 
wptnte  spheres  had  decided  that  he 
W  fail  notice.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Commissioners  were  decidedly  of  the 
riew  that  he  had.  He  was  fully  heard 
b^  them  and  they  oame  to  a  unanimous 
deciBion.  Theie  was  the  further  point 
whether  the  notice  given  by  the  company 
in  these  proceedings  covered  the  form 
wkich  tie  clause  ultimately  took.  That 
m  a  matter  which  was  referred  to  the 
Kxaminer  of  Bills,  who  decided  that 
tk«  notice  given  to  Mr  Christie  covered 
*lut  had  been  done  b]r  the  Committee. 
There  was  really  no  doubt  on  these 
two  points. 

Ml.  MOONEY  asked  it  a  protest  was 
made  by  Mr.  Scott- Bicka^on  against  the 
MHBpetency  of  the  Committee  to  insert 
tliii  clause  ?  Was  there  any  ruling  given 
n  that  point  ? 

He.  SINCLAIR :  Certainly.  I  have 
JQst  said  so. 

'  Hit.  MORTON :  Was  the  plan  re- 
fcned  to  deposited  with  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  in  time  ? 

He.  SINCLAIR :   Yes. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD 
(liveipool,  West  Derby)  said  supposing 
t  nun  who  was  interested  in  some 
property  had  not  had  notice  of  a  Private 
BiD,  if  Ms  counsel  appeared  it  was 
quite  clear  that  it  had  been  waived. 
GomiBel  might  or  might  not  proceed  upon 
Hue  iuthei  point,  but  it  he  appeared 
•t  tJl  4ny  prior  question  of  notice  was 


waived.     The  hon.   Gentlema 

had   made    a   mistake    in    bU 

B  was  no  provision  here  fc 

sation  for  Mr.  (^listis.    Subse 

is  very  clause,  said — 

'  In  the  event  of  Robert  Maitli 

Mb  Buoceasors  making  any  ctai: 

of.  or  interest  in,  the  site  in  two  yei 

pao7  it  to  give  lijm  full  compensa 

*Ma.  MORTON :  It  is  sai 
going  to  close  the  harbour  am 
this  man  does  not  want  it  clo 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERI 
they  Vera  not  going  to  take  t! 
away  but  simply  to  close  up 
There  could  only  be  three  pe 
ested  in  the  property.  Fii 
there  was  the  owner  of  the 
railway  company.  Then  the 
individual  who  came  forward 
"  My  piedecessors  sold  this 
to  the  railway  company  foi 
pose  of  a  dock,  and  if  it  is  m 
be  used  tor  a  dock  any  long 
to  have  a  right  in  the  soil." 
a  very  curious  contention,  an 
quit«  understand  that  when 
mentary  notices  were  origir 
no  one  thought  that  some 
owing  to  some  understanding 
claimed,  existed  at  some  ren 
was  entitled  in  reversion  U. 
property  back.  The  questioi 
was  diepoeed  of  and  the  c 
irregularity  was  disposed  i 
careful  Way  in  which  the  o 
that  every  interested  partj 
the  "proper  notice.  Who 
be  interested  in  the  prop* 
ordinary  persons  who  lived 
owned  property  in  the  nei{ 
were  represented  by  the  local 
who  were  parties  to  the  Bill 
cases  arrangements  were  some 
by  way  of  concession.  Roads 
and  pieces  of  land  were  giv 
these  concessions  were  not 
the  original  plans.  It  was 
say  there  was  anything  iiregu 
all  the  parties  interested  had  n 
and  made  a  sensible  arrange: 
was  included  in  the  Bill.  B 
was  to  have  compensation  if 
his  claim  and  anything  fair 
reasonable  it  would  be  diffisul 
stand.     Alter    all    the    criti 
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had  been  passed  on  the  railway  com- 
pany about  points  which  were  not  in 
the  Bill  it  was  almost  time  they  allowed 
these  important  works,  whicb  the  railway 
company  was  going  to  carry  out,  to  be 
authorised. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS  (Glasgow, 
Camlachie)  entered  a  word  of  expostula- 
tion against  the  time  of  the  House  being 
occupied  upon  the  pleading  of  a  private 
right  on  such  slender  grounds.  A  most 
extraordinary  claim  was  put  forward  by 
the  man  who  sold  the  dock,  and  was 
paid  in  cash  and  shares.  The  dock  was 
thoroughly  useless  and  antiquated,  had 
only  a  very  small  draught  of  water,  wa=^ 
not  more  than  an  acre  in  extent,  and 
during  the  last  six  years  hardly  a  vessel 
had  come  into  it  except  for  one  firm. 
It  was  an  attempt  by  a  landowner, 
through  his  personal  friends,  to  extort 
a  larger  price  from  the  railway  company. 

Mr.  YOUNGER:  I  have  never  seen 
Mr.  Christie  in  my  life. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS  said  he  was 
glad  that  fact  had  come  out.  He  had  never 
heard  a  more  flimsy  case  in  his  life.  He 
had  thought  this  was  a  case  of  an  attempt 
to  obtain  compensation  for  which  there 
was  no  title,  and  that  opportunities  were 
being  used  which  ought  not  to  be  used 
to  prevent  the  passage  of  Bills  in  order 
to  promote  private  interests. 

Mr.  MOONEY  •  May  I  ask  whether 
the  hon.  Member  is  in  order  in  attributing 
motives  to  Members  of  the  House)  I 
have  no  connection  with  and  have  never 
seen  Mr.  Christie. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  intervention  of 
the  hon.  Member  showed  that  the  ob- 
servations of  the  speaker  were  made 
without  knowledge.  I  imderstood  him 
to  withdraw  them. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS :  Certainly. 
I  am  rather  pleased  that  any  observa- 
tions I  made  were  the  means  by  which 
this  fact  was  brought  out. 

Mr.  William  Rutherford. 


Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shocvditeh. 
Hoxton) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member  is  entitled  to  make  insinaatioiu 
as  to  the  motives  which  moTe  hoiu 
Members  in  bringing  a  matter  before  the 
House. 


'^Mr.  SPEAKER:  Certainly  not.  I 
thought  I  had  made  that  clear.  Tbie 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  is  not  entitfed 
to  make  observations  of  that  land. 
"When  they  were  contradicted,  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  he  regretted  he  had  made 
them,  and  that  they  were  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  fiypts. 


Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS  :  I 
tainly  withdraw  immediately  any  remark 
which  could  be  at  all  offensive.  I  said  I 
was  glad  the  opportunity  had  arisen  is 
order  that  the  facts  might  be  made 
known. 


Mr.  DUNDAS  WHITE:  The  sog* 
gestion  the  hon.  Member  made  was  tkat 
those  who  opposed  this  were  actuated  by 
personal  acquaintance  and  personal  mo- 
tives. I  beg  absolutely  to  disclaim  both, 
and  I  ask  Mm  to  withdraw  his  observa- 
tion. 


Mr.  ALEXANDER  CROSS  said  lie 
had  withdrawn  the  remark.  What  I10 
ventured  to  submit  was  that  the  time  of 
the  House  had  been  occupied  at  a  Ut« 
hour  in  the  casting  of  a  slur  upon  the 
operations  of  a  Committee  in  Sootlsnd 
which,  in  its  discussions  up  to  now,  kad 
been  singularly  successfuL  He  thoaght 
that  they  ought  to  do  what  they  cooM  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  incideiita 

Question  put,  and  negatived^ 
Bill  to  be  considered  to-morrow. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Spsaksr,  in  porsvaac* 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st  Jolj, 
adjourned  the  House  without 

put. 

Adjourned  »t  fmut^ws 
afler  Twolrv  o'docki 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


P&pers   reUting  to  the   case   of  Ur. 
AUred   Hangeua. 

LABOUR  STATISTICS. 
Twelfth  Abstract  of  Labour  Statistics 
i  of  the  United  Kingdom,  1906-1907. 


^  Roles  aader  Section  11  of  the  National 
!*  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Act,  1879. 

■1  STATISTICS  (COLONIES). 

^  Statistical  Abstract  for  the  several 
I  British  Colonies,  Possessions,  and  Pro- 
i  tectorates   in  each  year  from   1693  to 

i3  1«7.    Forty-fifth   Number. 

tf  Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

«  SUPERANNUATION. 

■^  Treasury  Minnte,  dated  25th  Novem- 
]  ber,  1908,  declaring  that  Henry  Restall, 

1  aploaive  worker,  Royal  Laboratory, 
,  I  m  appointed  without  a  Civil  Service 
'  1  ccitificate,  through  inadvertence  on  the 
.  I  put  of  the  head  of  his  Department. 

I*     SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
;■*  ACT  (IRELAND),  1877. 

[^  Order  in  (Council,  dated  27tfa  Novem' 
'^  W,  1906,  giving  effect  to  rules  of  Court. 

J  ■<* 

2  Ud  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  andjOrdered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


Petition  of ;  praying  for  inquiry  into 
Vs  case,  and  that  he  may  be  heurd  by 
fonnsel  or  at  the  Bar  of  the  House 
md,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

TILOXKO.  A   CHIEF    OF  A    SECTION 

OP  THE  EURO  TRIBE  OF  ZULUS. 

Petition  of;  praying  for  inquiry  into 

^  case,  and  that  he  may  be  heard  by 

'onnsel  or  at  the   Bar  of  the   House  ; 

nad,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

VOL  CXCVIL    [FoDBTH  Sbkiks.] 


BUSINESS  OP  Tl 
The  Mabqcess  of 
My  Lords,  I  befT  to  gii 
morrow  I  shall  ask  tl 
Leader  of  the  House  ' 
measures  are  likely  to 
this  House  during  thi 
of  the  session,  and  w 
to  state  approximat«l; 
time  which  His  Uajei 
propose  to  allot  to  each 


(Sbcokd  Ru 
Order   of   the   Day 
Reading  read. 

Lord  ATKINSON : 
Bill  is  designed  to  me 
have  arisen  in  the 
the  Labourers  Act  by  i 
ties  in  Ireland.  Thes 
been  caused  owing  t< 
omission,  on  the  part 
for  the  bodies  concern 
conveyance  of  the  lai 
the  purpose  of  the  ere 
cottages.  The  Bill  ^ 
both  sides  in  the  He 
sad  the  circumstance 
arose  are  these.  Th 
a  register,  kept  in 
Local  Registration  c 
Act  of  1891,  which  is 
conferring  great  benef 
tants,  and  it  is  prov 
conveyance  is  registeri 
is  conclusive  proof  < 
tending  purchaser,  the 
to  search  the  registei 
not  find  the  entry  of 
upon  the  land,  he  m 
complete  security,  or, 
encumberance  registe 
sure  that  that  is  the  c 
he  can  be  affected.  L 
law  of  the  Court  of  C 
purchased  land  knon 
time  that  the  person  t 
chased  it  had  either 
another  person  or  crei 
upon  it,  the  land  in  thi 
purchaser  would  not  1 
charges  ;  but  in  ordei 
should  work  effectivel; 
to  abolish  that  doctr 
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done  by  Section  34  of  the  Aat  ot  1891, 
tlie  entiy  on  the  legistei  being  made 
conclusive  evidence  of  title  in  the  absence 
of  absolute  fraud.      What  happ3ned  in 
several  cases  was  this.    The  local  autho- 
rity purchased  land  and  paid  for  it,  but 
unfortunately   omitted  to   register  the 
conveyance.    The  Irish  being  a  simple 
people,    it   thereupon   occurred   to   the 
vendor  that  he  might  do  a  stroke  of 
business  by  selling  the  land  a  second 
time.    This  he  did,  the  purchaser  know- 
ing perfectly  well  that  the  land  had 
already  been  disposed  of  to  the  local 
authority.    But  inasmuch  as  the  statute 
enacted    that    the    register    could    not 
be  corrected  except  in  the  case  of  actual 
fraud,    and  the   vendor   could  not   be 
held  to  have  been  guilty  of  fraud,  owing 
to    the    purchaser    having    had    notice 
of  the  conveyance  to  the  local  authority, 
it  became  necessary,  if  the  local  authority 
were  to  obtain  the  land  for  which  they 
had  paid,  for  a  way  to  be  made  whereby 
the  omission  to  register  might  be  rectified. 
The  BiU,  therefore,  provides  that  where 
any  rural    district    council    shall  have 
omitted    to    register,    pursuant   to   the 
provisions  of  the  Local  Registration  of 
Title  (Ireland)  Act,  1891,  its  ownership 
of  any  parcel  of  land  acquired  by  it 
under    the    powers    of    the    Labourers 
(Ireland)  Acts,  1883  to  1906,  and  it  shall 
be   sho^   to   the    satisfaction    of   the 
Court  that  the  registered  owner  of  the 
lands  of  which  such  parcel  forms  a  part 
had,  at  or  before  the  time  when  he  was 
registered  as  owner,  notice  of  the  ac- 
quisition of  such  parcel  by  the  rural 
oistrict    council,    or    was    otherwise    in 
equity    bound    to    give    effect    thereto, 
the  Court  naay,  upon  the  application  of 
the    rural    district    council,    and    after 
Buch  notices   as  it   may  direct,   order 
the  register  to  be   rectified  by  inserting 
therein  the  district  council  as  registered 
owners  of  such  parcel,   and  amending 
registration  as  to  acreage  or  otherwise 
as  may  be  just  and  necessary,  and  upon 
such  terms  as  to  costs  as  to  the  Court 
ahall  seem  just.    Before,  however,  cou- 
nting to  take  charge  of  this  Bill  in 
Lordships'  House,  I  informed  the 

>ns  interested  in  it  that  in  Conunittee 

»uld  move  an  Amendment  to  provide 

it  should  only  apply  to  transactions 

h  occurred  before  1st  March,  1908; 

although  I  admit  the  necessity  for 

Iford  AUdnson^ 


this  Bill  in  order  to  enable  local 
ties  to  get  land  for  ^diich  they  hare 
paid,  I  am  quite  confident  thaf  it  is^ 
not  a  good  precedent. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  lead 
2^:''-{Lord  Atkinson.) 

LordDENMAN:  My  Lords,  after  the 
very  clear  explanation  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  given  of  this 
measure,  I  do  not  think  it  b  necessary 
for  me  to  enter  into  any  detail  upon  it, 
or  to  make  any  comments  of  my  own 
upon  the  simplicity  of  certain  perBon^ 
in  Ireland  which  has  rendered  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  necessary.  I  will 
only  say  that  the  Government  offered 
no  opposition  to  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  therefore  they  do  not 
intend  to  put  any  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  its  passing  through  this  House. 

Lord  ASHBOLTINB  :  My  Lords,  after 
the  statement  made  by  my  noble  aad 
learned  friend  Lord  Atldnaon  I  shall 
not  offer  any  opposition  to  this  BilL 
But,  none  the  less,  I  regard  it  as  a  venr 
great  misfortune  that  such  a  Bill  shoald 
be  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  the  learned  Judge  at  the  he»*I 
of  the  administration  of  the  Act  of  1891 
deeply  regrets  that  Parliament  shotiH 
be  invoked  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
It  is  really  a  serious  and  dangefoa't 
blow  at  the  administration  of  lor*' 
registration  of  .  title  in  Ireland.  The 
Act  of  1891  was  a  clear  and  useful 
measure,  requiring  that  all  transaction* 
in  relation  to  land  in  Ireland  should 
find  their  place  upon  the  register,  and 
declaring  that  any  person  dealing  in 
land  could  be  satisfied  that  he  was  in 
an  invulnerable  position  if  he  fonsd 
no  record  to  the  contrary  on  the  register. 
That  got  rid  of  the  doctrine  of  notice, 
which  had  been  carried  to  a  vast  extett 
in  reference  to  previous  Acta  and  whitt 
left  no  cme  at  w  certain  as  to  how  h* 
stood.  If  once  you  depart  from  the 
clear  requirement  in  the  Act  ot  I89I 
that  the  register  must  show  all  the 
dealings  with  land,  yon  introdiice  fx^ 
uncertainty.  My  noUe  and  leaatd 
friend  Lord  Atkmaon,  who  ia  as  faniiftr 
as  anyone  with  the  administration  of  thu 
legislation,  has  given  the  weight  of  h» 
high  autiiority  to  the  Bill,  but  I  did  m^ 
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gather  that  there  was  any  enthusiasm  in 
lus  mind  in  reference  to  it ;  and  I  think 
the  Amendment  he  foreshadowed  is  wise, 
fts  showing  that  no  loophole  will  be  left 
for  any  suggestion  that  this  is  to  be 
regarded  as  a  general  opening  to  a  loose 
construction  of  existing  legislation.  I 
hope  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  even  in 
its  amended  form,  will  not  be  looked 
npoQ  in  any  part  of  Ireland  as  evidence 
that  the  stringency  of  the  administration 
of  existing  Acts  of  Parliament  is  viewed 
at  all  lightly  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Tuesday  next. 

House  Tedjoumed  at  twenty 
minutes  before  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 
Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  Ist  December,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


PETITIONS. 


ENFRANCHISEMENT    OF    WOMEN. 

Petitions  for  legislation  :  From  Ilfra- 
combe,  and  North  Medway;  to  lie 
ysfon  the  Table. 

LICENSING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Carmarthen,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MONASTIC    AND    CONVENTUAL 
INSTITUTIONS. 

Petition  from  Deptf ord,  for  legislation ; 
te  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (MERCANTILE 
CORPORATIONS  AND  COMPANIES) 
BILL  [LoBX^s]. 

Petition  from  Battersea,  against;  to 
111  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BOARD  OF  TRADE  (LABOUR  DEPART- 

MENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Twelfth  Abstract 
of  Labour  Statistics  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  1906-7  [by  Command];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  IMPORT  DUTIES,  1908. 

Copy  presented,  of  Statement  of  the 
Rates  of  Import  Duties  levied  in 
European  Countries,  Egypt,  the  United 
States,  Mexico,  Argentina,  Japan,  China, 
and  Persia  upon  the  Produce  and  Manu- 
factures of  the  United  Kingdom  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STATISTICAL  ABSTRACT  (COLONIES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Abstract 
for  the  several  British  Olonies,  Posses^ 
sions,  and  Protectorates,  in  each  year 
from  1893  to  1907  (Forty-fifth  Number) 
[by  Command];   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
ACT  (IRELAND),  1877. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council 
dated  27th  November,  1908,  giving  efiect 
to  Rules  of  Court  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon. 
the  Table. 

IRISH  TEACHERS'  PENSION  RULES,. 

1879. 

Cbpy  presented,  of  Rules  under  Section 
11  of  the  National  School  Teachers 
(Ireland)  Act,  1879  [by  Command]; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION    ACT,     1884. 

Copy  presented,  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  25th  November,  1908,  declaring 
that  Henry  Restall,  Explosive  Worker, 
Royal  Laboratory,  was  appointed  with- 
out a  (Divil  Service  Certificate  through 
inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  Head 
of  his  Department  [by  Act];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (REGULATIONS  AS 
TO  FOOD)  ACT,  1907. 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Public  Health 
(First  Series — ^Unsoimd  Food)  Regula- 
tions (Scotland),  1908  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 
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PUBLIC  HEALTH  (REGULATIONS  AS 
TO  FOOD)  ACT,  1907. 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Public  Health 
(Foreign  Meat)  Regulations  (Scotland), 
1908  [by  Act] ;  to  Ue  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  31,  1908). 

Copy  presented  of  Accessions  of  British 
Colonies,  etc.,  to  the  Treaty  of  Friend- 
ship, Commerce  and  Navigation  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  Bulgaria. 
Signed  at  Sofia,  9th  December,  1905 
[by  C!ommand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,   1894 

TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  No.  7610, 
dated  25th  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  Deptford  Foreign  Animals 
Wharf  of  Animals  carried  on  board  the 
s.s.  "  Minneapolis  "  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  "  relative  to  National 
Education  in  Ireland,  showing :  (1) 
Number  of  Roman  Catholic  National 
Schools  in  Ireland,  number  of  Roman 
Catholic  Teachers,  principal  and  assist- 
ants, with  amount  of  their  Salaries, 
f^nd  number  of  Roman  Catholic  Children 
on  the  rolls  ;  (2)  Number  of  Non-Catholic 
National  Schools  in  Ireland,  with  the 
average  daily  attendance,  number  of 
Non-Catholic  Teachers,  principal  and 
assistants,  with  the  amount  of  their 
Salaries  ;  (3)  Number  of  Roman  Catholic 
National  Schoob  with  an  average  daily 
attendance  of  from  10  to  15,  with  the 
Salaries  and  Emoluments  of  the  Teachers 
of  such  Schools ;  (4)  Number  of  Non- 
Catholic  National  Schools  in  Ireland 
with  an  average  attendance  of  from  10 
to  15,  with  the  Salaries  and  Emoluments 
of  the  Teachers  of  such  Schools; 
<5)  in  how  many  Roman  Catholic 
National  Schools  has  Rule  127  (b)  been 
imposed,  and  in  how  many  Non-Catholic 
Schools  has  Rule  127  (h)  been  imposed ; 
<6)  how  many  Roman  Catholic  National 
Schools  have  been  amalgamated  since 
1900,  and  how  many  Non-Catholic 
National  Schools  during  the  same  time  ; 
(7)  how  many  Roman  Catholic  Inspectors 
and  how  many  Non-Catholic  Inspectors 
were  in  the  employment  of  the  National 
Board  in  the  year  1900 ;  (8)  how  many 
Roman    Catholic    Inspectors    and   how 


many  Non-Catholic  Inspectors  are  in 
the  service  of  the  Board  at  the  present 
time  ;  and  (9)  how  many  Roman  (^tkoHc 
assistant  or  temporary  Inspectors  and 
how  many  Non-Catholic  assistant  or 
temporary  Inspectors  are  employed  by 
the  National  Board  at  present."— (J^^- 
John  PhiUips.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTBS. 


Education  Bill— Sohool  Attendaaea 
Mr.  R  AWLINSON  (Cambridge  Umve^ 
sity) :  To  ask  the  President  of  tht 
Board  of  Education  whether,  under  the 
Education  Bill,  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
the  local  education  authority  to  see  thst 
all  children  attend  school  at  9  a.m.; 
and  whether  children  in  contracted-oat 
schools  will  be  in  the  same  position  u 
those  in  provided  schoob  as  to  ana- 
petition  for  scholarships  in  secondaiy 
schools,  sharing  in  services  of  medical 
inspectors. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Rundman.)  The 
Education  Bill  makes  no  alteration  in 
the  law  of  school  attendance,  except  in 
so  far  as  Clause  1  (3)  prevents  a  child 
being  compelled  to  attend  a  purely 
denominational  school  unless  the  parent 
has  himself  selected  that  school  in 
preference  to  sending  his  child  to  an 
undenominational  school.  In  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Question 
the  Bill  places  no  hindrance  in  the 
way  of  cluldren  in  the  schools  reierred 
to  being  equally  eligible  with  children 
in  other  public  elementary  schoob  for 
scholarships  in  secondary  schoob,  and, 
so  far  as  scholarships  made  avaiUbk  by 
schemes  under  the  Charitable  Trusts  and 
Endowed  Schoob  Acts  are  concerned, 
such  children  will  necessarily  be  equally 
eligible  with  the  children  in  provided 
schoob.  In  regard  to  the  conclodinK 
paragraph,  the  Bill  provides  that  tk 
duty  of  local  authorities  in  the  matter 
of  medical  inspection  of  children  in 
public  elementary  schoob  shall  apply 
to  the  denominational  schoob  oooer 
the  Bill  as  well  as  to  the  provided  schools. 

ColwjA  Bar  Fi«r. 
Mr.    McARTHUR    (Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale) :      To^ask  the  President   of  tW 
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Boftrd  of  Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the 
lecent  legal  deci^on  that  the  Colwyn 
Bay  pier  is  aa  nnauthorised  atructure 
bee  bom  all  Board  of  Trade  obligations 
ud  KBtrictionB,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Board  to  take  any  action  with 
respect  to  the  said  pier. 

lAnneered  hff  Mr.  Ckurchili.)  The 
jadgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the 
cue  ta  which  the  hon.  Uembet  refers  waB 
only  given  on  the  18th  inatant,  and  I 
am  not  diBposed  to  take  any  action  in 
tbe  matter  until  the  owner  of  the  pier 
hu  had  a  reasonable  time  to  consider  I 
his  position.  1  understand  that  it  is 
possible  that  he  may  seek  for  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  in  respect  of  the 
undertaking  next  session. 

VflW  Soottdah  FiiheiT  Cmiier. 
Me.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
uk  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether 
he  is  now  able  to  state  when  the  new 
Fishery  Board  cruiser  is  likely  to  be  at  tbe 
disposal  of  tbe  Fishery  Board  for  Scot- 
lud. 

[Anaviered  by  Mr.  Sindair.)  The  new 
(miser  is  expected  to  be  ready  by  Slst 
March  next. 

Ligbtin;  of  the  Coa<t  of  Rou-ihire. 

Mb.  WEIR:  To  ask  the  Secretary 
tot  Scotland  in  view  of  the  unsatisfactory 
lighting  of  the  coast  on  the  western 
mainland  of  Ross-shire,  will  he  suggest  to 
ihe  Northern  Lighthouse  Commissioners 
the  expediency  of  establishing  a  light 
on  Rhus  Rhea  or  at  some  other  suitable 
point  between  Bona  Island  and  Stoer 
Head  light. 

{Aiuteered  by  Mr.  Ckurekill.)  The 
proposals  of  the  Northern  Lighthouse 
Commissioners  for  the  current  financial 
year  included  provision  for  a  lighthouse 
and  tog-signal  on  Rhne  Rhea,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  given  their  statu- 
tory sanction  to  the  work. 


of  William  Forde,  a  tenant  on  the  Blake 
estate  situate  at  Ballindereen,  County 
Galway ;  whether  they  took  any  steps 
to  ascertain  tbe  condition  of  things  in 
connection  with  the  stripping  of  that 
estate  and  the  wrong  done  Forde  except- 
ing through  the  inspector,  who  treated 
the  tenant  harshly  on  the  occasion ;  and 
whether,  if  the  several  plots  now  in  the 
possession  of  Forde  will  be  surrendered  by 
him,  they  would  give  him  a  holding 
of  land  on  some  other  estate  where  there 
are  gr^BS  lands  available  for  distribution. 

(Angieered  by  Mr.  BirreU. )  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they 
have  inquired  fully  into  Forde's  case, 
and  do  not  consider  he  has  any  grievance. 
He  holds  a  farm  of  about  thirteen  acres, 
comprising  six  separate  plots,  and,  with 
a  view  to  rearranging  the  holdings  on 
the  estate,  the  Commissioners  ofieied 
to  give  him  a  new  holding  of  about 
thirty-nine  acres  if  he  surrendered  the 
six  plots.  This  he  at  first  said  he  would 
do,  bwt  subsequently  refused,  and  the 
thirty-nine  acres  were  otherwise  allotted. 
If  he  informs  the  Commissioners  that  he 
is  now  willing  to  surrender  the  plots  in 
question  and  to  take  other  land  in  their 
stead,  the  matter  will  be  considered 
when    the    Commissioners    have    land 


The  Honie  of  Comn 
Treat 

Mb.  VERNEY  {Bu( 
To  ask  the  Prime  M 
can  give  to  the  Houa 
rule  governing  the  c 
consent  of  the  Hous 
to  treaties  with  foreign 
are  finally  ratified,  a 
regard  to  those  treati 
accession  or  cession 
with  regard  to  those 
the  personal  privilej 
the  property  of  Bri 
with  regard  to  those 
change  in  statute  law 

Bltke  Brtate,' County  Oalvay— Cue  of        (Answered  by  Mr. 
WUll&m  Forde.  is  as  stated  in  my  J 

Me.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.) :  ,  Member  for  Donegal 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-  '  last,  and  in  the  suppU 
Uentenaat  of  Ireland  whether  any-  my  hon.  friend,  in  wl 
thing  has  been  done  by  the  Estates  a  treaty  involves  any 
ComfflisBioners  to  remedy  the  grievance  [  law  the  assent  of  Pa 
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but  I  may  add  that  in  tlie  case  of  any 
treaty  wluch  would  require  a  vote  of  the 
House  to  provide  funois  to  carry  it  into 
efEect  it  would,  no  doubt,  be  proper  that 
the  sum  required  should  be  submitted 
to  the  House  before  the  treaty  was 
ratified.  There  is  no  rule  requiring  that 
the  other  matters  referred  to  in  the 
Question  should  be  brought  before  the 
House,  nor  has  it  been  the  practice  to  do 
so. 

Boioommon  A|n^0Dltural  and  Teohnioal 

Oommittee. 
Mr.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether  the 
Department  has  held  an  inquiry  relating 
to^the  management  of  its  business  by  the 
County  Roscommon  Agricultural  and 
Technical  Committee,  and  to  the  conduct 
of  certain  officials  of  that  body ;  whether 
the  inquiry  was  full,  public,  and  on  oath  ; 
what  the  findings  were  on  so  much  of  the 
matter  as  was  disclosed ;  and  whether 
it  is  with  his  sanction  that  the  person 
whose  conduct  was  most  seriously  in- 
volved still  occupies  the  same  position 
and  receives  public  money  through  the 
Department. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  T.  W.  Russell.)  The 
Department  have  held  no  formal  inquiry 
into  the  matter  apparently  referred  to 
in  this  Question,    llie  allegations  which 
concerned   the   private   conduct   of   an 
official  of  the  County  Roscommon  Agri- 
cultural and  Technical  Instniction  Com- 
mittee were  not  brought  formally  before 
the  Department  but  were  brought  pri- 
vately under  the  notice  of  the  Vice- 
Presideflt,  who  found,  on  making  personal 
inquiries  in  Rosconuncm,  that  the  matter 
was  the  subject  of  legal  proceedings. 
These  were  pending  at  the  time,  and  no 
further  information  in  the  matter  has  been 
conveyed  to  the  Department.    The  offi- 
cial in   question   is  an  officer  of    the 
Bosconunon    County    Committee,    and 
there  has  never  been  any  information  or 
evidence  which  would  call  for  the  De- 
partment's  interference   with   the   dis- 
cretion of  the  CoQunittee  in  the  matter. 

John  Baii*s  Charity  at  BIntalL 
r  Mr.   WALKER   (Leicestershire,  Mel- 
ton) :   To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Barnstaple  Division,  as  representing  the 


Charity  Commissioners,  with  reference 
to  John  Bass^  Charity  at  Birstall,  in 
the  County  of  Leicestershire,  as  described 
on  pp.  367-8  of  the  Report  of  the  year 
1839  dealing  with  the  charities  in  that 
county,  what  advantages  are  now  ob- 
tained ^by  the  inhabitants  of  the  place, 
or  any  of  them,  in  regard  to  the  pasturage 
of  cattle,  or  otherwise,  as  contemplated 
in  the  said  charity. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Spares.)  The  last 
paragraph  of  the  Report  referred  to  shovs 
that  the  charity  had  even  at  that  time 
failed  as  to  part  as  being  void  under  the 
Mortmain  Act.  As  to  the  rest,  a  right  of 
agistment  for  six]  cows,  a  letter  was  writ- 
ten to  the  vicar  of  the  parish  in  1862  in- 
quiring whether  the  right  was  still  exer- 
cised, and  the  Commissioners  were  in- 
formed in  reply  that  it  had  been  taken 
from  the  poor  for  twenty  years  or  m<»e 
before.  The  Commissioners  have  no 
further  information  about  the  charity. 

Sleeping  Accommodation  of  Iriah  Farm 
Lal^urers  Working  in  Kngland. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  To  wk 
the  President  cf  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  Iri^b 
migratory  labourers  in  numerous  in- 
stances, having  returned  to  their  homrt 
after  harvesting  in  England,  have  bem 
found  suffering  from  pulmonary  con- 
sumption, traceable  to  the  sleeping  pistes 
called  Paddy  houses,  in  which  Irish  farm 
labourers  are  permitted  to  be  housed  in 
England  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  th<M 
houses  are  dark,  unventilated  bams,  in 
which  the  men  have  to  sleep  in  oosrse 
bags  on  the  floor ;  and  whether  the 
sanitary  authority  can  compel  Engli«k 
farmers  to  give  proper  sleeping  accom- 
modation to  their  labourers  ;  and,  if  v>. 
will  he  see  that  the  law  is  put  in  force. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  B%»ms.)  I  «" 
I  not  in  possession  of  any  infonnstioo  to 
show  that  pulmonary  consumptw''* 
amongst  Irish  labourers  has  been  c^tisd 
in  the  way  suggested.  At  the  8*»* 
time,  I  am  aware  that  the  tempo*'? 
accommodation  provided  for  mip***? 
labourers,  such  as  navvies.  hop-pickm» 
strawberry  and  vegetable  pickers,  i»  "f* 
unfrequently  used  for  those  enp^H  ■ 
\  harvesting,  and  that  this  aocomnodstiA 
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k  often  anaatisfaotory,  though  it  is  tend- 
ing to  improve.  One  of  the  medical 
inspectors  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  is,  by  my  direction,  now  engaged 
in  investigating  the  conditions  imder 
which  migratory  labourers  are  housed. 
A  report  which  he  has  already  made 
with  regard  to  hop-pickers  has  led  to 
action  being  taken  by  the  local  authori- 
ties, and  I  am  shortly  expecting  a  further 
report  from  him  in  relation  to  other 
branches  of  the  subject,  which  will,  I 
believe,  contain  some  definite  recom- 
mendations with  regard  to  the  matter. 

Vnemployed  Bistress  at  Souihwick-on  * 

Wear. 

Mb.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
xoent  Board  if  he  can  state,  in  order 
to  get  a  share  of  the  £300,000  set  apart 
bj  the  Government  for  unemployment, 
whether  it  is  absolutely  essential  that  an 
area  like  Southwick-on-Wear,  with  a 
population  of  about  15,000  and  a  large 
amount  of  distress  due  to  imemployment, 
nmst  set  up  a  distress  committee  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  the  Government  contem- 
plate making  arrangements  to  meet  the 
needs  of  such  areas  on  their  putting 
forward   schemes  for   the   unemployed. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  As  I 
have  stated  in  answer  to  previous 
Qnestions,  the  Parliamentary  grant  was 
voted  for  contributions  in  aid  of  expenses 
nnder  the  Unemployed  Workmen  Act. 
Hence,  in  such  a  case  as  that  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  friend,  I  can  only  make 
payments  from  the  grant  if  a  distress 
committee  is  set  up.  I  am,  however, 
willing  in  this  instance,  on  the  receipt 
of  some  further  necessary  information, 
to  consider  whether  a  distress  committee 
might  not  be  established. 

Ibp  Liduftry— Becommendations  of  the 
Belaet  Committee. 

Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Pancras, 
V.) :  To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  what  steps 
thf  Board  have  taken  or  propose  to  take 
irith  a  view  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Hop  Industry  whereby  the  Board  would 
Inmish  hop-growers  in  this  country  with 
information  in  regard  to  the    industry 
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in  foreign  countries,  both  "as  to  improved 
methods  of  culture  and  as  to  the  state  of 
foreign  markets. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Straeheyi) 
The  Board  have  this  matter  under  their 
careful  consideration ;  but  it  is  not 
possible  as  yet  to  make  any  statement 
on  the  subject. 

Old- Age  Pensions  Begulations. 
Mr.  C.  H.  CORBETT  (Sussex,  East 
Grinstead) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  a  woman  whose 
son  under  compulsion  from  the  guardians 
pays  her  Is.  a  week  through  the 
relieving  officer  is  by  this  paymeiit 
disqualified  horn  receiving  an  old-age 
pension. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me  to  reply 
to  this  Question.  In  the  case  put,  the 
woman,  as  I  understand,  receives  la. 
from  the  relieving  officer  and  the  son 
repays  the  amount  to  the  funds  of  the 
guardians.  In  such  a  case  the  woman, 
as  I  am  advised,  would  be  disqualified. 

Market  House  on  the  Harlech  Estate. 
Mb.  GINNELL  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis 
sioners  will  accede  to  the  wish  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Finea,  Westmeath,  to 
have  the  untenanted  market-house  on 
the  Harlech  estate  made  available  for 
their  common  use  in  future  ;  if  not>  what 
are  their  reasons  for  refusing ;  and  how 
do  they  purpose  to  deal  with  that  build- 
ing. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The 
estate  is  being  sold  to  the  tenants  by 
the  owner,  ^e  purchase  agreements 
were  only  lodged  in  March  last,  and  it  will 
therefore  be  some  time  before  the  Com- 
missioners come  to  deal  with  it  in  its  order 
of  priority.  No  agreement  in  respect 
of  the  market-house  has  been  lodged  with 
the  Commissioners. 

Use  of  Boriand  on  Lord  Harlech's 

Tinea  Estate. 
Mb.  GINNELL :     To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary    to    the    Lord^Lieutenant   of 
Ireland,  in  view  of  local  differences  of 
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opinion  as  to  the  arrangements  made 
by  the  Estates  Commissioners  for  use 
of  the  bog  on  Lord  Harlech's  Finea 
93tate,  Westmeath,  and  dissatisfaction 
with  those  arrangements  as  miderstood, 
whether  he  will  ascertain  and  state  fully 
how  the .  Commissioners  dealt  with  that 
bog  on  the  sale  of  the  estate. 

{AnstDered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  have  made  no  arrangements  in 
reference  to  the  allotment  of  the  bog 
on  this  estate,  which  is  being  sold  by  the 
owner  to  the  tenants. 

Scdnitatement  of  Francis  XoOuinness 
on  the  Tottenham  Estate,  Co.  Leitrim* 

Mb.  F.  MEEHAN  (Leitrim,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  taken  any 
steps  to  reinstate  Francis  McGuinness, 
of  Bundoran,  an  evicted  tenant  on  the 
Tottenham  estate,  Kiltyclogher,  County 
Leitrim ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  say  why 
no  action  has  been  taken. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrelL)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
they  are  unable  to  take  any  action  in 
reference  to  McGuinness's  application 
regarding  the  two  plots  at  one  time 
occupied  by  him  on  this  estate,  as  they 
are  not  holdings  to  which  the  Land  Law 
Acts  apply. 


Sale  of  the  Estate  of  Fleetwood  Bjnd, 
County  Kildare. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
estate  of  Fleetwood  Rynd  and  others  in 
the  County  Kildare  was  offered  for  sale 
in  the  Land  Judge's  Court  on  the  18th 
instant,  and  that  various  prices  were 
bid  for  lots  of  the  same  by  occupiers  who 
hold  the  said  lands  on  the  eleven -months 
system  ;  whether  it  was  stated  that  the 
Land  Commission  had  agreed  to  advance 
certain  siuns  towards  the  purchase 
amounts ;  whether  the  holders  of  the 
said  lands  are  all  graziers  ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  secure  that  the 
moneys  of  the  Land  Commission  should 
not  be  used  to  purchase  farms  for  the 
grazier  class  of  holders  at  a  time  when 


land   is  needed   for  the   settlement  of 
cultivators,  evicted  tenants,  and  migrants. 

{AnstDered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)  I  am 
informed  that  this  estate  was  offered 
for  sale  by  public  auction  in  the  Land 
Judge's  Court  on  the  18th  instant.  Onhr 
one  lot  was  sold,  and  the  names  of  the 
bidders  for  the  other  lots  are  not  known. 
Four  of  the  lots  had  been  the  subject  of 
proceedings  under  Section  40  of  tht 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1896.  In  pur- 
suance of  orders  made  by  the  Land 
Judge  under  that  section,  the  Land 
Commission  some  time  ago  communicated 
to  the  tenants  offers  for  the  sale  to  them 
of  their  holdings,  the  purchase  money  to 
consist  partly  of  cash  and  partly  of 
advances  to  be  made  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission. These  offers  were  not  accepted, 
and  were  only  mentioned  at  the  atictkm 
to  show  the  inadequacy  of  the  prices  then 
bid.  The  lands  in  question  are  held  on 
Court  lettings  for  seven  years,  and  air 
mainly  used  for  grazing.  As  there  is  no 
present  intention  of  making  an  advance 
for  the  purchase  of  these  holdings  tbe 
concluding  paragraph  of  the  Qtutstion 
does  not  appear  to  call  for  a  reply. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Boyal  Vaval  Engineer  Ofleers. 
Mr.  BRAMSDON  (Portsmouth):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 
alty whether  the  question  of  the  sSaius  (^ 
the  present  Royal  Naval  engineer  officfi^ 
has  been  brought  before  the  consideratioa 
of  their  Lordships,  as  promised  br  the 
late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty ;  if  to, 
whether  anv  decision  has  vet  been  arrived 
at  as  to  the  granting  of  military  rank  mw 
departmental  control  asked  for  to  the 
officers  referred  to  ;  and,  if  not.  what  i« 
the  present  position  of  the  matter. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMIR 
ALTY  (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouthikirr. 
N.) :  The  Admiralty  are  giving  thr 
question  of  the  sUUus  of  the  {ffvMtt 
engineer  officers  due  attention.  It  h*» 
been  decided  to  take  no  artioo  (or  tW 
present.  My  hon.  ^end  will  airree  with 
me  that  the  question  ia  one  of  considtf- 
able  complication. 
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Mr.  BRAHSDON  :  Was  not  a  promise 
pveo  by  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
minlty  ab  far  back  as  March  last  t 

Me.  McKENNA  :  I  wiU  look  into  that. 

Mb.  BRAHSDON  :  Whea  is  a  settle- 
ment likelv  to  be  arrived  at  1 

Mb.  McElBNNA :  I  cannot  name  a 
date.  The  matter  is  a  very  difficult 
one,  and  the  Admiralty  have  decided 
to  take  no  action  for  the  present. 

Umnltf  Contraott  with  Foreign  Finns. 
,  Eabl  of  EONALDSHAY  (Middlesex, 
,  Hoinsey) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
'  the  Admiralty  what  recovery  the  Ad- 
I  mireltv  have  in  the  event  of  a  foreign 
Bimwith  whom  a  contract  for  timber  is 
entered  into  failing  to  ship  their  contract. 

Mb.  HcKENNA  :  Failure  to  ship 
wonld  only  involve  a  question  of  re- 
rovery  if  purchase  in  default  had  to  be 
mide  when  the  market  was  less  favour- 
able. If  a  loBB  occurred,  the  Admiralty 
would  have  to  consider  on  the  merits  of 
the  case  whether  or  not  to  pursue  its  legal 
remedy. 

Eabl  op  EONALDSHAY:  What 
Temedy  is  there  as  against  a  foreign  firm 

Mb.  McEENNA  :  Precisely  the  same 
u  in  the  case  of  a  home  firm — recovery 
by  due  process  of  law, 

H.1LS.  "Gladiator." 
Mb.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Eegis) :  I  beg 
1o  Mk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
wluit  is  the  reserve  price  at  which  the 
"Gladiator"  is  to  be  sold;  what  has 
been  the  total  cost  of  salving  her,  in- 
clading  maincenance  and  patching  up 
to  probable  date  of  sale  ;  and  whether 
she  will  occupy  a  dock  up  to  the  date  of 
i»le  or  be  berthed  elsewhere. 

Mb.  McKENNA  :  It  would  obviously 
be  undesirable  to  publish  a  reserve  price 
for  any  ship  put  up  for  sale.  It  is  not 
poMible  at  the  present  time  to  give  the 
total  cost  of  salving  the  "  Gladiator." 
Slie  will  probably  occupy  a  dock  until  the 
middle  of  December,  and  will  then  be 
berthed  elsewhere. 


Mb.  MYER  (Lambeth,  N.)  asked 
whether  any  undertaking  would  be 
given  that  the  vessel  should  be  broknL 
up  in  dock,  thereby  giving  employment 
to  workmen. 

Mr,  McKENNA  :  I  could  not  pve 
any  undertaking  with  regard  to  the 
course  that  will  be  pursued  concerning 
a  ship  wMch  at  the  present  moment  is- 
not  up  for  sale, 

E-ItS.  "Barfleor." 
Mk.  BELLAIRS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  how  many 
captains  have  successively  been  appointed 
to  H.M.8.  "  Barfleur,"  and  how  many 
crews  have  successively  manned  this- 
battleship  in  the  period  1st  March,  1907, 
to  1st  September,  1908,  or  an  interval  oi 
eighteen  months. 

Mb.   McKENNA:      The   "Barfleur" 
became  a  special  service  vessel  on  5th- 
March,  1907.     There  were  four  changes 
of    captains.    As    the    divisional    ship. 
Captain  Hoskyns  was  appointed  to  her 
in  command  of  the  special  service  ships 
at  Portsmouth.     Captain  Hoskyns  retired 
from   the   service   on   15th   September, 
1907,   and   was   temporarily   succeeded 
by  Captam  Tothill  untU  the 
of  Captain  Grant  on  Ist  0 
Captam  Hibbwt  succeeded  C 
on   1st  June,   1908.    The 
"  Barfleur "    was    transfer 
March!   1907,  and  since  tl 
has  been  manned  by  a  s} 
crew  of  about  seventy  men. 

Mb.  BELLAIRS:  Am 
stand  that  since  the  first 
appointed  eighteen  montfa 
has  been  only  one  ciew,  an 
never  been  changed  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  No,  8 
stated  clearly  that  the  sh 
special  service  vessel  in 
The  crew  in  her  on  that  d 
off,  and  a  special  service  en 
men  was  shipped.  That  i 
mains  on  her 

Itle  of  Wight  Coaiti 

Mb.    GODFREY    BAEi: 

Wight) :    I  beg  to  ask  the 

the  Admiralty  whether  he 
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His  Majesty^s  coastguaid  at  Foreland, 
Bembridge,  Isle  of  Wight,  assist  in  the 
saving  of  life  from  shipwreck  by  watching 
the  coast  for  wrecl^,  by  assisting  to 
launch  the  lifeboat,  and  by  famishing 
part  of  the  crew  of  the  lifeboat ;  whether 
His  Majesty's  coastguard  at  this  place 
liave  actually  performed  valuable  service 
in  the  saving  of  life  on  several  occasions 
in  recent  years ;  and  whether  an  order 
has  been  issued  by  the  Admiralty  to  close 
this  station  immediately. 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  The  answer  to  the 
&st  two  parts  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
afiirmative.  The  detachment,  at  which 
there  are  three  men,  is  being  closed  to-day, 
but  three  coastguards  will  continue  to 
reside  at  Foreland  for  duty  at  Culver 
ClifE  signal-station. 

Mr.  GODFREY  BARING :  Is  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in 
March  last  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
gave  an  undertaking  that  no  further 
coastguard  station  should  be  closed 
without  the  House  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  will  look  up  that 
point.  I  no  not  remember  the  precise 
words  used,  but  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  in  this  case  the  three  coast- 
guardsmen  will  remain  in  the  same 
place. 

Mr.  GODFREY  BARING :  Will  they 
continue  to  perform  the  life-saving  duties 
they  have  hitherto  done  ? 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  Yes,  if  they  choose 
to  volunteer  for  them. 

Mr.  SOARES  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple) 
was  understood  to  ask  who  would  per- 
form the  duty  of  watching  the  coast. 

Mr.  MoKENNA  :  That  is  to  be  under- 
taken in  future  by  the  Customs  Service. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  How  can  three  men  man  a  life- 
boat ? 

Mr.  MoKENNA:  There  never  were 
at  the  station  more  than  three  men  at 
a  time.  They  were  at  liberty  to  volun- 
teer in   assisting  to   man   the  lifeboat. 


and  they  will  continue  to  be  at  liberty 
in  the  future.  There  has  been  no  change 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  SOARES:  And  until  the  duty 
of  watching  the  coast  is  taken  over  by 
the  Customs  will  the  coastguard  do  it  ? 

Mr.  MoKENNA:  The  same  duties 
will  be  performed  by  the  three  men  at 
Culver  OlifE  station  as  were  performed 
by  the  coastguard  at  Foreland. 


Ooveniment  Proposals  for 
Eeforms. 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex, 
Brentford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  will  make 
a  statement  in  the  House  of  Lords,  on  or 
about  14th  December,  regarding  Indian 
reforms,  he  will  give  this  House  a  portion 
of  a  day  after  the  above  statement  has 
been  made  in  order  that  this  House  may 
discharge  its  duty  in  this  grave  crisis  of 
the  history  of  our  Indian  Empire. 

The  following  Questions  were  answered 
at  the  same  time — 

Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  facilities 
will  be  afEorded  for  the  discussion  of 
Indian  reforms  during  this  session. 

Mr.  G.  a.  hardy  (Suffolk,  Stow- 
market) :  To  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether,  in  justice  to  this  House, 
he  will  afford  an  opportunity  to  consider 
the  proposals  regarding  reform  in  India 
during  this  session. 

Mr^  MACKARNESS  (Berkshire, 
Newbury) :  To  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether,  in  view  of  the  interest  aroused 
by  the  existing  condition  of  affairs 
in  India,  he  will  allow  a  statement 
to  be  made  at  the  earliest  practicable 
date  to  this  House  as  to  the  remedisl 
measures  which  are  contemplated  by  the 
Government  of  India.  ^^ 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
AsQuriH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  I  understand 
that  in  consequence  of  the  necesiitr  of 
preliminary  communication  to  thi  ikfT- 
emment  of  India,  my  noble  irieoA  'idl 


1349 


Quistions, 


{1    DBCeMBER    1908} 


QueHions. 


VBStf 


not  be  able  to  make  his  statement  before 
the  14th.  As  soon  as  the  statement  is 
made.  Papers  giving  full  information  in 
T^fgad  to  the  matters  concerned  will  be 
presented  and  circulated  to  Members  of 
both  Houses.  These  Papers,  which,  as 
I  understand,  are  considerable,  will  de- 
serre  and  will  doubtless  receive  from 
Members  interested  in  India,  careful  and 
deliberate  examination.  A  short  BOl 
irifl  be  needed,  but  it  will  probably  not  be 
introduced  during  the  present  session. 
I  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  friends  as  to 
ikd  necessity  of  this  House  being  put  in 
possession  at  the  earliest  possible  mom^t 
of  the  fullest  information,  as  in  fact  it 
will  be,  bv  the  immediate  presentation 
of  the  Papers ;  but  in  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  appears  to  me  that  discussion 
may  be  advantageously  postponed  until 
there  has  been  time  for  full  consideration 
of  the  Papers,  and  until  the  Bill  comes 
before  us,  as  I  hope  it  may  in  the  early 
ptrt  of  next  session. 

Mr.  MACKARNESS:  May  I  ask 
vrbether  there  is  any  precedent  for  a 
statement  of  the  gravity  of  that  which 
i«  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
being  made  elsewhere  than  in  this  House, 
without  a  simultaneous  statement  being 
made  at  the  same  time  to  the  House  of 
Commons  ? 

Me.  ASQUITH  :  I  should  not  like  to 
tty  at  the  moment  whether  there  is  any 
precedent,  but  I  think  it  is  natural  for 
tbe  ^Gnister  in  charge  of  the  Department 
to  make  a  statement  in  whatever  House 
be  happens  to  sit  in.  But  whatever 
mcoovenience  might  otherwise  be  caused 
▼iD,  I  think,  be  obviated  by  the  circula- 
tion of  the  Papers,  giving  the  fuUest 
possible  information. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
8.) :  Will  the  Bill  be  introduced  in  the 
<>ther  House  or  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  will  not  give  any 
i«fiDite  pledge  as  regards  that.  It  will 
^  be  proce^ed  with  till  next  session. 

Di.  RUTHERFORD:  May  I  ask 
wketber  the  East  India  Loan  Bill  will  be 
Jtttooduced  this  session,  and  whether  we 
>Wl  then  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Papers  ? 


Mb.  ASQtnTH .'  It  is  on  the  Paper. 
I  do  not  know  whether,  or  how  far,  these 
matters  will  be  relevant  to  the  discussion 
of  that  Bill. 

Mb.  MACE:ARNESS  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  whether  his  Answer 
means  that  there  will  be  no  opportunity 
durii^g  this  session  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Papers  in  this  House  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH :  So  far  as  I  can  a^ 
present  foresee,  I  do  not  think  there  will, 
nor  do  I  think  that  it  is  at  present  in  the 
public  interest  that  there  should  be. 

Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  last  reply  of  the 
Prime  Minister  means  that  this  House  is  less 
capable  of  discussing  Indian  affairs  than 
the  other  House  ? 

Mb.  ASQUITH :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  I  do  not  mean  that. 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  this  House  is  a 
proper  and  natural  place  for  the  discussion 
of  all  affairs.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman — and  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me — that  I  am  most  jealous 
that'  this  House  should  not  be  in  a 
prejudicial  position  as  compared  with  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  in  regard 
to  this  or  any  other  question. 

Mb.  swift  MACNEILL:  Then 
translate  that  into  action  . 

Outrages  in  India* 
^Mb.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  regarding  the  attempt 
to  assassinate  Mr,  Hume,  public  prosecu* 
tor,  on  the  Eastern  Bengal  Railway^ 
and  the  murder  of  Mr.  Clough,  district 
superintendent  of  police  at  Lyallptir. 

The  UNDER  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Mr.  Buchanan, 
Perthshire,  E.) :  A  bomb  was  thrown 
at  a  train,  in  which  Mr.  Hume  is  stated 
to  have  been  travelling,  on  the  evening 
of  24th  November.  No  damage  was  done. 
There  is  no  clue  to  the  perpetrator  of  the 
outrage.  The  (Sovemment  of  India  re- 
ported that  Mr.  Clough's  murder  by 
a  police  sow.  r  was  an  act  of  private  re- 
venge and  in  no  way  due  to  political 
motives. 
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Kalarial  Fever  in  India. 

*Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
malarial  fever  prevails  to  an  abnormal 
extent  in  Upper  India  and  parts  of  Bengal 
and  Bombay ;  and,  if  so,  whether  special 
steps  are  being  taken  by  the  Government 
of  India  to  combat  this  exceptionally 
■evere  epidemic. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  Malarial  fever 
has  been  exceptionally  prevalent  in  the 
United  Provinces  and  the  Punjab,  and 
to  a  less  extent  in  Bombay,  and  has 
afiected  both  the  European  and  Indian 
population.  The  epidemic  began  in  Octo- 
ber last  and  a  telegram  received  this 
morning  reports  it  to  be  rapidly  declining. 
To  combat  the  disease  quinine  has  been 
largely  distributed  free  of  charge,  travel- 
ling dispensaries  have  been  established, 
and  in  places  much  attention  has  been 
paid  to  the  destruction  of  mosquitoes. 
The  causation  of  the  disease  is  under 
investigation  by  a  specially  trained 
medical  stafi. 

Circulation  of  Seditioni  Literature  in 

India. 

*Mr.'  BEES :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secreary  of  State  for  India  whether  he  is 
aware  that  seditious  literature  habitually 
reaches  India  from  France,  whence  pro- 
hibited newspapers  and  pamphlets  are  sent 
to  French-Indian  settlements,  from  which 
they  are  secretly  distributed  in  British 
India ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
friendly  entente  between  Great  Britain 
and  France,  and  of  the  fact  that  Bengal  an- 
archists have  committed  crime  •»  in  French 
possessions  also  in  India,  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  approaching  the  French 
Government  in  view  of  getting  this 
stream  of  sedition  stemmed. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. 

Houie  Aecommodation  in  Calcutta. 

♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  inquire  into 
the  accommodation  available  in  Cal- 
cutta for  officers  whose  duty  requires 
them  to  provide  themselves  with  such 
accommodation  during  the  period  which 
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the  Government  of  India  spends  at  that 
city ;  and,  if  accommodation  is  not 
available  at  prices  such  as  officers  can 
afiord  to  pay,  whether  he  will  take  aar, 
and,  if  so,  what,  steps  to  provide  sock 
acconmiodation. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  An  inquiir 
was  recently  instituted  by  the  Govctd- 
ment  of  India  into  the  question  of  hotn^ 
acconunodation  for  Government  ctEnrtn 
stationed  at  Calcutta.  As  a  resuH  of 
that  inquiry,  the  Government  of  India 
recommended,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  sanctioned,  two  yean  ago.  a 
scheme  for  building  quarters  and  for 
extending  the  grants  made  of  hooie- 
rent  allowances.  He  has  received  no 
information  from  the  Government  ot 
India  leading  him  to  suppose  that  any 
further  inquiry  is  necessary  at  present* 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  Can  the  hotu 
Gentleman  say  for  what  period  of  tlif 
vear  is  the  Government  of  Indis 
stationed  at  Calcutta  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  Prom  th* 
middle  of  the  autumn  to  the  beginning 
of  the  following  year. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :    Four  monthiL 

*Mr.  REES :  Is  the  hon.  GenUenun 
aware  that  during  those  four  month* 
the  expense  of  living  at  Calcutta  if  ■» 
great  that  officers  otherwise  desirabl* 
are  sometimes  unable  to  accept  appoint- 
ments of  this  character  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  No  doubt  the 
expense  of  living  at  Calcutta  is  vfn* 
heavy. 

Famine  in  the  United  Prorlnoei  of  ladia 
♦Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vtdtf 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whethfr 
the  failure  of  crops  in  1907  in  the  Vnit*^ 
Provinces  resulted  in  widespread  sppT** 
cation  therein  of  the  PreventioD  oi 
Famine  Code  ;  whether  the  death  r»i* 
during  the  period  of  scarcity  rote  f*r 
higher  than  in  ordinary  years  ;  whether 
epidemic  disease  prevailed  to  the  «•»* 
extent  as  during  former  period*  « 
scarcity  and  crop  failure  ;  and  wh<rth«' 
manv  deaths  occurred  that  can  ri$^T 
be  attributed  to  starvation. 
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Me.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Answer  to 
attd  first  Question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  death  rate  was  very  slightly  in  excess 
fo  that  for  the  preceding  three  years,  name- 
ly, 36*  47,  as  compared  with  35 '95  in  the 
loirest  of  these  years.  Cholera  and 
other  epidemic  diseases  were,  as  in 
timilar  seasons  of  scarcity,  more  than 
usually  prevalent.  Much  greater  care 
was  taken  in  regard  to  medical  and 
unitary  administration.  Children  and 
infants  came  with  their  parents  to  the 
▼orks,  and  were  there  carefully  fed. 
Emaciated  persons  were  medically 
treated  and  only  eleven  deaths  were 
tttcihutable  to  want  of  food.  The 
Secretary  of  State  proposes  shortly  to 
[  lav  on  the  Table  the  Report  of  the 
Lieutenant-Governor  of  the  United  Pro- 
Tinces. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  asked  whether 
tlie  hon.  Gentleman  would  recommend 
to  the  Government  that  similar  steps 
floold  be  taken  at  home. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  That  is  rather 
outside  my  province,  but  I  think  that 
the  Government  of  India  have  shown 
a  good  example. 

♦Mr.  R.  HARCOURT  (Mont- 
1098  Burghs) :  Will  these  Reports  be 
eoafined  to  the  United  Provinces,  or 
vOl  they  deal  with  other  parts  of  India? 
Hj  hon.  friend  informed  me  recently 
Uiat  the  whole  question  was  under  con- 
nleration. 

'      Mr.  BUCHANAN:      The  most  im- 
portant and  interesting  Report  is  that 
o!   the    Lieutenant-Governor    of    the 
United  Provinces. 

Britiih  Yioe^lonfuls  in  the  Congo  State. 
*3iR  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  if  anv 
steps  have  been  taken  towards  increasing 
tlie  number  of  British  Vice-Consuls  in 
the  Congo  State  ;  and  if  His  Majesty's 
Consular  staff  can  be  provided  with 
means  of  conveyance  on  the  Upper 
Congo  and  its  affluents. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
POREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward  Grey, 
^Northumberland,  Berwick) :  I  am  taking 


measures  to  constitute  the  Vice-Consulate 
in  the  Katango  district  a  permanent 
instead  of  a  temporary  past ;  to  create  a 
new  Vice-Consular  post  in  the  Kasal 
district ;  and  to  provide  a  steamer  on  the 
Upper  Congo  to  assist  His  Majesty's 
Consular  officers  in  their  official  tours. 


Oun  Bunning  into  Afig^hanistan. 
*Mp.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether, 
last  month,  Afghan  gun-runners,  smug- 
gling arms  from  Persia  into  Afghanistan, 
surrendered  to  a  band  of  Persian  robbers 
who,  in  turn,  surrendered  to  the  Nushki 
Bey ;  and  whether  the  Persian  Govern- 
ment is  taking  steps  to  prevent  a  practice 
fraught  with  such  danger  to  British 
troops  and  British  interests  in  India. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  ffis  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  no  report  on  the 
incident  referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question.  In  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  I  can  add  nothing  to  the 
Reply  given  to  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
14th  ultimo  on  this  subject,  to  the 
effect  that  His  Majesty's  (Government 
did  not  fail  to  keep  the  importance  of  the 
question  before  the  Persian  authorities 
and  that  the  latter  were  doing  what  they 
could  to  deal  with  it. 

Pension  Claimants. 
Mr.  ELLIS  DAVIES  (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  certain 
newspapers  are  publishing  lists  of  persons 
whose  claims  to  pensions  have  been 
admitted  under  the  Old- Age  Pensions  Act 
and  whether  he  will  communicate  with 
the  pension  officers  with  a  view  to  stop- 
ping the  practice. 

The  treasurer  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD  (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, S. ;  for  Mr.  Lloyd-George)  : 
I  may  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  the  reply 
which  my  right  hon.  friend  gave  to  a 
Question  on  this  subject  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Barnard  Castle  Division 
on  the  19th  ultimo.  My  right  hon. 
friend  has  no  reasoa  to  suppose  that 
information  in  these  cases  has  been 
given  by  pension  officers,  who  have  in* 
structions  to   treat  the   names   both  of 
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elaimants  and  of  pensioners  as  confi- 
dential. In  cases  in  which  the  names  of 
pensioners  have  been  communicated  to 
the  Press,  he  believes  the  communication 
has  been  made  through  the  local  pension 
committee,  who  are  free  under  the  Act 
and  Regulations  to  exercise  their  own 
discretion  in  the  matter.  He  has  already 
expressed  the  view  that  this  practice  is 
for  many  reasons  undesirable,  and  hopes 
that  pension  committees  will  as  a  nile 
treat  all  applications  as  confidential. 

Mine  Timber. 
Mr.  ELLIS  DAVIES :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Henry  Hall,  inspector  of  mines, 
to  the  effect  that  Welsh  larch  is ' 
less  liable  to  spontaneous  combustion 
than  foreign  timber ;  and  whether  any 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
to  bring  this  information  to  the  know- 
ledge of  those  engaged  in  coal  mining. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone, Leeds,  W.) :  I  have  seen  the 
Paper  to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers. 
The  experiments  made  upon  the  in- 
flammability of  various  sorts  of  wood 
are  interesting,  but  not  on  a  scale  ex- 
tensive enough  to  warrant  the  conclusion 
suggested  in  the  Question.  The  Paper 
has  been  published  by  the  Institution  of 
Mining  Engineers,  and  will  no  doubt 
oome  to  the  notice  of  those  engaged  in 
the  industry  in  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  TydvU) : 
Is  there  any  instance  in  which  spontane- 
ous combustion  has  been  traced  to  the  use 
of  foreign  timber :  and  would  the  supply 
of  Welsh  larch  be  in  any  degree  ade<}uate 
to  the  demand  for  the  Welsh  coUieries 
alone  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  go  into  that. 

*Mr.  REES:  Wdl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  the  propriety  of 
holding  a  more  extensive  mvestigation 
into  this  subject  in  view  of  the  importance 
of  the  matter  to  the  Welsh  counties  f 


Mr.    GLADSTONE'S   reply   was   in« 
audible. 


WUta  PhotphtniA. 
Earl  op  RONALDSHAY  :  I  beg  t< 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Bbm^ 
Department  how  many  manufactorvr^ 
in  this  country  employ  white  phosphoruj 
in  the  manufacture  of  matches;  m 
how  many  cases  of  necrosis  there  lun 
been  in  each  such  factory  in  each  oi 
the  last  five  years. 

Mr.   GLADSTONE:      There  are  ten 

firms   using   white   phosphorus   in  the 

manufacture  of  matches.     One  firm  ku 

had  five  cases  of  necrosis  during  xh^ 

last  five  years;     the  other  firms  luw 

had  none.    This  result  has  only  been 

attained  by  means  of  an  elaborate  tiv) 

costly  system  of  regulation.     Moreover, 

as  intimated  in  the  Memorandum  pre£xe«i 

to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  recent 

events   have   shown   that   the   existing 

regulations   are   insufficient    to   remoT? 

entirely  the  risk  of  necrosis,  and  tlut 

even  more  stringent  regulations  wwJd 

be  required  if  the  use  of  white  phosphoron 

were  to  be  continued. 

Dove  Petty  Seiiions— Alleged  Puemal 

Vegleet 
Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hom^ 
Department  whether  his  attention  luf 
been  called  to  the  sentence  of  ihirf 
months*  hard  labour  passed  at  tlr 
Dove  Petty  Sessions,  in  HerefordshiiT, 
upon  one  Barber  for  the  neglect  of  hi* 
five  children ;  whether  he  is  aware  tlu* 
the  case  was  put  forward  by  a  quo 
employed  and  paid  by  private  perstm* 
to  promote  such  prosecutions,  that 
Barber  was  at  work  seventy  houn  a 
week  on  a  wage  of  20s.,  had  recently 
lost  his  wife,  and  was  bv  various  cir- 
ciunstances  prevented  from  doing  man 
for  his  children;  and  whether,  seeii^ 
that  the  evidence  showed  that  the 
children  were  well  fed  and  heahhr, 
he  will  say  what  steps  he  intends  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  msHsfi 
inquiry  with  regard  to  this  cas^  an) 
I  will  let  the  hon.  Member  know  thr 
result. 


Building  Aoddents  in  Ozted  Stntt 
Mr.    W.    T.    WILSON    (LancMbm 
Westhoughton) :     I    beg    to    ask   th» 
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Old-Age  Feniiona  Regnlatloiu. 
Mb.  SUHMERBELL  (Sunderland) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Preaident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  in  regard  to  the 
granting  of  old-age  peaeloiis,  if  he  can 
state  whether  a  woman  whose  busband 
is  in  receipt  of  relief  Would  be  rendered 
ineligible  for  a  pension  simply  bec&ii3» 
she  benefits  hy  the  relief,  or  whether 
the  husband  would  be  regarded  as  th» 
sole  person  in  receipt  of  rehef. 


Seeietary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ii  he  can  state  how  many  fatal 
and  non-fatal  accidents  have  happened 
on  the  premises  now  in  course  of  con- 
struction in  Oxford  Street,  W.C.,  by 
&B  Waring-White  Building  Company, 
from  ihe  commencement  of  the  work  to 
the  present  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  During  the  period 
mentioned,  a  little  over  eighteen  months 
in  length,  three  fatal  and  forty -flye 
non -fatal  accidents  have  been  reported. 
All  the  fatal  and  most  of  the  non-fatal 
accidents  were  due  either  to  the  Worker 
falling  or  to  his  being  struck  by  some- 
thing falling.  As  the  hon.  Member  is 
avore,  a  Bill  is  now  before  the  House 
to  enable  me  to  make  regulations  for 
the  prevention  of  accidents  in  bmlding 
operations. 

Communoa  on  Koat  Tnuta. 
Me.  watt  (Glasgow,  College)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  will  state  how  often  the 
Oanunittee  on  Meat  Tnista  has  met  up  to 
this  date ;  and  when  he  expects  to 
receive  the  Report. 

Tm  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee) : 
I  am  informed  that  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  Combinations  in  the  Meat 
Trade  has  held  eleven  meetings  for  the 
taldne  of  evidence.  I  understand  that 
ut  to  state 
lort  will  be 


rewi. 

)k  the  Secre- 

Department 
en  called  to 
ndievs  that 
oond  home 

information 
'hat  steps  he 

HE  LOCAL 
(Mr.  John 
)8  my  hon, 
'  him  to  the 
the  similar 
uesday  last 
hnal  Green. 
t  Answer -J 


ii.   JOHN   BURNS:    If  the   relief 
given  to  the  husband  was  given  wholly 
partly  for  or  on  account  of  the  wife 
she  would  be  ineligible  for  a  pension. 

Mb.  black  (Bedfordshire,  Bi^les- 
wode) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  a  married 
woman,  who  has  hitherto  maintained 
herself  by  her  own  labour,  would  be 
debarred  from  a  pension  if  her  husband 
had  been  in  receipt  of  parish  relief  to  the 
extent  of  3s.  per  week ;  and  whether 
a  woman  in  these  circumstances  is  held 
to  participate  in  the  poor  relief  which  is- 
granted  to  her  husband. 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS:  If  the  relief 
was  given  to  the  husband  solely  for  his 
own  support  it  would  not  disqualify 
the  wife,  but  if  it  was  given  to  him  wholly 
or  partly  for  the  support  of  his  wife  she 
woold  be  disqualified. 

BiB.  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Devises): 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  officials  at  Somerset  House  put  a  con- 
trary interpretation  upon  this  t 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  :  That  may  be, 
but  I  think  it  safe  for  me  to  give  the  House 
the  opinions  supplied  by  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  after  mature  consideration. 

Mb.  ROGERS  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  realise  the  extraordinary 
difficulty  in  which  pension  committeea 
are  placed  when  the  Commissioners  give 
one  interpretation  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  another?  i 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  said  he  would 
consult  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  see  whether  membera  of  the 
pendon  committees  could  not  be  supplied 
with  a  short  Memorandum  embodyin^p 
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the  definitions  that  had  been  given  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  himself. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
Could  the  relief  given  to  a  husband  when 
living  with  his  wife  be  treated  as  relief 
given  to  the  husband  alone,  or  would  this 
decision  only  apply  where  the  man  and 
woman  lived  apart  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  It  depends  wholly 
on  the  circumstances  of  each  case.  My 
noble  friend  will  excuse  me  if  I  decline  to 
go  beyond  the  Answer  I  have  given. 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  Will  the  right 
Lon.  Gentleman  supply  the  information 
in  the  form  of  a  Return  to  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mitoham  Common  Improvement 
Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS  (Norwich) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  make  a  grant  from  the  central  fund 
to  the  Croydon  Distress  Committee  in 
respect  of  the  scheme  of  improvements 
on  Mitcham  Common. 

Mr.  JOHN  BXJRN8  :  I  have  been  in 
communication  with  the  Croydon  Distress 
Committee  on  this  subject,  and  as  a  result 
of  representations  from  them  I  have 
decided  to  make  a  payment  of  £200  out  of 
the  Parliamentary  grant  towards  the  work 
on  Mitcham  Common. 

Mr.  DOBSON  (Plymouth):  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
guardians  might  be  more  effectually 
helped  in  dealing  with  the  distress  if  he 
gave  assistance  for  the  widening  of  Addis- 
combe  Road  rather  than  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Mitcham  Common  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Yes;  and  I  have 
shown  my  sympathy  to  the  extent  of 
granting  £1,()00  for  that  work. 

Lynn  Corporation  Farm. 
Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS :  I  beg  to 
:ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  has  caused  iu- 
•quiry  to  be  made  into  the  proposal  of 
the  King's  Lynn  Town  Council  to  sell 
the  corporation  farm  of  763  acres  at 
Snettisham  ;  and  whether,  before  reach- 


ing a  decision,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  the  land  being  retained, 
especially  in  view  of  the  demand  for 
agricultural  land  under  the  Small  Hold- 
ings and  Allotments  Act,  1907.* 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  I  have  caoMd 
inquiry  to  be  made  on  this  subject,  and 
the  question  whether  the  land  ahouid 
be  retained  or  sold  is  now  under  my 
consideration.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  I  am  advised  that  the  land  is  not 
suited  for  the  purpose  of  small  hoUL 


City  of  London  iLnxUiary 

Mr.  W.  T.  WILSON  (Lancsshiiv, 
Westhoughton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-(>eneral  whether  he  is  aware  that* 
although  the  auxiliary  postmen  empk>yvd 
on  the  last  delivery  in  the  City  of  London 
signed  in  July  last  a  notification  of  their 
increase  of  pay  of  9d.  per  week,  they  have 
not  yet  received  this  increase ;  and 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  i'M 
these  men  be  paid  the  increase  they  s/e 
entitled  to. 

Thb  POSTMASTERGENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Town  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  The  amounts  were  paid  in  full 
last  week. 

Supply  of  Baskets  for  the  Post  (Mm. 

Mr.  WATT:  I  beg  to  ask  the  FM- 
master  -  General  what  was  the  ram 
spent  on  baskets  for  his  Departxaent 
for  use  in  Scotland ;  and  how  much  of 
that  sum  was  placed  with  Scottiik 
firms  with  their  places  of  businets  m 
Scotland. 

*Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  The  num 
ber  of  baskets  required  specificsUr  fur 
use  in  Scotland  is  very  small,  only  100 
have  been  asked  for  this  year ;  and  theM 
can  be  supplied  from  the  general  stock 
For  the  general  order  no  tenders  ^rtn 
received  from  any  firm  in  Scot  land. 
Three  charitable  institutions  in  Scotland 
tendered,  and  I  hope  I  may  be  able  to 
give  an  order  for  trays  to  one  of  thea. 

Single^Soom  Schools  and  the  lifU  if 

Bntrj. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devonshire,  Tota«K 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Bosid 
of  Education  whether,  under  CUv«  i 
of  the  Elementary  Education  BiH  it » 


Quettioiu. 


intended  to  provide  for  tlie  right  of 
tDtry  in  rang  le -room  sclioola  in  the 
coantiy  districts. 

thb    parliamentary   SECRE- 

TARY  TO  THE  BOARD  of  EDUCATION 
(Mr.  Tbbvbltan,  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
EUknd) :  Yee,  Sir,  if  it  is  admini strati vely 
piseticable.  I  do  not  think  it  is  poasible 
to  la^  down  a  hard  and  fast  rule,  appli- 
able  to  all  single-room  schools ;  but 
luge  numbers  of  these  schools  are 
sliMdjr  provided  with  partitions,  screens 
or  other  means  of  separating  classes, 
or  are  otherwise  suitable  for  the  con- 
duet  of  two  or  more  classes. 

I  Mft.  ASHLEY :  How  is  the  right  of 
ntiT  to  be  effected  in  such  cases  ? 

iU.  TREVELYAN  asked  for  notice. 

Foot-and-lloath  Siseue  in  Amerloa- 
Mb.  VENCENr  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
ff.):  I  b^  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
loi  Ssnth  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
if  he  will  state  from  what  source  he  has 
receired  information  aa  to  foot-and- 
moatb  disease  existing  in  America ; 
Then  did  the  outbreak  occur  and  when 
ru  be  advised  of  it ;  what  area  is  the 
diaesse  confined  to,  and  will  he  state 
[lie  extent  of  the  area  affected  hy  the 
piohibitioQ ;  are  the  precautions  taken 
tgaicBt  this  disease  with  regard  to 
.^erica  similar  to  those  applied  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  are 
tnj  special  precantions  being  taken 
gainst  the  landing  of  Canadian  cattle 
in  view  of  the  prevalence  of  foot-and- 
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and  Delaware  is  prohibited.  The  regu- 
lations of  the  United  States  of  America 
normally  require  imported  cattle — except 
those  for  immediate  slaughter— to  be 
quarantined  for  sixty  days  if  imported 
from  the  United  Kingdom,  for  ninety 
days  if  imported  from  any  other  country. 
Ab  regards  Canada,  however,  less  stringent 
requirements  obtain.  These  precautions 
are  not,  of  course,  similar  to  those  in 
force  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  as 
the  regulations  of  the  former  only  admit 
cattle  from  non -prohibited  countries  for 
slaughter  at  the  port  of  landing,  whilst 
there  is  no  trade  in  foreign  cattle  to 
Ireland.  The  Board  have  not  them- 
selves adopted  any  additional  precautions 
against  the  landing  from  Canada  of 
cattle  for  slaughter,  as  the  Dominion 
Government  have  taken  the  most 
stringent  measures  to  safeguard  theii 
herds  from  the  introduction  of  disease 
from  the  United  States  and  have  also 
prohibited  the  export  of  their  cattle 
from  ports  in  the  United  States  and 
the  use  of  their  ports  by  cattle  vessels 
which  have  been  in  such  ports. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  Will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  an  assurance 
that  cattle  from  the  infected  ports  in 
America  are  not  shipped  to  this  country 
via  Boston ! 

Sib  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  We 
are  satisfied  with  the  precautions  which 
are  being  taken. 

Mr-  COOPER  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member . 
for  South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
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representing  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  whether  he  will  give  the 
number  of  cattle  landed  at  Deptford  and 
Birkenhead  cattle  markets  for  immediate 
slaughter,  for  the  weeks  ending  18th  and 
25th  November;  whether  these  cattle 
were  imported  from  Canada  or  the 
United  States ;  whether,  as  cattle  are 
allowed  to  be  imported  from  the  States 
of  the  United  States  which  have  no 
cattle  disease,  he  will  allow  the  importa- 
tion of  cattle  for  immediate  slaughter 
from  European  countries  officially  de- 
clared free  from  cattle  disease ;  and,  if 
not,  will  he  state  his  reason. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
number  of  cattle  landed  at  Deptford, 
fpr  the  weeks  ending  18th  and  25th 
November,  from  the  United  States  ports 
was  2,227  and  2,028,  and  from  Canadian 
ports,  2,939  and  1,256,  respectively. 
The  number  landed  at  Birkenhead  during 
the  same  periods  from  the  tJnited  States 
ports  was  1,225  and  3,264,  and  from 
Canadian  ports  1,169  and  1,236.  The 
Board's  action  in  maintaining  the  pro- 
hibition of  importation  of  animals  from 
Europe  is  based  on  the  considerations 
indicated  in  Section  25  of  the  Diseases  of 
Animals  Act,  1894,  under  which  questions 
other  than  that  of  the  sanitary  conditions 
of  animals  must  be  taken  into  accotmt. 

Mr.  watt  :  Why  does  the  Depart- 
ment discriminate  between  States  in 
America  and  not  in  Europe  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  :  Because 
in  America  the  States  are  tmder  one 
Central  Government.  In  Europe  they 
are  under  separate  Governments. 

Mr.  COOPER :  Why  not  allow  im- 
portation from  the  Argentine  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY :  For  the 
very  good  reason  we  are  not  satisfied 
that  the  precautions  taken  there  are 
adequate. 

Small  Holdings— Defaulting  Coundli. 
Mr.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  zepresenting  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agrictdture,  seeing  that  the 
Small  Holdings  Act  came  into  operation 


on  1st  January  last  in  all  counties  ahke, 
and  while  working  beneficially  in  some 
cotmties  is  being  nullified  in  othen, 
whether  the  Board  has  due  regard  to  the 
hardship  inflicted  on  the  people  in  the 
latter  counties  whom  the  Act  was  intended 
to  benefit ;  whether  he  will  lay  upon  th« 
Table  the  latest  communication  addressed 
by  the  Board  to  the  defaulting  conndli 
on  the  subject  of  their  default;  and 
whether  the  Board  will  forthwith  addreM 
a  mandatory  communication  to  delaoh- 
ing  councils  in  whose  counties  there  is  * 
demand  for  small  holdings,  or  woukl  be  a 
demand  if  land  were  acquired,  and  fix  Slst 
December,  1908,  as  the  latest  date  before 
which  those  councils  must  take  actioii 
bona  fide  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  The 
Board  do  not  think  any  useful  purpoie 
would  be  served  at  present  by  adopting 
the  hon.  Member's  suggestions. 

Small  Holdings  in  flampdiire. 
Mr.  R.  HARCOURT  :     I  beg  to  wk 

the  hon.  Member  for  South  Somenet- 
shire,  as];  representing  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  tbe 
Hampshire  County  Cotmcil  have  fumisbed 
any  report  as  to  the  applications  for 
small  holdings,  amotmting  to  some  5.000 
acres,  refused  by  them;  an4,  if  ^U 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  call  for  one. 

Sir  EDWARD   STRACHEY:      The 

reply  is  in  the  negative.  Wo  do  not 
propose  to  ask  for  the  reasons  for  reject- 
tion  xmless  we  are  appealed  to  by  the 
applicants  themselves. 

♦Mr.  R.  HARCOURT:  Do  I  mufcf 
stand  that  the  Board  do  not  popose 
to  take  the  iritiative  in  infoimi&g 
unsuccessful  applicants  that  they  hare  s 
power  cf  appeal! 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY  said  tbe 
Board  naturally  did  not  inform  trtrr 
applicant  of  the  rejection  of  their  applica- 
tions by  the  county  council,  Iwcswt 
they  were  not  aware  of  the  peiectios 
unless  there  was  an  appeal  to  the  Board. 


Mr.  MONTAGU  (Cambridgeshire, 
terton)  inquired  whether  the  hoa.  GeaUe* 
man  had  received  any  oompkints. 
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iiR  W.  BOBSON:.  I  sbotdd  not  like 
answer  very  positively  oS-Iiaai], :  but 
myself  do  not  know  of  any.  My 
med  predecessor  may  peihaps  h&vQ 
used  in  some  cases. 

Outdoor  Belief  in  Bootland. 
kla.  BARNES  (Olasgov,  Blackfiiars) : 
teg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
iny  instructions  have  been  isBued  by 
I  Local  GoTernment  Board  to  parisb 
incils  in  Scotland  forbidding  the 
rment  of  outdoor  relief  up  to  6a.  per 
ek. 

The  secretary  poe  SCOTLAND 
r.  SiKCUiE,  Forfarshire) :  The  Board 
ro  issued  no  such  instmctioDS.  The 
ts  are  these.  The  Board  have  been 
»d  by  several  parish  councils  whether, 

view  of  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Act, 
ly  would  be  justified  in  increasing  the 
ment  of  all  poor  persons  above  seventy 
>rs  of  age  to  6s.  per  week ;  and  they 
TO  answered  that  pariah  councils 
nld  not  be  warranted  in  so  raising  the 
iwance,   but  most  be  guided  solely 

the  needs  of  the  paupers  without 
erenoe  to  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Act. 


llE.  WATT  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
ining  classes  have  for  years  been 
Tied  on  by  the  Young  Men's  Christian 
jociation  at  Glasgow,  that  these  classes 
re  met  a  telt  want  of  the  community 
ire,  and  that  they  have  earned  in 
^ts  from  £260  to  £300  per  annum ; 
m,  will  he  say  how  this  institution  is 
be  dealt  with  under  the  Education 
otland)  Bill ;  and,  if  no  provision  has 
;  been  made  for  it  and  similai  institu- 
ns,  will  he  see  that  such  is  introduced 
another  place. 

Ur.  SINCLAIR :  I  am  aware  that  the 
sees  is  question  have  been  carried 
as  stated,  and  that  they  have  been 
receipt  of  considerable  grants  from 
I  Department.  Nothing  in  the  Bill 
irivBs  the  managers  of  the  power  or 
I  opportunity  to  earn  these  grants  in 
I  future  as  in  the  past,  and  there  is 
oocasion  for  making  any  qtecial 
tvision  regarding  this  and  nmilar 
titations  in  the  Bill.  . 

i  X  2 
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Mr.  McKILLOF  (Armagh,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  rate- 
payers  of  Poyntzpass,  County  Armagh, 
have  sent  two  petitions  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  praying 
that  a  sworn  inquiry  might  be  held  by 
them  into  the  defective  sewerage  of 
the  village  ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
both  the  local  sanitary  officer  and  the 
Iiocsl  GSfivemment  inspector  have  re- 
ported upon  and  condemned  the  system 
so  far  back  as  1901,  and  that  there  has, 
in  fact,  been  an  outbreak  of  scarlatina 
in  the  district,  he  will  take  any  steps 
to  secure  an  inquiry  into  the  matter 
with  a  view  to  a  remedy  being  applied. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRKLL,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
facts,  speaking  generally,  are  as  stated 
in  the  Question.  The  representations 
made  to  the  Local  Gtovemment  Board 
did  not,  however,  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  16  of  the  Publl 
Health  (Ireland)  Aqt-  1896,  and  the 
Board  were,  therefore,  unable  to  take 
action  on  them.  The  requirements  of 
the  section  have  been  explained  to  the 
petitioners,  who  have,  however,  taken 
no  further  action. 

Conatou  of  ChAtiemoBt's  Armagh  EiUte. 
Mk.  McKILLOP  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  what 
is  the  present  position  of  the  negotiations 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  sale  of  the 
Countess  of  Charlemont'a  estate.  County 
Armagh ;  whether  any  application 
has  been  made  by  the  tenants  to  the 
Estates  Commissioners  for  inspection 
whether  pressure  has  been  brought  to 
bear  on  the  tenants  to  enter  on  agree- 
ments which  they  consider  unfair; 
whether  a  memorial  on  behalf  of  the 
tenants  was  presented  to  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  and  whether  any  reply 
was  made  to  it ;  and  what  action,  if 
any,  the  Estates  Commissioners  pro- 
posed to  take  to  safeguard  the  interests 
of  the  tenants  affected. 

*'"  BIBRELL :  The  Estates  Com- 
<!rs  have  referred  the  papers 
to  this  estate  to  their  inspector. 
!  has  completed  his  inspection 


and  made  his  i«poit.  the  Commis- 
sioners cannot  express  any  opinion  as 
to  their  future  action  in  the  matter. 

Irlih  Lmrt  Pnrnhmt 
Mr.  OINNELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  ih« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  is  the  practice  of  iKp 
Irish  Land  Commission  in  cases  in 
which  a  vendor  induces  a  tenant,  ai  a 
condition  of  allowing  him  to  porchaM. 
to  give  a  mortgage  at  high  interest  od 
his  holding,  and  the  so-called  purchaser 
breaks  down  under  the  double  load  of 
annuity  and  interest  and  is  evicted ; 
do  they  offer  such  a  person  any  ledrea: 
do  they  hold  the  vendor,  when  in  thr 
jurisdiction  of  Irish  Courts,  to  any 
extent  responuble ;  and  what  step<. 
if  any,  do  they  take  to  prevent  surb 
transactions. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  So  far  aa  the  Unil 
Commission  are  aware  no  case  of  the 
kind  has  ever  arisen  on  the  sale  of  s 
holding  for  default.  The  disposal  ot 
the  proceeds  of  such  a  sale  is  regulated 
by  statute,  and  the  question  of  redrew 
cannot  therefore  arise.  If  any  sock 
transaction  were  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Estates  Commissioners,  prior  to 
the  completion  of  a  sale  under  the  1ad<I 
Puicfaase  Acts,  they  would  fully  b- 
■vestigate  it  and,  if  unfair  dealing  were 
proved,  would  refuse  to  sanction  tbt 
sale. 

Chtpmu  Srtat*,  Weatimatk. 
Mr.  OINNELL :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lientenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  yet  had  an  inspection 
made  of  the  Chapman  Estate,  Killna. 
Westmeath ;  whether  they  have  ascer- 
teined  that  it  comprises  uneconomic 
holdings  and  evicted  laiul  suitable  for 
relieving  congestion;  whether  tkey  are 
aware  that  the  delay  in  sale  is  caused  by 
attempts  of  the  vendor  to  use  up  t^ 
evicted  land  by  enlarging  a  denesoe 
already  ample  and  creating  new  toianciM 
in  favour  of  graneri ;  and  whether  they 
will  allow  the  intentions  of  Paitiavai 
to  be  defeated  in  this  manner,  or  will 
intervene  now  in  time  by  intimating  tkffr 
purpose  not  to  dec*  ■•  •  >  |^ 
question  to  be  an  ei  * 

their  entirety  to  the  ' 
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disposal  ai  Ijie  neceBsitieB  of  the  estate 
And  district  demand. 

Hb.  BIRREIX:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioiiers  will  deal  with  this  estate  in 
its  ordeT  of  priority.  Its  turn  will  not 
come  for  some  time,  and  meanwhile  the 
Commissioners  cannot  express  any  opioion 
u  to  their  future  action. 

Limwidk  Laboimn'  Cottagfea. 
Kb.  JOYCE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  an  inquiry  has  been 
lately  held  in  Limerick  as  to  the  claima 
made  for  cottages  by  the  labourers  of 
Singland  and  Blackboy  Pike ;     and,  if 


tended  to  applicant  was  in  the  nature 
of  piovisional  or  medical  relief  given  by 
the  relieving  officer  in  kind  by  the  order 
of  the  medical  officer,  and  that  upon 
further-  consideration  of  the  case  the 
pensions  officer  himself  declared  that 
this  was  a  case  for  a  pension ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances, 
he  will  request  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  reopen  the  matter  with  a  view 
to  considering  the  further  evidence 
obtained  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  -  The  repy  to  the  first 
part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
Before  decitling  i:he  appeal  the  Local 
Government  Board  satisfied  themselves 
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period  thirty-five  schools  for  girls  have 
been  amalgamated  with  neighbouring 
schools  for  boys,  so  as  to  form  mixed 
schools.  In  these  cases  the  old  buildings 
are  still  available  as  class-rooms  or  for 
other  schools  pui^oses.  The  Commis- 
sioners are  prepared  to  investigate  any 
oases  ol  alleged  hardship  in  connection 
with  the  closing  or  amalgamation  of 
schools  if  supplied  with  particulars. 
Their  rules  prescribe  twenty  pupils  as 
the  minimum  {Attendance  warranting 
grants.  This  number  may  be  composed 
of  boys  and  girls,  or  of  either  sex  ex- 
clusively. An  exception  is  made  in 
cases  where  religious  minorities  have 
not  the  means  of  instruction  within  a 
reasonable  distance  of  their  homes. 
The  Boai:d  of  Works  inform  me  that  no 
national  schools  have  been  built  under 
the.  supervision  of  their  architects. 
Where  a  school  is  being  erected  by  the 
aid  of  a  OdvemmeUt  grant  or  loan,  the 
Board's  architects  occasionally  inspect 
the  building  to  see  that  the  instalments 
of  the  grants  or  loan  have  been  earned, 
but  the  responsibility  for  the  work  rests 
with  the  managers  of  the  school. 

Food  Analysis  in  County  Cavan. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  -  of  Ireland  if  he  will  say 
whether  any  samples  were  submitted  to 
the  public  analyst  under  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  during  the  year  1907  from 
County  Cavan,  and,  if  so,  how  many 
distinguishing  between  liquid  and  solid ; 
and  is  the  work  of  analysis  entirely 
performed  by  the  public  analyst  whose 
signature  is  appended  to  the  certificates 
given  in  evidence  in  prosecutions  under 
ike  Food  and  Drugs  Act  in  County  Cavan. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  It  appears  from  the 
Reports  made  to  the  local  authority,  by 
the  public  analyst  that  680  samples  were 
submitted  from  County  Cavan  to  the 
analyst  in  1907.  The  samples  consisted 
of  383  articles  of  food,  of  which  176 
were  solid  and  207  liquid,  and  297 
drugs.  I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  analyst  for 
the  discharge  of  his  duties. 

Caihel  Bistnrbanoet. 
Mr.  CONDON   (Tipperary,  E.) :  I 
•  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  i 


Loid^Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  ke 
is  aware  that  on  Tuesday  last,  on.  the 
occasion  of  the  trial  of  eight  req>ectahfe 
young  men  at  Cashel  the  police  under  the 
command  of  County  Inspector  Sogers 
charged  the  people  in  the  streets  with 
batons,  knocking  down  men,  women, 
and  children,  indiscriminately,  striking 
some  of  them  while  on  the  giround, 
batoned  one  old  woman  who  tried  to 
protect  a  man  irom  tiieir  violence,  and 
that  at  night  the  police  paraded  the 
streets  of  Cashel,  burst  mto  several 
houses,  and  batoned  the  inmates ;  whether 
the  police  arrested  a  number  of  people 
who  were  returning  from  a  dramatic 
entertainment  held  in  the  town  hall ;  and 
whether  County  Inspector  Rogers  is  the 
same  police  officer  who  ill-treated  the 
people  at  the  Watergrass  Hill,  Coontr 
Cork,  evictions,  and  who  subeequentlr 
corroborated  the  version  of  the  ex- 
plosion at  Olenahiery  given  by  Lord 
Ashtown  as  against  the  sworn  evidence 
of  Captain  Loyd  (Home  Office  ejq>ert], 
the  evidence  of  the  local  police,  and 
the  district  inspector  who  was  specially 
told  off  to  inquire  into  the  Glenahieir 
explosion. 

Mr.   BIRRELL:    On   Monday,  23rd 
November    last,    at    Cashel    eight   men 
were  returned  for  trial  without  bail  upon 
a  charge  of  riot  and  unlawful  assembly 
at    Holycross.    After    the    hearing,    a 
crowd  of  600  or  700  persons,  which  had 
assembled,    attacked    the    police    with 
stones,     severely    injuring    a     district- 
inspector  and  two  constables  and  striking 
others.    The    stone-throwing    continued 
imtil  the  crowd  had  been  dispersed  by 
repeated  baton  charges.    In  the  evening 
the  rioting  was  resumed,  and  a  detenninea 
attack  was  made  on  the  police  barracks. 
Further  baton  charges  were  necessary 
to  disperse  the  rioters.    I  am  infonned 
by  the  county  inspector  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely untrue,  so  far  as  hia  knowbdgr 
goesi    that   women    and   children   were 
knocked  clown  by  the  police  in  the  baton- 
charges,  or  that  either  women  or  children 
Were   struck.    Several   of   the  offender* 
were  arrested,  and  are  awaiting  trial  st 
Assizes.    The  whole  matter  w^  thereloie 
be  the  subject  of  judicial  investigatiun. 
County-Inspector  Rogers  was  in  chaip 
of  the  police  in  the  earlier  part  of  tbe 
day,  and  District  Inspector  Hardy  vas 
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m  charge  in  the  evening.  County 
Lispector  Rogers  is  the  officer  who 
dispersed  a  mob  at  Riverstown,  County 
Cork,  four  years  ago,  shortly  after  the 
Watergrass  Hill  evictions.  His  conduct 
m  that  occasion  was  highly  commended 
by  the  Judge  who  tried  a  civil  action 
arising  out  of  the  matter.  He  also  gave 
evidence  in  connection  with  the  Glena- 
liiery  explosion. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Meath,  S.) :  Was 
the  information  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
has  just  given  supplied  by  Rogers  him- 
seH? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  No,  it  has  been 
supplied  in  answer  to  a  question  of  my 
own  which  I  addressed  to  the  Inspector- 
Gtneral.  No  doubt  Rogers  had  a  concern 
ia  making  the  answer.  Who  else  could 
give  better  evidence  of  what  occurred 
in  a  transaction  in  which  he  had  a  part  ? 

Mr.  BELLOC:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  got  information  from  the 
popular  side  as  well  as  from  the  police 
side!  Are  there  no  witnesses  on  the 
popular  side  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  Well,  really,  I  am 
isked  a  Question  relating  to  a  collision 
between  the  police  and  what  the  hon. 
Hemblr  calls  the  popular  side,  and 
Questions  are  put  to  me  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  police  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
naturally  inquire  from  the  police  what 
their  conduct  was. 

Mr.  BELLOC :  Why  ?  Is  there  really 
00  machinery  in  this  part  of  Western 
Sorope  for  finding  out  both  sides  to  a 
question  ?  It  is  amazing  —  perfectly 
aoKaing. 

Ely  Estate,  Wexford. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  8.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  ftware  that  the  purchase  agreements 
wiA  reference  to  the  Ely  estate,  County 
Wezbid,  were  lodged  with  the  Estates 
Commissioners  in  July,  1906,  and  that 
nothing  more  has  since  been  done  ;  and 
ctn  he  say  if  there  is  yet  any  prospect 
of  the  inspection  taking  place  and  the 
Bile  being  carried  out. 


Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  purchase  agree- 
ments in  this  case  were  lodged  on  the 
date  mentioned  and  the  estate  will  be 
dealt  with  in  its  turn.  Having  regard 
to  the  large  number  of  estates  in  respect  of 
which  purchase  agreements  were  lodged 
on  earlier  dates,  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners are  not  in  a  position  to  say  when 
the  estate  will  be  inspected. 

Newbawn  Evicted  Tenant 
Mr.  FFRENCH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mrs. 
Ellen  Egan,  now  residing  at  Newbawn, 
Wexford,  was  evicted  from  her  farm  of 
sixty  acres  on  the  Leigh  estate,  Rose- 
garland,  in  1888 ;  whether  all  the  par- 
ticulars are  in  the  hands  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners ;  and  if  they  will  take 
any  action  to  bring  about  a  settlement 
between  her  and  those  in  occupation, 
who  would  be  likely  to  give  up  the 
land  for  a  small  sum  of  money. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Mrs.  Egan's  applica- 
tion was  not  received  within  the  time 
specified  in  the  Evicted  Tenants  Act, 
but  will  be  inquired  into  when  the  Leigh 
Estate  is  being  dealt  with  under  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  1903. 

Colonel  Oasooigne's  Tenantry. 
Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.) :  I  b^g 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  about  ten  days  since  in  the 
town  of  Kilfinane,  Coimty  Limerick, 
the  bailiff  of  Colonel  Gascoigne  served 
writs  for  possession  on  several  of  his 
town  tenants,  there  being  no  rent  of  any 
account  due,  but  merely  as  the  result  of  a 
request  on  the  part  of  the  tenants  to  have 
their  rents  reduced;  did  Fenton  the 
bailiff  serve  those  writs  with  revolver 
in  hand ;  was  he  accompanied  by 
members  of  the  constabulary  force,  and, 
if  so,  by  whose  orders ;  and  will  the 
Executive  Qovemment  on  such  occasions 
utilise  the  police  in  the  early  stages  of  the 
proceedings  to  recover  possession  of 
nouses  from  people  many  of  whom  are 
in  poverty. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Proceedings  are  pend- 
ing for  assaults  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  and  it  is  not  therefore  desirable 
to  make  any  statement  on  the  subject. 
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Bronghal  Evicted  Tenant 

Mr.  redd  Y  (King's  County,  Birr) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Estates  Commissioners 
gave  notice  in  the  Gazette  in  Jime  last 
that  they  intend  to  acquire  compulsorily 
the  farm  from  which  Rody  Dooley, 
Broughal,  King's  County,  was  evicted; 
and  will  he  say  when  Dooley  may  hope 
to  be  reinstated. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners inform  me  that  the  owner 
is  prepared  to  accept  the  price  estimated 
by  them  for  this  farm,  and  they  hope  that 
the  evicted  tenant  will  be  reinstated  at 
an  early  date. 

Ooveniment  Boards 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  has  never  met ;  whether 
the  business  of  that  body  is  left  entirely 
to  permanent  officials,  an  imelected  body ; 
and  whether  he  could  see  his  way  to  dis- 
solve the  present  Board  and  to  recon- 
struct another,  composed  of  not  less  than 
fifteen  members  and  drawn  from  all 
parties  represented  in  this  House,  all 
of  whom  shall  be  unpaid,  and  whose 
duties  shall  be  to  assist  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  who  shall  meet  not  less 
than  once  per  week. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  It  is  the  fact  that  this 
Board  has  never  met.  I  believe  the  same 
thing  may  be  said  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Local  Government  Board. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  And  the 
Treasury  Board. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  No. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  It  only 
meets  once  a  year. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  The  poUtical  head 
of  the  Department  for  the  time  being  is 
responsible  to  Parliament  for  all  its  pro- 
ceedings. I  do  not  think  that  the  arrange  • 
ment  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  tend  to  administrative  efficiency. 


BfESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORD& 

That  they  have  agreed  to,  liveipool 
Corporation  (Streets  and  Buildings)  Bill, 
with  Amendments. 


EL  EMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham),  in  the  Chair]. 

Clause  2 : 

♦Mr.  P.  E.  SMITH  (Liverpool,  Walton) 
said  he  put  down  his  Amendment  to 
leave  out  subsection  (1)  at  an  early  sta^e 
because  it  was  clear  that  the  only  method 
which  one  had  in  the  short  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Committee  for  ATamin^ng 
into  the  value  of  the  concession  as  to  the 
right   of  entry  would  be  considerahlr 
postponed  if  the  opportunity  preeented 
by  this  course  was  not  taken  advantage 
of.    He    had    never    belonged   to   the 
number     of    those    who    denied   tkftt, 
as    far    as    the    right    of    entry    was 
concerned,  a  very  real  and  substantial 
concession  had  been  made  by    Nonc^m- 
formists  to  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.    It  mas  clear  that  if  the  right 
of  entry  was  secured  in  such  a  n^as&er 
as  to  be  really  a  right  of  effective  entnr 
into  all  the  provided  schools,  a  very  great 
concession  indeed  was  made  to  the  Chorrh. 
From  what  had  fallen  from  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Minister  for  Education 
there  were  grounds  for  aasiuning  that 
they  intended,  at  least,  that  this  ri^rht 
of  entry  should  be  made  effective,  but 
it  was  a  little  difficult  to  understand 
some  of  the  qualifications  which  had  beea 
made  upon    this    point    by   promiBeiit 
Nonconformists.    Dr.  Clifford  had  said 
he  was  able  to  support  it  in  so  far  aa  it 
was  a  definite  approach  to  the  ideal; 
the  Rev.  J.  Scott  Lidgett  said  that  bo 
loss  of  principle  was  involved,  ao  kng 
as   no   pressure   was   brought   to  bear 
either  on  the  parents  or  the  teachen; 
and  Dr.  Horton  had  said  his  own  diA* 
culty  centred  in  Section  5  of  Clauae  X 
and    that    everything    turned    on    the 
regulations  which  would  be  made  for 
determining  the  effect  of    the  defflaad 
of  the  parents  for  denominational  teachiag 
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in  provided  schools.  Those  statements 
appeared  to  suggest  that  those  gentlemen 
▼ere  placing  some  reliance  upon  the 
Tabulations  which  were  to  be  drafted 
to  prevent  that  full  and  effective  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  which  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Qovemment  to  see.  On 
superficial  examination  the  clause  ap- 
peared to  be  drafted  in  a  manner  hardly 
adapted  to  give  the  facilities  which  the 
Government  said  they  were  anxious  to 
give.  If  one  read  subsection  (1),  one 
would  see  it  was  phrased  in  a  very  curious 
iray.    It  said — 

''  Where  the  parent  of  any  child  in  attendance 
»t  A  pablic  elementary  school  provided  by  the 
locftl  education  authority  desires  that  child  to 
receire  religious  instruction  of  a  character 
different  from  that  which  it  is  open  to  the  local 
education  authority  to  give,  in  accordance  with 
sabeection  (2)  of  Section  14  of  the  Elementary 
Sdncation  Act,  1870,  the  authority  shall,  for 
the  pnrpose  of  enabling  that  child  to  receive 
thAt  instroction,  on  two  mornings  in  the  week 
in  vhich  the  school  meets,  make  available  any 
accommodation  in  the  schoolhouse  which  can 
reaaooably  be  so  made  available." 

The  extent  of  the  undertaking  contained 
in  sabaection  (1)  was  merely  that  what- 
ever accommodation  could  reasonably 
be  made  available  in  the  schoolhouse 
was  to  be  made  available,  and  he  thought 
that  in  ezplicitness  the  clause  left  a  great 
deal  to  be  desired;  and  it  contained 
several  serious  omissions.  The  system 
of  right  of  entry,  which  was  a  new  one, 
ought  to  have  been  worked  out  in 
detail,  and  he  thought  some  alternative 
provisions  such  as  he  had  on  the  Paper 
would  be  better  adapted  to  secure  the 
object  of  the  Government.  As  an  illus- 
tration, he  would  mention  that  Section  7 
of  the  Act  of  1902,  which  settled  the 
lelations  of  voluntary  schools  and  local 
education  authorities — ^a  very  analogous 
subject  to  the  one  at  present  before  the 
Committee — ^was  a  detailed  clause  of  the 
Bill,  and  occupied  eleven  days  in  dis- 
cussion. This  question  of  the  right  of 
entry,  which  was  an  extremely  difficult 
one  to  determine  and  to  define,  contained 
no  detailed  provisions  at  all  in  the  Bill. 
The  regulations  were  the  really  important 
p*rt,  and  in  so  far  as  the  desire  of  the 
parents  was  dealt  with  in  the  regulations, 
it  was,  of  course,  directly  relevant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  subsection  under  dis- 
c^Msion.  Supplementing  the  words  of  the 
subsection  by  the  regulations,  he  thought 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  the  desire 


of  the  parents  for  special  religious  in- 
struction had  to  be  indicated  six  weeks 
before  the  school  term  began;  but  to 
anybody  who  had  any  experience  of  a 
Lancashire  school,  such  a  provision  was 
useless.  Taking  the  workmg  classes  in 
an  ordinary  town,  it  was  inconceivable 
that  in  any  large  number  of  cases  a 
written  demand  for  a  particular  form 
of  instruction  should  be  presented  six 
weeks  before  the  term  began;  and  as 
showing  that  it  was  not  a  reasonable 
provision  he  would  contrast  with  it  the 
regulation  of  the  Board  of  Education 
distributing  the  £100,000  building  grant 
provided  under  the  Appropriation  Act, 
in  order  that  council  schools  might  be 
built  in  single  school-areas.  The  original 
Treasury  estimate  announced  that  the 
grant  was  intended  to  be  distributed 
in  cases  where  there  was  a  strong 
desire  of  the  parents  for  an  un- 
denonunational  school.  One  would  have 
expected  that  that  strong  desire  would 
have  had  to  be  indicated  in  a  manner 
a  little  clearer  than  a  mere  desire,  which 
was  not  a  strong  desire,  but  the  Board's 
regulations  in  the  case  of  the  building 
grant  only  required  as  evidence  of  the 
strong  desire  a  parents'  petition,  and 
none  of  these  restrictions  as  to  the  date 
on  which  the  petition  must  be  presented. 
If  they  could  show  a  strong  desire  simply 
by  signing  a  petition  when  they  were 
dealing  with  public  money,  it  must  be 
obvious  that  when  they  were  dealing 
with  the  money  of  the  denominationalists 
themselves  it  was  a  provision  singularly 
ill-calculated  to  elicit  the  real  desires 
of  the  parents  to  make  the  requisitions 
contained  in  the  regulations  as  exacting 
as  in  the  present  Bill.  Without  going 
into  any  detail  at  all,  he  ven- 
tured to  criticise  the  manner  in  which 
this  clause  providing  for  the  right  of 
entry  was  drafted.  He  suggested  to 
the  Government  that  they  had  made 
the  limitations  the  most  important  ^ 
part  of  the  clause,  and  the  general  declara- 
tion the  least  important,  instead  of 
making  the  general  declaration  the  most 
important,  and  the  qualification  of  that 
principle  the  subordinate  part.  He 
thought  it  was  more  particularly  desirable 
that  in  subsection  (1)  it  should  be  made 
clear  that  the  instruction  to  be  given 
within  school  hours  was  part  of  the 
regular  curriculum  and  discipline  of  the 
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school,  but  it  did  not  appear  in  the 
present  subsection.  He  ventured  to 
think  also  that  the  method  of  eliciting 
the  wishes  of  the  parents  ought  to 
be  identical  with  the  method  to 
be  adopted  for  eliciting  the  wishes  of 
those  parents  who  wished  for  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  instead  ,of  denomi- 
national teaching.  It  would  be  the 
clearest  possible  indication  of  good  faith 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  making 
the  right  of  entry  genuine  if  they  were 
to  provide  in  the  clause  that  the  method 
of  ascertaining  the  wishes  of  the  parent 
should  be  the  same  whether  the  parent 
desired  Ck)wper-Temple  or  denominational 
teaching.  He  ventured  to  say  that  if 
that  concession  was  forthcoming  nearly 
every  misunderstandiEvg  which  existed 
at  present  about  the  right  of  entry 
would  be  cleared  away.  It  would  be  the 
best  possible  evidence  which  could  be 
given  of  the  sincerity  of  the  desire  that 
denominationalists  in  council  schools 
■hould  obtain  facilities  for  the  teaching 
of  their  children.  He  would  not^  be 
in  order  in  discussing  the  terms  of  the 
alternative  proposals  which  he  had  put 
down  lower  on  the  Paper,  but  he  would 
say  that  he  was  not  in  any  way  wedded 
to  the  language  in  which  they  were 
drafted.  If  it  were  really  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  n:iake  these  con- 
cessions effective — and  he  gladly  ac- 
knowledged that,  from  their  utterances 
and  their  later  correspondence  with  the 
Archbishop,  it  was  to  be  assumed  that 
they  did  desire  that — they  would  certainly 
conciliate  a  great  many  people  who  were, 
at  present,  dissatisfied  with  the  reality 
of  the  concessions  by  doing  as  he 
suggested. 

Amendment  proposed — 

m  "  In  page  2,  line  19,  to  leave  out'  subeection 
ay'— {Mr,  F,  E,  Smith.) 

^       Question  propped,  "That  tie  words 
'Whee  th  i'  stand  part  of  the  clatis)." 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire, E.)  said  the  Prime  Minister 
had  throughout  recognised  the  vast 
importance  of  this  clause  to  anybody 
who  approached  the  question  of  a  settle- 
ment from  the  Church  of  England  point 
of  view,  and  he  had  repeatedly  assured 
them   that,  whilst-  the    Government    in 

Mr.  F.  E.  Smith. 


drafting  these  proposals  intended  they 
should  give  a  real  and  effective  right  of 
entry,  at  the  same  time  he  was  prepared 
to  consider  with  an  open  mind  any  criti- 
cisms that  might  be  brought  to  bear  VLpaa 
the  clause  and  to  amend  the  clause  if  it 
was  necessary  to  secure  the  result  which 
was  common  to  the  Gk)vernment  and  to 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  if  he 
might  take  him  as  representative  of  the 
great  body  of  Church  opinion.  In  those 
circumstances  he  hoped  that  in  dealing 
with  the  Amendment  the  Government 
would  be  ready  to  take  the  House  into 
their  confidence  at  once  and  to  give 
some  general  indication  of  the  result  of 
the  further  consideration  which  they 
had  given  to  the  matter.  He  thou^t 
that  would  very  much  facilitate  their  dis- 
cussions and  tend  to  preserve' the  non- 
party and  sympathetic  attitude  that  on 
the  whole  had  prevailed.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  there  were  fears 
on  the  part  of  those  who  set  a  real  value 
on  the  nght  of  entry.  He  had  some  know- 
ledge of  those  fears,  because  from  the 
first  he  had  regarded  this  clause  as  being 
intended  to  give  a  real  right  of  entry, 
but  he  had  found  many  of  his  friends 
rather  difficult  to  convince  upon  that 
point.  What  was  it  that  they  urged? 
If  he  approached  a  controversial  subject 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  see  ^t 
he  was  not  doing  it  in  a  controversial 
manner,  and  that  if  he  said  what  was 
disagreeable  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
it  was  not  with  the  desire  to  be  disagree- 
able, but  because  it  was  really  necessary 
that  they  should  know  what  fears  they 
had  to  meet  if  they  were  to  come  to  any- 
thing like  an  agreement.  He  started 
with  the  assumption  that  if  the  Bill 
passed  wth  anything  like  general  assent 
the  great  bulk  of  educational  authorities 
throughout  the  country  would  accept  it 
and  endeavour  to  work  it  honestly,  with 
a  real  desire  to  make  it  successful.  But 
there  were  educational  authorities  ia 
certain  parts  of  the  country  who  had 
shown  such  animus  and  bias  in  their 
treatment  of  the  denominational  schools 
that  he  found  it  impossible  to  convince 
many  of  his  friends  that  fair  treatment 
could  possibly  be  expected  from  thsm. 
It  might  be  replied  that  in  that  ?ase 
there  was  the  appeal  to  the  Boarc^of 

Education,  and  he  for  one  believed  and  Ud 

not  hesitate  to  state  that  the  President,  of 
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tbe  Board  of  Bducation,  whose  Bill  this 
was,  who  had  promoted  and  nursed  this 
attempt  at  a  settlement,  would  do  his  best 
to  miJce  the  settlement  really  efieotive; 
but  many  people  thought  that  the  Board 
of  Education  itself  had  shown  in  its 
administrative  and  some  of  its  judicial 
functions  so  distinct  a  bias,  and  had 
adopted  so  party  an  attitude — not  under 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  but 
under  his  immediate  predecessor — ^that 
tlie  confidence  which  they  were  prepared 
to  place  in  it,  as  shown  by  the  treat* 
meat  of  the  1906  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  they  no  longer  had  in  1908.  It 
was  a  most  unforttmate  thing,  but  it 
was  a  fact  which  they  must  recognise, 
that  the  Board  of  Education  in  1908 
bad  not  the  confidence  of  the  present 
minority  in  the  House  in  the  sense 
in  which  it  had  in  1906.  They  could 
not  get  over  what  had  happened  in  the 
intervaL  That  being  so,  the  words 
of  the  statute  became,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  those  who  wished  to  assure 
their  friends  that  the  right  of  entry 
was  really  secured,  of  enormous  im- 
portance, and  not  merely  the  words 
of  the  statute,  but  the  words  of  the 
Regulations  issued,  or  projected,  by  the 
Board  of  Education,  as  being  the  author- 
itv  which  would  have  to  watch  over  the 
execution  of  the  statute.  He  would  like 
to  say  three  things  in  regard  to  the 
Regnlations  which  had  been  already 
sketched  by  the  Board.  He  thought  it 
was  an  unfortunate  mistake,  which  he 
Hoped  the  (Jovemment  would  rectify, 
to  put  in  the  clause  to  which  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  had  already  alluded, 
that  the  parent  should  give  notice 
>iz  weeks  before  the  term  began.  He 
was  sure  that  that  was  not  in  the  least 
Accessary  for  the  purposes  of  school  ad- 
ministration, and  it  was  placing  an 
obstacle  in  the  path  of  the  enjoyment 
of  the  right  of  entry  which  in  many  cases 
was  likely  to  be  for  a  time  at  least  in- 
8<tperable  in  regard  to  a  great  number 
of  chikiren.  He  was  certain  it  was  not 
ttecessary.  The  first  boarding  school  he 
*oit  to— if  he  might  give  a  personal  ex- 
pwience — consisted  of  members  of  the 
Cnharian  body  and  of  the  Church  of 
Bngland  in  almost  equal  proportions.  It 
WM  not  necessary  for  their  parents  to  give 
aotke  six  weeks  beforehand  of  the  kind 
of  instruction  they  desired  their  boys  to 


have,  any  more  than  later,  when  he  went 
to  Rugby,  it  was  necessary  to  say  six 
weeks  beforehand  whether  he  desired 
to  take  natural  science  or  German.  He- 
was  asked  on  the  first  day  of  the  term,, 
and  he  was  certain  they  could  do  away 
with  this  long  notice,  and  that  in  itself 
would  be  a  concession  that  would  be  much 
valued  by  those  who  really  cared  about 
the  right  of  entry.  In  the  second  place^ 
why  should  it  be  necessary,  when  a  child 
passed  from  one  department  of  the  school 
to  another,  to  give  a  fresh  notice  ? 
Surely,  provided  the  notice  was  givea 
for  the  child  when  it  entered  the  school 
or  at  any  given  period,  that  notice  ought 
to  stand  in  the  books  of  the  school  author- 
ity and  ought  to  apply  until  it  was  re- 
voked. There  was  no  necessity  for 
troubling  the  parent  to  make  a  fresh 
declaration.  Thes3  were  two  points, 
arising  out  of  the  Regulations,  and  there 
was  a  third.  He  joined  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  friend  in  deprecating  the 
form  attached  to  the  instructioni^ 
in  which  the  parent  was  to  give 
notice.  He  invited  the  House  to 
consider  what  this  form  would  convey 
to  the  ordinary  parent.  He  got  a  form 
in  which  he  had  to  say  that  he  desired 
his  child  to  receive  special  religioiis  in 
struction  of  a  character  different  from 
that  which  it  was  open  to  the  local 
education  authority  to  give  in  accord- 
ance with  subsection  (2)  of  Section 
14  of  the  Act  of  1870.  Even  they  in 
that  House  did  not  carry  subsection 
(2)  of  Section  14  of  a  particular  Act 
in  their  minds,  and  that  was  a 
jargon  which  was  wholly  foreign  to 
their  public  discussions  outside  the 
Hous3.  It  was  the  language  of  the  House 
or  the  language  of  lawyers,  but  it 
was  not  the  language  in  which  they 
discussed  these  questions  with  their  con*- 
stituents.  They  did  not  talk  of  sub* 
section  (2)  of  Section  14  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  They  sometimes  called  it  Cowper- 
Templeism,  which  had  become  a  slang 
phrase,  but  more  often  they  spoke  simply 
of  denominational  or  imdenominational 
teaching.  Why  could  not  they  have  a 
form  in  which  the  parent  should  say : 
"  I  desire  my  child  to  receive  undenomi- 
national teaching,  or  the  denominational 
teaching  of  such  and  such  a  Church*'  t 
If  the  Qovemment  would  meet  them  on 
this  point,  they  would  sacrifice  nothing 
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nduch  was  essential  to  them,  and  they 
ivould  give  something  which  was  essential 
to  those  who,  from  the  undenominational 
"point  of  view,  wished  to  find  a  settlement 
of  this  question.  These  three  points 
arose  on  the  Regulations.  There  were 
-other  points  which  arose  out  of  the  word- 
ing of  the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  was 
there  any  difference  intended  in  the  mind 
•of  the  Government  by  the  difference  of 
the  wording  in  regard  to  Ihe  time  when 
Teligious  teaching  was  to  be  given  in 
Clauses  1  and  2.  That  point  was  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University 
and  had  not  been  dealt  with.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Government  meant  that 
the  denominational  teaching  should  be 
given  within  school  hours.  From  his 
point  of  view,  as  one  certainly  who  was 
trying  his  best  to  promote  a  compromise, 
it  was  essential  that  it  should  be  given 
in  school  hours.  He  understood  that  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  but 
lie  wanted  to  know  clearly  before  they  de- 
cided to  go  on  with  the  clause  whether  that 
was  their  intention.  He  asked  the  Gov- 
ernment to  indicate  further  their  inten- 
tions in  particular  with  reference  to  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  his 
lion,  and  learned  friend  the  Member  for 
Kingston.  Were  they  prepared  to  in- 
troduce some  further  words  to  secure 
that  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  local 
education  authority  to  provide  suitable 
accommodation  so  that  the  authorities 
should  not  be  at  liberty  to  raise  fictitious 
•obstacles  on  the  groimd  that  accommo- 
dation was  not  easily  obtainable  ?  He 
asked  further  whether  the  right  hon. 
<?entleman  attached  any  great  importance 
to  the  limitation  of  denominational 
teaching  to  two  days  in  the  week.  He 
•did  not  himself  attach  very  great  impor- 
tance to  that  from  either  point  of  view, 
because  he  could  conceive  that  in  most 
^denominational  schools,  outside  those 
where  the  whole  atmosphere  was  de- 
nominational all  the  day  long,  and  which 
therefore  would  be  contracted-out  under 
the  Bill,  that  portion  of  ther  eligious  teach- 
ing which  was  not  specifically  denomina- 
tional probably  now  was  given  on  three 
^ays  out  of  the  five. 

Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.) : 
I>enominational  teaching  occupies  one 
morning  of  the  week  [Cries  of  "  No,  no."] 

Mr.  Allien  Chamberlain. 


Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  tak 

his  object  really  was  not  to  invite  roc 
troversy  on  that  point.  He  said  fnnich 
that  he  did  not  attach  very  much  im- 
portance to  this  matter,  because  a 
the  ordinary  denominational  school  then 
must  be  a  foundation  of  simple  BtUe 
teaching  on  which  to  build  the  de- 
nominational superstructure.  That  mott 
occupy  a  large  proportion  of  time.  At 
the  same  time  there  were  many  people 
interested  in  this  matter  who  wdoH 
find  it  easier  to  accept  the  claoie  if 
the  Government  could  see  their  vsr 
to  give  more  latitude.  From  his  Xon- 
conformist  standpoint  he  attached  bo 
importance  to  it  at  all,  bat  it  wonM 
be  no  sacrifice  to  sav  that  where  dt- 
nominational  facilities  were  required  xhfj 
should  be  given  on  as  many  davv  4« 
the  denominational  body  could  arraiup' 
for  giving  it.  If  the  Government  vmud 
make  that  concession,  it  would  be  valofd 
at  any  rate  by  some  who  set  great  store 
on  denominational  schools  and  their 
denominational  teaching.  Hia  object  «u 
to  draw  the  Prime  Bfmister's  attentioc 
to  certain  specific  points,  and  he  hoppd 
that  the  Committee  might  have  from 
him  some  general  statement  as  xht 
result  of  the  further  consideration  h^ 
had  given  to  the  clause. 


The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIB8T 
LORD     OP     THE     TREASURY    (Mr. 
AsguiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.)  said  be  acknov* 
ledged  that  the  right  hon.  GentfoniA 
throughout   had  discussed   the  Bill  m 
a  sympathetic  critic  of  its  provinow 
It  was  the  desire  of  the  GovemoMOt 
to  make  good  to  the  full  the  assuafife 
he  had  given  on  the  Second  Beadini 
of  the  BUI  that  the  right  of  entry  «M 
he  regarded  as  an  integral  part  of  t^ 
proposed    arrangement,    ahookl   be  sn 
effective    and    not    a    nugalory   li^t. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentkntf 
that  he  had  a  perfectly  open  mind^aad  if 
he  could  show  that  the  language  of  t^ 
clause  was  inadequate  to  carry  oat  t^ 
real  intention  of  the  Government,  nrk 
criticism  would  be  entitled  to  leon^ 
most  respectful  consideratioii.    TV»  kos- 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  moivd  tf 
Amendment    for   the    omiasioQ  of  tW 
subsection,  the  effect  of  which,  if  carni^ 
would  be  to  get  rid  of  the  right  of  Mlf 
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by  tlie  Department  in  oid«r  that  kon- 
and   right   hon.   Gentlemen   might   see 
clearly  the  m&nnei  in  which  the  clause 
was  to  be  administered.    The  right  hon> 
Gentleman    took    exception    to    three- 
points.     In  the  first  place  he  referred  to 
the  requirements  that  a  parent  ahonldl 
made  a  declaration  six  weeks  in  advance. 
Six  weeks  was  really  inserted  partly  no 
doubt  for  reasons  of  an  administrativo- 
character,  but  also  largely  in  the  interest 
of   parents  themelves.     If   they  waited 
until  the  last  moment  it  might  be  im- 
possible   or    impracticable    for    the   ad- 
ministrators of  the  school  to  make  the 
provisions  necessary  at  the  beginning  o£ 
a  school  term.    He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  that  the  Government 
attached  no  significance  whatever  to  sir 
weeks.    It  might  be  made  three  week» 
or  one  week.    He  did  not  care  what  the 
precise  period  was,  but  he  thought  they 
ought  to  expect,  as  a  matter  of  admin- 
istrative convenience,  some  notice  to  be 
given  in  order  to  safeguard  the  right  of 
entry.     Otherwise  if  these  things  were 
left  higgledy  piggledy  at  the  last  moment, 
it  might  happen  that  the  accommodation, 
could  not  be  provided.    Let  it  be  clear 
that  there  was  no  magic  about  six  weeks. 
Whatever  period  of  time  might  be  tovni 
upon  examination  to  be  the  one  con- 
venient to  the  parents  on  the  one  handr 
and  to  the  local  authority  on  the  other, 
the  shorter  period  could  be  substituted. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  next  objected 
to  the  necessity  for  repeating  this  notice 
when  a  child  was  transferred  from  one 
department  of  a  school  to  another.    He 
confessed  that  that  was  a  matter  which, 
had    not    occupied   his   attention.    He 
believed  that  when  a  child  went  from  one 
department  to  another,  it  often  wt 
an  entirely  new  building,  and  th» 
of  inserting  this  requirement  arosi 
that  fact.    Of  course  the  Gove 
did  not  desire  to  label  a  child  dui 
whole  of  his  school  career  with  i 
denominational  character.     This 
most  innocent  provision,  and  ii 
merely  from  the  point  of  view 
ministration.      Lastly,    the    rigb 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  words 
application    form   in    which  the 
expressed  his  desire  that  Mb  child  si 

"  Beceive  special  reiigioufl  instruct 
charac(«r  differeot  from  that  which  it 
to  the  local  education  autboritv  to 


That,  he  took  it,  was  not 
the  intention,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  raised  the  general  ques- 
hon  whether  or  not  the  Government 
hid  in  this  clause  not  only  given  the 
ri^t  of  entry,  butf  given  it  in  such  a 
nmmer  that  it  would  be  fuUy  enjoyed. 
He  would  proceed  to  deal  with  the  specific 
cnticiBms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
epporate,  all  of  which  were  very  relevant. 
In  the  first  place  he  did  not  believe 
tlut  there  was  any  foundation  for  the 
ippnhensions  that  if,  and  when,  this 
&11  became  part  of  the  statute  law  of 
the  land,  local  authorities  would  not 
mdeavDor  loyallyto  carry  it  out.  Local 
iithorities  were  often  obliged  to  enforce 
lin  of  which  they  themselves  dis- 
approved, but  experience  showed  that 
■hen  a  local  authority  was  entrusted  by 
the  Legislature  with  a  public  duty,  the 
members  of  that  authority  in  practice 
tndtavoured,  whatever  their  private  pre- 
posaessions  or  prejudices  might  be,  to 
obey  the  law.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mu  had  recognised,  the  Government 
hid  provided  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Board  of  Education,  and  he  really  did 
not  think  the  Minister  for  Kducatioo, 
"toever  he  might  be,  would  be  likely 
in  iny  sense  to  exereise  his  power  in  a 
putiun  spirit. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :    If 

the  right   hon.    Gentleman   will   allow 

oe,  I  will  make  a  confession  which  may 

not  be    palatable    to   all   my   friends. 

;   Vhst  1   want   is  to   give   my   friends 

'  concliisive  proof  that  it  cannot  be  so 

■   tiercised. 

Hk.  ASQUITH  said  that  both  in 
:  regard  to  the  local  authority  and  the 
B<ttrd  of  Education  they  were  obliged  to 
daw  a  draft  on  the  future,  and  the  degree 
ol  confidence  with  which  that  draft  was 
dnwa  no  donbt  would  vary  according 
to  the  different  quarters  of  the  House  in 
which  Members  sat.  But  the  real  point 
»u  this — was  this  a  water-tight  clause; 
in  other  words  did  it  leave  a  small  margin 
ol  discretion  or  indiscretion,  either  to  the 
1«»1  authority  or  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, more  than  the  exigencies  of  drafting 
"oold  allow  1  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I'^Ued  attention,  first  of  all,  not  to  the 
l»ognage  of  tie  clause  itself,  but  to  the 
^gatge  of  the  draft  regulations  issued 
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4iccordaxice  with  subsection  (2)  of  Section  14  of 
the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870."    • 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that 
imposed  too  great  a  burden,  and  that 
the  words  of  the  application  might  be 
put  in  a  simpler  form.  His  right  hon. 
friend  put  them  in  out  of  his  scrupulous 
desire  to  conform  with  the  conditions  of 
the  law,  but  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
substitute  a  phrase  by  which  the  parent 
should  desire  special  religious  instruction 
for  his  child  and  should  define  the  special 
denominational  teaching  he  desired. 
Nothing  could  be  simpler  than  that, 
and  no  one  would  say  that  it  was  imposing 
s  burden  on  the  parents.  So  much  for 
the  regulations.  He  now  came  to  the 
language  of  the  clause  itself  and  the 
criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
With  regard  to  the  hours,  everybody 
agreed  that  9  to  9.45  were  the  hours 
in  which  this  kind  of  instruction  was  now 
obtainable  and  the  right  hours  to  set 
apart  for  the  purpose. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) :  May 
I  point  out  that  the  language  of  Clause  1 
and  Clause  2  with  regard  to  the  hours  is 
^uite  difierent  and  very  important  ? 

:  Mr.  ASQUITH:  It  is  different,  I 
agree,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  important. 
They  are  the  same  hours  at  any  rate — 
9  to  9.45.  Everbody  agrees  on  the 
hours. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  Are  they  school 
hours? 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  9  a.m.  is  the  hour 
at  which  the  school  assembles,  and 
"between  9  and  9.45  religious  teaching, 
whether  Cowper-Temple  or  denomina- 
tional, is  given  and  intended  to  be  given. 

^  Mr.      AUSTEN     CHAMBERLAIN: 

VfhtTL  is  the  register  marked  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  the  register 
was  not  marked  till  9.45,  but  that 
applied  to  whatever  form  of  religious 
teaclung  the  child  was  receiving.  Th«re 
^as  no  preference  given  in  that  respect 
l)etween  the  one  form  and  the  other. 
'Both,  stood  in  precisely  the  same  position. 


^.■»* 


Mr.  RADFORD  (Islington,  E.) :  May 
I  ask  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
attendance  is  compulsory  at  nine  o'cloqk  ? 

Mr.  A$quiih. 


Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  him  he  would 
rather  go  on.  with  his  two  points  in  reply 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  attention 
to  an  Amendment  in  Ihe  name  of  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  for  Kingston,  and 
asked  whether  the  Government  would 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  acconuno- 
dation  to  be  given  to  the  children  re- 
ceiving; this  special  kind  of  religious 
instruction  should  be  suitable.  They 
were  quite  prepared  to  make  line  27  of 
the  clause  read:  ''any  suitable  aocom- 
modation  which  can  reasonably  be  so 
made  available." 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  That  makes  it  worse 
and  worse. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  they  wanted 
to  make  it  better,  but  if  the  noble  Lord 
thought  it  made  it  worse  they  would 
not  insert  it.  By  subsection  2  there 
was  the  express  provision  that — 

"  The  part  of  the  school  house  in  which  the 
instruction  is  given  shall  be  properly  lighted, 
warmed  and  cleaned  at  the  cost  of  the 
authority." 

These  were  words  which  presupposed 
that  the  accommodation  was  suitable 
for  the  purpose  of  instruction  to  be 
given.  It  was  intended  to  provide 
that  the  instruction  should  be  given 
where  children  could  be  properly  and 
comfortably  taught  under  the  ordinary 
conditions  that  prevailed  in  school  life. 
He  did  not  think  that  such  an  ex- 
tremely suspicious  spirit  should  exist 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  He  believed 
these  words  to  be  e£Eective»  but  if  better 
could  be  suggested  let  them  be  suggested. 
They  could  not,  of  course,  impose  on 
the  local  authorities  the  obligation  of 
putting  up  a  new  structure  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  these  children, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  that  was  what 
the  noble  Lord  wanted. 

Lord  B.  CECIL :    No.  no. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said  that  their  meaning 
was  that  the  local  authorities  should 
do  their  best  with  the  structural  fauulities 
they  actually  possessed,  and  if  additional 
words  were  shown  to  be  neeessaij  thev 
would  be  inserted,    • 
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Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  Will 
the  tight  hon.  Oentleman  accept  such 
wtmls  as  '^  shall  make  suitable  accommo- 
dation  unless  fresh  building  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose "  ?  rOpposi- 
now  cries  of  "  No.  ]  That  is  the  right 
hcuL  Gentleman's  meaning.  Will  he 
consider  some  words  of  the  kind  ? 


Mb.  ASQUITH  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  quite  prepared  to  accept  any 
ixma  of  words  which  could  be  devised 
to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  they  were 
only  dealing  with  existing  facilities  and 
were  going  to  make  the  best  use  of  them 
for  the  purpose.  Lastly,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  number  of 
mornings  on  which  a  child  was  to  receive 
this  instruction.  He  thought  that  every- 
body would  agree  that  with  the  object  of 
making  the  right  of  entry  real  they  had 
provided  that  every  child,  and  not  the 
school  as  a  whole,  was  entitled  to  two 
mornings.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
could  possibly  have  gone  further  to  show 
the  iMia  fides  with  which  the  right  of 
entry  was  intended  than  by  making  that 
express  provision.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  truly  said,  after  all,  the 
fonndation  of  religious  instruction  would 
be  in  the  future,  as  it  had  been  in  the  past, 
the  Bible  teaching  given  throughout  all 
the  council  schools,  and  as  a  matter  of 
practice,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham had  said  a  few  moments  ago, 
raiely,  if  ever,  on  more  than  two  nlom* 
ing8,  was  superadded  to  the  timdamental 
elementary  religious  instruction,  the 
special  denominational  instruction  that 
^  parent  required.  He  did  not  think 
that  anyone  had  asked  or  desired  that 
each  child  should  have  the  opportunity 
on  more  than  two  mornings  in  the  week 
of  receiving  instruction  in  the  special 
tenets  of  its  parents.  He  thought  that 
he  had  said  enough  to  show,  what  nobody 
would  dispute,  that  it  was  their  intention 
to  make  this  an  efiEective  and  available 
light  of  entry,  and  that  they  were  pre- 
pared, both  with  regard  to  the  regulation 
and  the  language  of  the  clause  itself,  to 
meet  such  criticism  as  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  made,  and  to  secure  by 
adequate  safeguards  that  this  right — 
unpalatable  as  it  was  to  many  of  their 
own  supporters  and  of  the  local 
authorities — ^nobody   knew   that    better 


than    he    did — should     be    freely    and 
efEectively  exercised. 

♦Dr.  hazel  (West  Bromwich)  said 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  the 
Member  for  the  Walton  Division,  who 
had  moved  the  omission  of  this  sub- 
section, regarded  the  right  of  entry  for 
denominational  teachers  into  council 
schools  as  a  real  and  substantial  con- 
cession, and  on  this  account,  no  doubt, 
he  offered  it  no  real  and  substantial 
opposition.  He,  himself,  wished  as  one 
who  strongly  objected  to  the  concession 
to  offer  to  it  as  real  and  as  substantial 
opposition  as  his  humble  powers  allowed. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  rightly  said 
that  the  right  of  entry  was  unpalatable 
to  many  on  that  side  of  the  House.  So 
unpalatable  was  it  to  him  that  with  the 
best  will  in  the  world  he  was  unable  to 
swallow  it,  and  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  helped  to  wash 
it  down.  He  objected  altogether  to  the 
principle  of  the  right  of  entry  and  in  that 
he  was  in  a  considerable  minority  on 
his  own  side.  His  position  was  not  a 
pleasant  one.  The  way  of  the  consistent, 
like  the  way  of  the  transgressor,  was 
hard ;  and  last  ditches  made  very  un- 
comfortable quarters.  He  knew  that, 
because  this  was  the  second  he 
had  been  in  during  the  present 
session.  He  had  thought  that  if  he  ever 
found  himself  in  the  last  ditch  against 
the  right  of  entry  in  council  schools,  that 
ditch  would  be  better  lined  than  ap- 
peared to  be  the  case  th<t  day.  He 
remembered  how  during  the  1906 
education  debates  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  thundered 
alternate  scorn  and  denunciation  against 
this  proposal.  He  wished  that  they  had 
the  hon.  G^entleman  with  them  now. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  done  the 
same  myself. 

'^Dr.  hazel  said  that  be  that  as  it 
might,  there  were  some  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  even  at  this  stage  were  not 
prepared  by  swallowing  their  principles 
to  break  the  pledges  which  they  had 
given  to  their  constituents  at  the  last 
election.  Nobody  pretended  for  a 
moment  that  the  right  of  entry  was 
educationally  good.    It  was  educational!]^ 
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bad.    It  would  irritate  the  local  authori- 
ties and  disgust  the  teachers.    They  were 
asked  to  reverse  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Party  on  the  ground  that  this  was  a  part 
of  a  compromise.     They  all  admired  the 
tact  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
put  this  Bill  and  particularly  this  proposal 
before  them  simply  as  a  piece  of  political 
opportunism  bom  of  bad  logic  and  good 
feeling.  To  cover  this  pill  of  right  of  entry, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supplied  them 
with  a  certain  amount  of  j  am.    He  wanted 
to  examine  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
jam  purely  in  the  light  of  the  subsection. 
The  jam  was  that  they  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  got  three  principles  conceded 
to  them  :  the  public  control  of  rate-aided 
schools,  denominational  teaching  ofi  the 
rates,  and  the    teachers   relieved    from 
religious  tests.    He  wanted  to  show  that 
by  this  subsection  of  Clause  2  every  one 
of  those  principles  was  either  actually 
or  potentially  violated.    Take  the  first 
one,  public  control  of  rate-aided  schools. 
He  failed  to  find  in  the  Bill  any  provision 
which   enabled   the   local   authority  to 
object  to  the  right  of  entry,  or  to  the 
appointment    of    any    particular    deno- 
minational teacher  who   might  be  ap- 
proved of  by  the  parents.     If  the  de- 
nominationalists  said  that  they  had  the 
approval  of  the  parents  for  this  particular 
teacher,    whatever    objection    the   local 
authority  might  have  to  him  he  could 
snap  his  fingers  at  the  local  authority 
and  walk  in  on  two  days  of  the  week, 
or  as  it  now  appeared  from  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  five  days  a  week. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  that  the  point 
the  Committee  were  now  discussing  was 
not  the  clause,  but  the  subsection  (1). 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  obviouslv 
going  beyond  that  in  discussirg  the 
question  of  the  teachei. 

• 

*Dr.  hazel  said  hejwas  sorry  he 
transgressed,  but  the  next  point  he 
raised  undoubtedly  came  under  this 
subsection,  and  that  was  the  question 
of  whether  denominational  teaching 
would  be  on  the  rates.  The  subsection 
provided  that  the  authority  shall — 

**  Make  available  any  accommodation  in  tbe 
Bchoolhonse  which  can  reasonably  be  lo  made 
available.  ** 

Dr  Haxe-, 


And  he  put  it  to  the  Gommittee  tlimt 
under  those  words  rates  would  stiD  be 
called    upon    to    supply    the    de  omi- 
nations  with  room,  Ught,  wanning   and 
cleaning    in  the    councO  schools.     Tlie 
teacher,  of   course,  would    be  paid   for 
by  the  denomination.    But  L^t  them  aee 
how  it  worked  out.    Suppose  ibe7  ^^ 
an  assistant  teacher  who  volunteered  to 
give  this  teaching,  earning  £2  a  week  for 
a  week  of  thirty  hours.  That  worked  out 
at  Is.  4d.  an  hour.  Suppose  that  teacher 
was  called  upon  to  give  denominational 
teaching     for     three-quarters      of     an 
hour  for  five  da3r8  a  week,  they  voaM 
get  three  and  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
at  Is.  4d.  an  hour  or  Ss.    Iliat  woold 
have  to  be  paid  by  those  who  demanded 
the    denominational     instruction,     but 
there    would     be     provided    at     tfae«e 
council  schools  at  the   expense  of  tke 
rates,  the  building  and    all    the   paxa- 
phemalia  connected  with  it,  and  be  said 
that  if  a  careful  calculation  were  made 
it  would  be  found  that  the  cost,  beside 
the    teacher,  would    be    as    great    as. 
if     not     greater,    than    the     c<«t    of 
the  actual  teaching.    Then  what  became 
of    the    relief    of     the    conacienee    of 
the    passive     resister!      He    was    not 
there     to    say    vdiether     the     passim 
resister  was  right  or  wrong;     he  was 
only    endeavouring    to    deal    with   the 
position  as  it  appeared  to  him.    What 
the    passive    resister    objected    to 
rate  aid  for  sectaiian  teaching;  here 
a  difference  of  amount,  but  not  of  prin- 
ciple, and  he  said  that  under  this  Bill 
the  principle  of  rate-aid  would  remain. 
He  was  not  surprised,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education,  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  deprecated 
too  much  discussion  of  principle.    He 
came  now  to  the  third  point.   What  about 
the  tests  for  teachers  t  Clause  1  had  abeadr 
been  passed ;    it  read  well,  and  if  it 
stood  by  itself  it  would  be  admiiaMr, 
but  when  taken  along  with  this  tectioL 
he  said  that  although  the  Govemnent 
abolished  tests  in  name,  in  fact  theykrii* 
them,  and  even  added  them  where  ther 
were    not  before.     He   was   not  foinc 
to   enlarge   upon   that,    but   there  vw 
from  the  teachers  unanimous  coodm- 
nation.    They    said    this    claiMe  weak! 
result    in     the    subtle     impoation   of 
tests    where    no    testa    exited    befotv. 
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Of  course,  they  would    be   told  that 
the  teadher  need   never  volunteer,  but 
lie  was  reminded  of  the  America!]  who 
said:     **A   man    here    does    what   he 
likes,  and  if     he  does    not    do  it   We 
make  him."    A  teacher    might  volun- 
teer if  he  liked,  and  if  he  did  not,  it  was 
not  unlikely  that  in  some  way  or  another 
it  might  be  made  unpleasant  for  him. 
Another   point   which   arose   was   who 
iras  to  keep  order  during  the  presence 
of  the    external    teacher.    Would    the 
'Pirate,  or  whoever  was  imported  from 
outside,  keep  order,  or  would  the  tem- 
poral power  be  there.    Would  the  man 
-with  a  stick  be  there  to  assist  the  ecclesi- 
astic !     He  should  imagine  that  there 
would  be  poor  order  if  he  was  not.    If 
the  man  with   a  stick   was  there  who 
was  to   pay  him  t    Was    the    denomi- 
nation   to  pay    or   the    local    author- 
ity!   He  said  that  this  right  of  entry 
iras  a  clerical  and  not  a  parental  demand. 
The  subsection  said  it  should  be  given 
There  the  parent  of  any  child  desired 
that  child  to  receive    special    religious 
instruction,  and  certain  regulations  had 
heen  set  out  with  a  form  which  it  was 
proposed  that  the  parent  who  desired 
that  instruction  should  sign.    Suppose 
the  parent  signed  that  form,  and  asked  for 
instruction  for  his  child  in  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church  of  England,  what  sort  of 
instruction  would  be  given  ?  Suppose  the 
eooncil  school  served  an  area  in  which 
tiiere   were   three    churches   whose   in- 
cumbents and  parishoners  had  different 
views — a  High  Church,  a  Low  Church, 
and  a  Broad  Church  ?    Which  form  of 
religious    instruction    would    the    child 
^et    whose    parent    demanded    Church 
instruction  ?  He  suggested  that  this  was 
a  most  important  practical  point,   be- 
cause   of    the    difierence    between    the 
Sgh  Church  clergyman's  teaching  and 
that  of  the  Low  Church  clergyman. 

*The  chairman  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
W  was  again  straying  from  the  point. 
This  did  not  arise  on  subsection  (1), 
but  on  other  parts  of  the  clause.  This 
subsection  only  outlined  that  different 
religious  instruction  might  be  given,  and 
provided  that  accommodation  should  be 
found  for  it. 

llR.  D.  A.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil), 
«A  the  point  of  order,  was  understood 
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to  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Membar  for  East  Worcestershire  and 
the  Prime  Mnister  had  not  discussed  the 
whole  question  of  the  clause,  and  whether 
the  Chairman  would  not  apply  the  same 
rules  of  order  to  other  Members  of  the 
House  that  he  did  to  Privy  Councillors. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent, 
Ashford)  inquired  whether  it  was  not 
possible  for  them  to  say  anything  with 
regard  to  the  observations  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  both  with  regard  to  the  regula- 
tions and  the  time  and  other  points 
which  arose  uader  other  parts  of  the 
section. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  he  allowed  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
Worcester  to  put  certain  questions  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  of  course,  the  Prime 
Minister  to  reply  to  them,  because  he 
understood  that  they  had  relevancy,  and 
he  thought  they  had  relevancy  distinctly 
to  this  subsection.  He  had  followed  the 
hon.  Member  very  closely,  and  where 
he  considered  his  remarks  were  relevant 
to  the  subsection  he  had  not  intervened, 
but  this  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be 
relevant. 

♦Dr.  hazel  said,  speaking  with 
great  respect,  he  thought  he  was  applying 
his  remarks  to  line  21,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that — 

"  Where  the  parent  of  any  child  in  attendance 
at  a  public  elementary  school  provided  by  the 
local  education  authority  desires  that  child  to 
receive  religious  instruction  of  a  character 
different  from  that  which  it  is  open  to  the  local 
authority  to  give." 

He  was  endeavouring  to  discuss  the 
probable  character  of  the  instruction,  but 
if  the  Chairman  ruled  that  he  was  not 
entitled  to  do  so,  of  course,  he  must  pass 
to  something  else. 

♦The  chairman  said  that  the  clause 
referred  to  special  religious  instruction  ; 
All  that  the  parent  would  have  to  do 
under  this  subsection  woidd  be  to  state 
that  he  woidd  require  some  form  of 
special  religious  instiuction,  but  he  did 
not  think  that  the  kind  of  religious 
instruction  or  the  character  of  the  teach* 
ing  arose  on  line  21. 

*Dr.  hazel  saidhe  was  endeavouring 
to  ascertain  what  sort  of  instruction  the 
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parent  was. likely  to  get  if  he  did  ask 
for  it.  It  appeared  that  there. would  be 
ai^  interesting  question  as  to  what  was 
Church  of  England  teaching. 

*Thk  chairman  said  he  would  reply 
to  the  hon.  Grentleman  in  the  words  of  the 
subsection — 

**  Where  the  parent  of  any  child  in  attendance 
at  a  public  elementary  school  provided  by  the 
local  education  authority  desires  that  child  to 
receive  religious  instruction  of  a  character 
different  from  that  which  it  is  open  to  the  local 
eduoation  authority  to  give  in  accordance  with 
subsection  (2)  of  Section  14  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1870,  the  authority  shall,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  that  child  to  receive 
that  instruction,  make  available  any  accommo- 
dation in  the  schoolhouse  which  can  reasonably 
be  so  made  available." 

That  did  not  raise  the  question  of  whether 
it  was  in  the  ca^  of  an  Anglican,  a  High 
Church,  or  Low  Church  teacher.  It  only 
raised  the  question  of  accommodation. 
The  other  question  could  be  raised  on  the 
clause.  It  was  possible  it  might  be  raised 
on  subsection  (3),  but  not  here.: 

Lord  B.  CECIL,  on  the  point  of  order, 
and  without  wishing  to  contest  what  the 
Chairmanhadlaid  down  for  their  guidance, 
suggested  that  it  had  been  sometimes 
the  custom  of  Chairmen  of  Conmiittees 
in  substance  to  allow  a  general  discussion 
on  the  whole  clause  on  a  proposal  to 
omit  subsection  (1)  where  there  was  a 
general  consent  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  that  should  be  done. 

♦Thb  CHAIRMAN  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  or  proper  on  his  part  to  enter 
into  any  such  arrangement,  because  he 
thought  it  would  lead  the  Committee  on 
future  occasions  into  very  great  trouble, 
and  it  was  not  wise  to  make  one  rule  for 
discussing  a  clause  in  one  set  of  circum- 
stances, and  another  in  another  set  of 
circumstances.  As  far  as  possible,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  keep  to  the  same 
rule. 

*Dr.  TTA7RT.  said  he  would  obey  the 
Chairman's  ruling,  and  with  regret  he  left 
the  extremely  interesting  question  of  what 
really  was  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
England.  But  he  wanted  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  the  desires  of  the  parent,  and 
the  way  in  which  those  desires  might  be 
carried  out  imder  the  subsection.  He 
trusted  that  there  would  be  no  zelaza- 
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tion  of  the  regulations  in  such  a  way  as 
would  enable  the  bona  fide  desire  d  the 
parent  to  be  avoided  by  people  who  were 
interested    in    getting     something    else^ 
because  it  was  quite  possible  that  unless^ 
the    regulations    were    made    stringent^ 
and  kept  stringent,  there  mi^t  be  a 
good    deal    of    misrepresentation^    and 
parents  might  ask  for  special  rdigions 
instruction  without  really  knowing  what 
they  were  asking    for.    That    kind   of 
thing   took  place  when  petitions   were 
being    organised   against    the     BiH    ol 
1906,  and  many  a   parent  signed   the 
petition  against  the  Bill  believing  that 
he  was  signing  a  petition  against  a    Bill 
which    would     abolish     Scripture    and 
religious  teaching    in   the   school.      He 
was  therefore  particularly  anxious  that  the 
bona  fide  wishes  of  the  parent  should  be 
respected,  and  that  the  regulations  should 
be  such  as  would  express    that    desire 
clearly  so  that  what  the  parent  was  said  to 
desire  should  not  turn  out  to  be    some 
clerical  selection.     He  remembered  that 
some  months  ago  the  battle-cry  of  "  Right 
of  entry  and  right  of  parents  "  was  raised 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Member 
for  Walton,  and  by  the  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester, who  appeared  at  that  time    to 
have  elected  themselves,    respectively^ 
as   Emperor   and   Pope   of   Lancashire. 
It  was  raised  in  a  maoiifesto  which  was 
issued  by  them — after  the  manner  of  the 
tailors  of  Tooley  Street — in  which  they 
spoke  in  the  name  of  the  parents  of  Jjanca- 
shire.    The  main  point  of  that  manifesto- 
was  the  right  of  the  parent  to  have  his 
child    educated   in     the     denomination 
that  he  desired,  by  teachers  of  whom  he 
approved.    That     sounded     very   well,. 
but  he  observed  that  one  of  the  parties  to 
that   manifesto,   the     Bishop   of     Man* 
Chester,  this  time  not  in    collaboration, 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  friend,    had 
issued  a  document,  which  had  been  in  the 
hands  of  most  Members  of  this   Honse^ 
dealing  with  this  Bill.    Here  he    found 
that  one  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  ob- 
jections to  this  subsection  was  that  the 
teaching  might  be  given  by  somebody 
who  was  approved  hj  the  parent  but  not 
approved  by  the  clergyman.    The    right 
rev.  Prelate  pointed  out  that  the  de- 
nominational instructor  must  be  a  person 
approved  by  the  parent,  he  might  or 

might  not  be  one  of  the  clergy  of   the 

parish,  he  might  be  one  of  die  clergy  from 
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that  those  who  Were  anxious  to  restrict, 
as  far  as  might  be,  the  area  of  sectariaa 
influence  in  the  educational  system  of 
the  country,  viewed  with  the  greatest 
alarm,  the  provisions  of  this  clause. 
Particularly  ominous  was  the  simile  used 
by  an  eminent  divine,  who  said  the  clergy 
were  like  hounds  in  the  leash  waiting 
to  enter  the  council  schools.  That  being 
an  episcopal  simile,  he  might  be  allowed 
to  continue  it.  He  preferred  to  see 
the  clerical  pack  hunting  over  their  own 
country,  and  not  in  full  cry  ia  the 
council  schools.  There  was  much  in 
this  Bill  that  Was  good,  but  he  would 
point  out  that  if  they  had  six  eggs  in 
an  omelet,  and  one  of  them  was  bad^ 
the  whole  was  tainted.  He  believed 
this  clause  tainted  the  whole  Bill.  If  he 
were  to  support  it  he  would  be  breaking 
the  pledges  upon  which  he  had  been 
elected. 


another  parish,  and  then — awful  thought 
— '*  he  might  be  some  layman  antagonistic 
to  the  clerg3rman  of  the  parish." 

♦The  chairman  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
l)er  had  again  gone  beyond  his  ruling. 
There  was  a  great  difference  between 
this  subsection  and  the  clause  as  a  whole. 

*Dr.  hazel  said  he  was  very  sorry 
so  frequently  to  transgress  the  ruling 
of  the  C^iair.  This  sub  -section,  which  was 
^eiy  wide,  included  the  desire  of  the 
parent 

*The  chairman  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  talking  about  the  desire 
of  the  parent.  He  was  talking  about 
the  teacher  and  teaching,  which  did  not 
arise. 

Dr.  HAZFJi  said  he  had  no  desire 
to  argue  with  the  Chair. 

Mb.  lough  (Islington,  W.),  on  the 
point  of  order,  said  the  matter  appeared 
to  be  one  of  the  most  intense  importance, 
and  he  would  ask  with  great  respect 
vritether  the  object  of  the  subsection 
was  not  to  say  how  the  parent  might 
describe  the  religion  he  desired,  and 
had  not  his  hon.  friend  been  trying  to 
show  the  difficulty  the  parent  would 
have  in  describing  the  religion  which 
the  subsection  allowed  to  be  taught? 
Was  he  not  in  order  in  so  doing  ? 

^The  chairman  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  dealing  with  the  question  of 
die  teacher  which  he  had  declared  out 
of  order,  and  now  again  declared  out 
of  order. 

*Dr.  hazel  apologised,  and  in  justifi- 
cation of  his  mistake  said  he  wished 
to  say  that  one  of  the  manifestations 
of  the  desire  of  the  parent  would  be  the 
approval  of  the  teacher,  and  it  was  said 
in  the  clause  he  must  approve  of  the 
teadier,  but  he  passed  on.  He  would 
say  this,  however,  that  the  document 
to  which  he  had  aUuded,  issued  by  one 
of  the  most  prominent  champions  of 
Ha  parents'  rights,  showed  that  the 
chief  consideration  was  not  the  right 
of  the  parent^  but  the  privilege  of  the 
dergy.    Ha-  said   with   all   eamestness 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  there  was 
one  observation  which  fell  from  the 
Prime  Minister  with  which  he  was 
happy  to  be  able  to  agree.  The  dis*- 
cussion  on  this  particular  Amendment 
had  certain  disadvantages,  especially 
when  it  was  desirable  to  get  to  the 
details  of  the  clause  which  were  of 
infinite  importance,  and  would  either 
make  this  a  real  clause  or  render 
it  absolutely  valueless.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  regard  this  clause  with 
undue  suspicion,  but  before  his  official 
duties  had  called  him  awav  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  no  doubt  heard  sufficient 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Grentleman 
who  followed  him  to  gather  the  reasons 
why  some  regarded  this  with  a  suspicious 
view.  Could  any  occupant  of  the  front 
bench  really  suppose  that  this  clause,, 
administered  by  gentlemen  in  full  agree- 
ment with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken,  could  possibly  be 
regarded  by  denominationaUsts  as  satis* 
factory?  He  himself  could  not  possibly 
regard  any  clause  as  satisfactory  imless 
it  was  of  such  a  nature  that  it  could 
not  be  misused  by  any  authority  which 
did  not  approve  of  it.  They  need  not 
go  as  far  as  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  to  see  that,  because  he  had  the 
utterance  of  a  Minister  whom  he  was 
glad  to  see  in  his  place.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Richmond  recently  made  a 
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speech  in  which  he  dealt  with  this  matt  er, 
in  which  he  said — 

T'  *'  They  were  asked  to  give  in  exchange  a  very 
big  thing  called  the  right  of  entry.  He  did  not 
like  it,  but  let  them  think  this.  Was  the  clergy- 
man a  very  good  teacher ;  did  he  really  like 
turning  out  in  the  morning,  going  into  the 
school  and  teaching,  with  the  eye  of  the  teacher 
npon  him  to  see  whether  he  was  doing  it  well  or 
badly  7  No,  he  thought  there  would  be  rather 
a  flourish  of  ecclesiasticism  to  begin  with." 

This,  he  would  remind  them,  was  the 
language  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown — 

"  But  after  a  bit  things  would  settle  down, 
and  the  churches  .would  use  the  money  they 
receiyed  for  the  use  of  their  school  buildings  to 
improve  their  Sunday  school  teaching,  and  they 
would  probably  leave  the  elementary  schools 
to  be  managed  by  the  men  who  ought  to  have 
the  control — ^the  teachers  appointed  and  paid  by 
the  local  authority." 

He  did  not  think,  if  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  made  that  assertion  about  the 
<joncession  offered  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
a  concession  which  was  intended  to  be  a 
real  concession,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
<;ouId  much  complain  if  the  denomina- 
tionalists  regarded  it  with  considerable 
•care  and  scrutiny.  He  understood  that 
the  teaching  imder  this  subsection  was 
to  be  given  on  perfectly  fair  and  equal 
conditions,  except  where  those  conditions 
were  varied  by  the  language  of  the  clause 
•itself.  There  was  to  be  no  sub-current  of 
discouragement  running  through  the 
provisions  of  this  clause,  except  those 
provisions  which  were  absolutely  essential 
to  secure  the  object  which  the  Grovem- 
ment  said  they  had  in  view  in  respect  to 
this  matter.  Approaching  the  matter 
from  that  point  of  view,  he  wished  to  see 
if  it  was  of  such  a  nature  that  those  who 
desired  to  receive  this  teaching  would  get 
it  placed  at  their  disposal,  quite  fairly 
and  frankly,  without  any  discouragement 
on  the  part  of  the  authors  or  those  who 
would  have  to  administer  the  Bill.  That 
seemed  to  be  a  fair  test  of  this  clause. 
What  was  the  purpose  of  having  these 
regulations  for  insuring  the  control  of  the 
parents  in  this  form  1  Was  not  the  effect 
of  regulations  of  this  character  to  make 
it  difficult  for  parents  who  required 
apecial  instruction  to  obtain  it  ?  Would 
it  not  be  more  fair  to  say  to  the  parents 
of  the  children  who  came  to  the  schools  : 
*'What  do  you  want— Cowper-Temple 
teaching  or  denominational  teaching?" 
and  let  them  answer  the  question  without 
giving  any  advantage  to  one  as  against 

Lord  R,  CeciL 


another?  That  was  exactly  wluit 
done  in  the  day  industrial  schools,  wbeie 
the  arrangement  worked  perfectly.  Unleai 
that  was  done  in  the  case  of  these  schools, 
there  was  no  security  that  the  object 
intended  by  the  Government  would  be 
carried  out.  In  many  cases  the  parents 
were  not  only  busy  people,  bat  very 
ignorant  people,  and  would  not  luive 
brought  to  their  minds  the  means  of 
obtaining  their  desire.  The  result  would 
be  that  those  interested  in  this  matter 
j  would  go  canvassing  about,  and  they 
would  have  that  state  of  things  which 
no  one  desired.  This  was  the  most 
important  part  of  the  clause,  and  there- 
fore he  had  been  a  little  elaborate  upon  it. 
He  wished  to  know,  was  this  religious 
teaching  to  be  given  during  the  period 
of  compulsory  attendance  ?  That  was  a 
matter  of  vital  importance.  There  were 
other  matters  to  which,  however,  he  would 
not  refer,  such  as  whether  the  discipline 
of  the  school  was  to  be  maintained  during 
this  hour,  and  other  matters  of  that  sort. 
He  did  not  pretend  that  this  concession 
was  satisfactory,  or  a  quid  pro  quo  for 
what  the  Church  was  giving  up,  but  he 
certainly  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
to  be  a  real  concession  or  a  mere  paper 
concession  which  was  not  worth  the  paper 
on  which  it  was  written. 

Mr.  PICEERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  thought  that  if  hon.  Members 
had  suggested  three  years  ago  that 
the  Government  was  going  to  give 
a  right  of  entry  into  the  board  schools 
of  the  country  such  a  suggestion  would 
have  been  scouted  by  nearly  every 
supporter  of  the  Government.  It  was 
said  that  the  position  was  now  changed, 
but  the  mere  fact  that  they  were  getting 
something  in  exchange  did  not  alter  the 
result  of  what  they  were  giving.  The 
name  of  Dr.  Clifford  had  been  invoked 
in  connection  with  these  proposals.  A 
few  weeks  ago  when  these  proposals  were 
published  in  the  Westminster  Oazette, 
what  did  Dr.  Clifford  say  in  reference 
to  the  right  of  entry  ?  He  said  that  the 
right  of  entry  was  ''unspeakably  bad" 
if  it  were,  like  Cowper-Temple  teaching, 
left  to  the  option  of  the  people,  but  it 
was  much  worse  when,  as  in  the  present 
case,  it  was  coercive  of  the  education 
authorities.  It  was  with  Dr.  Clifford  that 
the    negotiations    were    conducted    as 
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tbc    representative   of    Nonconformity, 
and  it  was  Dr.  Clifford  who  said  that  the 
proposal   contained   in   this   subsection 
was    much    worse    than    *'  unspeakably 
bad."    If   language   had   any  meaning, 
how  a  proposal  to  which  language  of  this 
sort  could  properly  be  applied  could  be 
accepted  for  any  consideration  whatever 
was  really  more  than  he  could  under- 
stand.   Then  in  regard  to  the  right  of 
mtry  the  Committee  had  the  further 
advantage  of  knowing  how  its  results 
appeared    to   the   mind   of   the   Prime 
Minister.     In  the  course  of  the  debate 
in  1906,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  speak- 
ing about  the  ri^t  of  entry,  said  there 
were    three    obvious    and    insuperable 
objections  to  it.    The  first  was  that  the 
n^t  of   entry  was  not  desired ;    the 
second  was,   and  this  was  important, 
that  it  would  inevitably  land  them  in 
administrative  chaos ;  and  the  third  was 
that  it  would  leave  them  with  no  security 
for  the  genuine  religious  teaching  of  the 
children.     The   Minister   for   Education 
had  clainied  the  other  night  that  he  had 
the  Nonconformists  of  the  country  at  his 
back.     He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  the  Nonconformists  of  the 
country  at  his  back.     It  was  true,  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings  having  been  so 
sodden    and  imadvised,   that   it   might 
be   the    Nonconformists    were    a    little 
dazed.     They  were  a  little  puzzled  by, 
he  did  not  call  it  the  discretion  of  their 
leaders,  but  at  all  events,  their  leaders' 
nidden  conversion,  which  remained  un- 
explained.   About  the   time   when   the 
Bill,  including  this  subsection,   became 
law,    if    it    ever  did    become   law,    he 
was   really  afraid  that  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman    the  Minister  for  Education 
might  have  a  somewhat  rude  awaken- 
ing.   They  had  heard  a  good  deal  about 
negotiations  with  what   he    might   call 
priest  and  presbyter,  in  regard  to  this 
matter,   but  particularly  in  relation  to 
the  subject-matter  of    this    subsection. 
The  (government   had   not   taken   into 
theb  counsels  those  whom  the  subject- 
matter  of    the  subsection  most  vitally 
concerned.     They    had    not    consulted 
those  upon  whom  the  really  hard  prac- 
tical work  of  the  administration  of  educa- 
tion fell.     They  had  not  taken  into  their 
conns3ls    the    education    authorities    of 
the  country,   or   the   managers   of   the 
Khools,   or  the   teachers,   or   even   the 


parents  of  the  children.  No  one  in 
authority  seemed  to  have  put  to  himself 
the  qu3stion,  which  was  really  a  little 
important,  namely,  whether  this  pro- 
posal would  really  work.  He  had  some 
knowledge  of  schools,  being  in  fact, 
in  close  ton  A  with  some  of  them,  and 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
effect  of  this  subsection  would  be  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  the  discipline  and  order 
of  the  school.  Whichever  alternative 
they  adopted,  whether  they  brought  in 
a  person  from  outside  or  some  other 
person  to  give  the  instruction,  or  whether 
they  employed  the  assistant  teacher 
to  give  it,  in  either  case  the  effect  would 
be  fatal  to  the  discipline  and  order 
of  the  school.  Suppose  the  first  alterna- 
tive was  adopted,  and  they  brought  in 
a  person  from  outside,  an  amateur — ^he 
would  be  unable  to  maintain  order. 
The  other  day  he  was  conversing  with 
a  clergyman,  who  informed  him  that 
good  order  was  maintained  in  his  Sunday 
school.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  that 
statement,  because  he  had  always  imder- 
stood  that  good  order  was  not  a  charac* 
teristic  of  Sunday  schools.  He  asked 
how  such  a  result  had  been  brought 
about.  The  clergyman  replied  that  he 
had  brought  in  four  or  five  elementary 
day  school  teachers  to  keep  order. 
If  they  wanted  to  avoid  pandemonium 
in  the  school,  they  must  not  bring  in 
the  amateur,  who  could  not  maintain 
order.  It  required  years  of  experience 
to  control  a  class  of  London  children. 
To  avoid  pandemonium  in  the  class 
they  would  have  to  bring  in  the  teachers 
to  keep  order.  On  the  other  hand, 
suppose  the  other  alternative  were 
adopted,  and  the  assistant  teachers  were 
allowed  to  volunteer.  That  would  be 
equally  fatal  to  the  discipline  and  order 
of  the  school,  because  the  teachers 
during  school  hours  would  be  giving 
instruction  for  which  the  head  teacher 
or  headmaster  was  not  responsible, 
and  in  respect  of  which  he  had  no 
authority.  That  would  be  really  fatal  to 
the  good  order  and  discipline  of  the  school. 
The  Government  would  never  even 
think  of  introducing  this  kind  of  thing 
into  the  secondary  schools,  and  he  pro- 
tested against  its  being  introduced  into 
the  people's  schools,  and  against  those 
schools  being  sacrificed  by  what  the 
Government  mistakenly  believed  to  be  a 
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political  necessity.  As  a  London  Member 
he  of  conrse  Regarded  this  question  vitli 
particidar  interest  from  tbe  London  point 
of  view.  Li  London  the  efiect  of  this 
subsection  would  be  particularly  unfor- 
tunate. In  London  he  found  that  the 
accommodation  in  provided  schools  was 
for  595,000,  and  in  voluntary  schools 
for  120,000  children,  in  round  numbers ; 
that  was  to  say,  the  number  of 
children  in  council  schools  as  com- 
pared with  the  number  in  volimtary 
schools  wt^s  as  about  three  to  one.  The 
proportion  in  the  council  schools  of  London 
was  very  much  higher  than  the  proportion 
which  obtained  in  the  council  schools  of 
any  of  those  parts  of  the  country  which 
at  all  compared  with  London.  It  was 
obvious,  therefore,  that  in  London  the 
area  of  disturbance  which  this  subsection 
would  produce  would  be  very  much 
greater  than  in  any  other  part  of  the 
country.  Why  should  there  be  this  dis- 
turbance ?  The  parents  were  satisfied 
with  the  religious  teaching  given  in  the 
'council  schools,  and  the  enormous 
toajority  of  the  clergy  were  satisfied  with 
it,  and  it  really  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Government  were  almost  wantonly 
breaking  the  peace  which  had  existed 
for  so  long.  The  Bill  had  been  drawn 
iip  to  efiect  a  settlement,  but  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  this  subsection  could 
not  possibly  be  a  settlement ;  indeed, 
his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  North- 
West  Norfolk  the  other  night,  in  a  phrase 
which  was  right  from  his  point  of  view, 
though  somewhat  maladroit,  said  that 
these  proposals  were  emergency  proposals. 
If  they  were  emergency  proposals  they 
could  not  possibly  constitute  a  real  settle- 
ment. To  call  that  a  settlement  which 
was  contained  in  the  sitbsection  they  were 
now  discussing  was  really  one  of  the 
ironies  of  this  matter.  Therefore  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  Committee  to  reject  tMs 
subsection  because  it  embodied  a  pro- 
posal which  would  be  fatal  to  the  unity 
of  the  national  schools.  For  his  part 
he  could  not  see  why  the  Bethnal  Oreen 
lad  should  not  have  the  same  feeling  of 
loyalty  towards  his  school  as  the  Rug- 
beian  for  Rugby,  the  Harrovian  for  Har- 
row, or  the  Etonian  for  Eton.  He 
was  in  the  closest  touch  with  the  council 
schools,  and  he  knew  the  spirit  which 
prevailed  in  them,  and  how  the  common 
games,  the  excursions  together,  and  other 
Mr.  Pickers^iU. 


incidents  of  school  life  had  prodaced 
a  growing  sense  of  unity,  responsibility, 
and  esprit  de  corps.  He  must  express  the 
bitter  disappointment  which  he  felt  that 
a  Liberal  Grovernment  should  try  to 
drive  a  sword  into  the  very  heart  of  that 
growing  unity  by  dividing  the  scholars 
into  groups  distinguished  by  denomina* 
tional  names.  For  the  sake  of  the  chil« 
dren  attending  the  schools  he  now  raised 
his  voice  against  this  subsection,  and 
he  proposed  to  record  his  vote  against 
it. 

*SiR  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan)8aid 
he  sympathised  with  the  remarks  made 
bv  his  noble  friend  the  Member  for 
Maryleboue,  and  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  of  a  very  definite  character 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.  It  had  reference  to 
the  words  of  the  subsection,  which 
were  most  perplexing  to  the  lay  mind. 
Among  others  who  had  been  more  or 
less  perplexed  by  its  language  was  the 
Bishop  of  London,  as  appeared  by  a 
letter  from  him  to  the  newspapers  a  few 
days  ago.  What  was  the  real  meaning  of 
"  two  mornings  a  week  ?  "  One  theory 
of  the  subsection  was  that  the  schorl 
was  to  be  open  for  the  purpose  of  this 
special  religious  teaching  two  mornings 
a  week ;  and  the  other  theory  was  that 
the  words  meant  that  such  arrangements 
were  to  be  made  as  to  make  it  certain 
that  a  child  would  have,  teaching 
of  a  special  character  on  two  mornings 
a  week.  There  seemed  to  be  a  very 
great  difference  between  those  two 
conditions,  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
provided  by  the  subsection  that  certain 
conditions  were  to  be  satisfied,  and  if 
they  were  not  satisfied  the  special 
teaching  was  not  to  be  given.  He  ^• 
pressed  no  opinion  whatever  on  the 
question,  but  it  was  only  just  to  those 
who  felt  anxiety  upon  it  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  give  a  clear  ex- 
position as  to  the  real  meaning  and 
intention  of  those  words.  There  had 
been  a  great  feeling  of  disappointment 
in  the  minds  of  Churchmen  that  there 
was  inequality  between  the  provisions  of 
Clause  1  and  Clause  2.  Most  persons, 
when  reading  the  two  clauses,  thought 
there  was  entire  equality,  and  that 
Churchmen,  Wesleyans,  and  Roman 
Catholics  were  placed  in  exactly  the  same 
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pontion  in  tbe  two  cases,  but  it  was  quite 
clear  from  the  regulations  tliat,  without 
any  application  of  any  kind,  a  child 
wcrold  receive  in  a  provided  school 
teaching  under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  in  Clause  2  it 
was  provided  that  instruction  could  only 
he  given  when  application  was  made. 
That  was  not  equahty  between  the  two. 
It  was  certainly  a  great  disappointment  to 
those  who  were  looking  for  equality  of 
traatmfint  under  this  clause  to  find  that, 
in  l^e  case  of  Clause  1  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  was  to  be  given  automatically, 
while  if  there  was  to  be  special  instruc- 
tion there  was  cfelay  and  possibly  some 
"perpkadtj  to  simple-minded  and  half- 
educated  peasants.  What  was  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman's  proposal  as  to  giving 
legal  effect  to  those  regulations  ?  Were 
they  to  be  issued  as  an  Order  from  the 
Department,  or  were  they  to  be  laid  on 
Ihe  Table  of  the  House,  in  order  that 
Members  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  them  ?  The  regulations 
themselves  appeiured  to  be  somewhat 
levere  and  ponderous  in  character,  and 
hs  did  not  think  those  who  drew  them 
hid  had  sufficient  regard  to  the  properly 
migratory  habits  of  artisans  in  our  great 
towns.  They  all  knew  how  many  re- 
movals took  place  in  each  Parliamentary 
bnough  every  year.  They  were  part  of 
the  U^  of  the  best  of  artisans,  owing  to 
^ihanges  of  occupation,  and  they  would 
in  each  case  require  a  new  notice  when 
the  child  was  sent  to  a  new  school.  There 
were  points  in  the  regulations  which 
required  the  most  careful  investigation, 
and  there  were  others  which  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  see  its  way 
to  change  before  the  Bill  passed. 

♦Sir  FRANCIS  CHANNING  (North- 
amptonshire, E.)  thought  thehon.  Baronet 
was  in  error  in  saying  there  was  to  be  in- 
equality  between  the  two  classes  of  schools. 
Be  was  sure  they  must  all  regard  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Education  with  the 
utmost  admiration  for  the  diligence  with 
which  he  had  tried  to  solve  this  question, 
for  the  skill,  dexterity,  courtesy  and 
<o&ciliation  with  which  he  had  laid  his 
<:ase  before  the  House.  He  had  not  a 
word  to  say  against  the  desire  for  peace 
Aown  by  the  Government  in  attempting 
to  bring  this  Bill  before  the  House,  and 
his  natural  impulse  as  a  party  man  was 


somewhat  quickened  to  support  the 
Government  even  in  matters  which  wcire 
distasteful  to  himself,  because  of  the 
transparent  desire,  the  intention  almost  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  as  evinced 
the  previous  day,  to  wreck  this  attempt  at 
obtaining  a  settlement  on  conciliatory, 
kindly  and  generous  lines  as  between  the 
religious  sections  of  the  community.  If 
what  he  had  to  say  was  contrary  to  the 
Grovemment  proposal  as  embodied  in  the 
subsectipn,  he  hoped  his  right  hon.  friend 
would  fiilly  appreciate  the  spirit  in  which 
he  spoke  and  the  sense  of  duty  and  the 
long  consideration  of  the  subject  ahd 
long  association  with  it  for  many  years 
past  which  compelled  him  to  diss^[it 
most  profoundly  from  the  proposal  of 
this  subsection.  He  had  the  warmest 
respect  and  admiration  for  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  Dr.  ClifEord,  and 
many  of  those  concerned  in  arriving  at 
the  compromise,  but  he  thought  these 
questions  were  too  profound  in  their 
bearing  on  national  life  to  be  treated  as 
questions,  merely  to  be  settled  in  the 
studies  or  the  pulpits  of  ecclesiastics. 
He  would  look  to  the  life  of  the  school, 
to  the  life  of  the  children,  to  the  whole 
meaning  and  machinery  of  education, 
and  he  would  say,  if  they  were  to  look 
to  these  broader  issues,  the  suggestion 
conveyed  in  the  subsection  was  one 
which  ought  to  fill  with  profound  mis- 
giving the  minds  of  many  who  had  worked 
at  the  education  question  all  their 
lives.  What  was  the  efEect  of  this 
clause  ?  They  were  asked  to  accept 
this  principle  of  the  right  of  entry  into 
every  school  as  a  means  of  obtaining 
religious  peace  and  the  removal  of  all  the 
animosities  which  had  beset  the  course  of 
education  for  generations  past,  and 
paralysed  the  moral  and  intellectual 
forces  of  education  applied  to  the  child- 
life  of  the  people,  which  ought  to  be  set 
free  from  this  wretched  friction  of 
religious  animosity  and  the  constant 
contentions  of  the  sects.  If  he  could  be- 
lieve that  this  right  of  entry,  and  all  that 
went  with  it,  would  lead  to  the  removal  of 
the  religious  difficulty  and  of  the  tram- 
mels which  had  paralysed  the  forces  of 
education  in  the  past,  he  should  say 
GU>d-speed  to  the  proposal.  But  every 
consideration,  every  fact,  every  atom 
of  evidence  they  had  had  during  those 
years   tended  in   exactly  the   opposite 
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direction.  He  remembered  no  speech 
on  the  Education  question  quite  so 
vividly  as  the  great  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  Moving  the  rejection  of  the 
leviathan  Bill  in  1896.  On  Clause  27 
of  that  Bill  he  said  on  this  precise  pro- 
posal, when  advanced  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition — 

"  Whftt  evidence  is  there,  I  ask,  that  the 
parents  of  the  children  for  whom  this  religious 
instruction  is  provided  are  dissatisfied  ?  This 
agitation  is  a  clerical  agitation.  ...  I  do  not 
believe  myself  parents  would  be  found  to  avail 
themselves  of  this  clause,  but  I  can  conceive 
that,  under  the  stimulus  of  a  more  or  less 
fanatical  propaganda,  it  may  be  possible  to  get 
together  in  some  of  our  towns  a  sufficient  number 
of  parents  to  make  the  demand.  ...  If  this 
clause  were  carried  into  effect  and  worked  upon 
a  large  scale  you  would  have  these  children  in 
the  future  herded,  if  I  may  use  the  word,  into 
separate  theological  pens,  branded  and  labelled 
with  the  names  of  their  particular  sects  and 
taught  under  conditions  which  must  compel 
them,  if  they  had  fairly  receptive  minds,  to 
attach  more  importance  not  to  the  truths  which 
unite,  but  to  the  controversies^which  divide 
the  religious  world." 

There  they  had  words  of  sound  sense, 
knowledge  of  human  nature  and  know- 
ledge of  the  character  of  this  controversial 
teaching  which  was  to  be  forced  into 
the  peaceful  atmosphere  which  they  had 
preserved  imcontaminated  and  unin- 
terfered  with  for  a  generation  past  in 
the  provided  schools.  The  present 
Bishop  of  Manchester,  whose  career  he 
&ad  followed  with  very  great  interest, 
and  whose  opinions  deserved  the  very 
careful  consideration  of  those  who  were 
dealing  with  this  issue,  was  for  a  long 
time  the  distinguished  Chairman  of  the 
Birmingham  School  Board,  on  which 
he  had  some  practical  experience  of  this 
system  of  right  of  entry.  He  was  also 
the  Vicar  of  Aston  Manor,  where  the 
same  system  was  introduced  into  the 
schools.  In  1905  he  made  at  Manchester 
a  remarkable  speech  directed  to  this  parti- 
cular proposal.  H;  was  advocating  of 
course,  as  always  full  and  specific,  and  ex- 
clusive denominational  teaching  in 
Church  schools.  But  what  was  the 
Bishop's  experience  of  the  result  of  the 
right  of  entry  ?    He  said  that— 

**The  right  of  entry  was  uni»orkable  and 
nnprotitable  and  certam  to  bring  the  religious 
question  in  its  acntest  fonn  into  places  whiob 
the  religioos  queotion  had  never  yet  entered. 
The  Asion  Manor  school  board  used  to  allow 
diiieient  departments  of  the  same  school  to  be 
hired  by  dilTerent  denominations,  and  what 
was  the  result  ?    Moie  than  once,  as  Vicar,  he 

Sit  Francte  Channing, 


had  had  Sunday  school  teaebeza  cMning  to  him 
with  tears  in  their  eyes,  telling  Ub  that  tbtir 
'  Tommy,'  who  really  was  a  Cborch  child,  bad 
been  captured  by  the  Wesleyam  or  m>bi«  oUmt 
deBomtnation,  and  he  had  no  doobt  the  Noo* 
comformist  minister  had  his  leacbers  oomtag  to 
him  with  the  same  tale.  It  required  all  the 
tact  and  discretion  they  could  use  to  keep  the 
peace  under  those  conditioiis.  If  be  wen  • 
schoolmaster  he  would  on  no  term*  allow  sirb 
a  right  of  entry  The  great  thing  wti  Uk 
maintain  the  discipline,  tone  and  spirit  which 
belonged  to  a  school,  anid  that  depended  laigely 
upon  the  influence  of  the  head  .t«aeher." 

They  had  the  philosophy  of  tlis  questiaa 
in  the  speech  of  the  Prune  Mimster  in  1896, 
from  which  this  proposal  so  widely  di- 
verged, and  in  the  speech  of  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester  they  had  practical  evidence 
laid  before  them  by  astronganddetenoined 
supporter  of  the  Church  of  England.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  a  very 
serious  matter.  Prom  long  experience 
he  felt  that  the  two  points  of  view  he 
had  attempted  to  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee had  immense  force  and  weight- 
If  instead  of  bringing  peace,  the 
spirit  of  brotherhood,  kindly  re«pec» 
and  sympathy  into  the  lives  of 
children  of  different  denominations 
they  were  stirring  up  in  their  small 
minds  the  narrow  and  contemptible  pre- 
judices of  bitterness  and  sectarian  ani- 
mosity, it  seemed  to  him  that  in  pander- 
ing to  the  demand  of  the  ecclesiastics 
to  get  at  the  board  schools,  on  sar 
terms  and  by  any  means,  they  wete 
doing  a  treacherous  act  to  the  child- 
life  of  this  country,  and  betraying  alao  the 
noblest  institutions  ever  evolved  bv  the 
local  government  of  this  country.  Thehte 
Lord  Salisbury,  some  years  ago,  in  addreM* 
in  X  the  National  Society,  advised  hisfrien<k 
to  capture  the  I  oard  schools  under  the 
existing  law,  and  then  capture  them 
under  a  better  law.  While  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  in  his  legisktion  on 
this  subject  in  1902,  spared  the  board 
schoob,  and  left  them  free  from  con- 
tamination and  free  from  this  war  oi 
the  sects,  it  had  been  reaerved  for  thr 
Liberal  Government  of  1906,  retnimd 
with  a  majority  unparalleled  in  historr. 
and  pledged  to  the  hilt  to  maintain  (he 
principles  of  national  edocatioo,  t» 
band  over  the  keys  of  the  people  s  tdbonk 
to  the  ecclesiastics  with  apologies,  sn<i 
to  trust  the  future  of  education  to  thi» 
war  of  the  secta.  When  be  thongM  oi 
these  questions,  and  of  all  the  EdncaHaa 
Bills  of  which  they  had  aeen  a  gWemy 
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proceasion  passing  through  this  House, 
when  he  realised  that  each  of  them  had 
failed  by  the  intricacy  and  illogical 
contradiction  of  its  provisions^  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  behind  all  these 
Bills  there  had  perhaps  been  some  evil 
genius  at  the  Board  of  Education  whose 
€lictati<m  and  intrigues  had  led  jiot  only  to 
the  abandonment  of  Liberal  ideals  but  also 
t3  the  failure  of  one  proposal  after 
another. 

♦Sib  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  that  ajEter  listening  to  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  he  had  accused  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  of  a  desire  to  wreck  this 
BilL  if  the  speech  of  any  one  would 
have  the  effect  of  wreckiAg  the  Bill, 
sorely  it  would  be  that  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
himself.  Personally,  he  had  no  desire  to 
wreck  the  Bill,  although  he  must  admit 
this  was  a  measure  which  did  not  find  much 
favour  in  any  particular  quarter  of  the 
House.  They  imderstood  it  was  a  com- 
promise. Hewassurprisedtohearthehon. 
Member  for  Bethnal  Oreen  refer  to  the 
twelve  years  peace  which  they  had  all  been 
enjoying  in  educational  matters  since 
1^6.  Ue  was  under  the  impression  that 
they  had  been  in  a  state  of  religious 
warfare  during  that  time.  He  had 
scarcely  ever  been  to  a  political  meeting 
without  hearing  of  religious  strife.  They 
had  been  discussing  the  education  ques- 
tion for  the  last  three  years  in  the  House, 
and  he  was  surprised  to  find  on  the 
iOnisterial  side  of  the  House  that  they 
were  low  beginningto  speakof  the  religious 
peace  which  had  existed  since  1896. 
Fnmi  his  own  experience  of  educational 
work  in  different  parts  of  the  country 
there  had  been,  in  his  opinion,  as  much 
real  peace  since  1902  in  all  educational 
matters  as  had  existed  at  any  period 
since  1870.  He  had  always  maintained 
that  if  the  Act  of  1902  had  been  permitted 
to  continue  in  operation  for  some  time 
to  come  undisturbed,  they  would  have 
heard  very  little  indeed  of  those  religious 
differences  to  which  his  hon.  fnend 
opposite  had  referred.  Personally  he 
was  extremely  desirous  that  they  should 
come  to  close  terms  with  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  that  no  more  time 
should  be  wasted  in  making  speeches  of 
a  Second  Reading  character.    For  his 


part,  he  regarded  the  concession  given 
in  Clause  2  as  one  of  considerable  value 
to  all  persons  who  believed  in  denomina- 
tional education.  At  the  same  time, 
he  did  not  believe  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
had  recognised  fully  the  extreme  difficulty 
as  regarded  administration  and  manage* 
ment  which  were  involved  in  making  this- 
concession.  The  concession  ought  not 
to  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  his  Roman/ 
Catholic,  friends  who  had  rightlv  voted  for 
the  omission  of  the  contracting-out  clause* 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  were  many 
council  schools  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  in  which  there  was  a  large 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  children  who* 
would,  by  means  of  this  concession,  be 
provided  with  the  opportunity  of  re- 
ceiving  denominational  teaching.  He 
hardly  needed  to  say  that  this  was- 
a  concession  which  ought  to  be 
valued  by  the  Anglican  Church,  and 
equally  by  the  Jewish  community* 
There  were  council  schools  contain- 
ing a  large  number  of  Jewish  chil- 
dren. He  knew  of  a  school  containing 
nearly  1,000  Jewish  children,  and  in 
that  school  there  was  not  a  single  Jewish 
teacher.  He  thought  some  alterations 
would  be  necessary  in  the  detailed 
arrangements  made  in  the  clauses  of 
th3  Bill,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  very 
desirable  if  this  settlement  was  to  be 
accepted  that  they  should  approach 
those  details  as  quickly  as  possible  in 
order  to  see  whether  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper  were  likely  to  receive  the 
assent  of  the  Government.  Personally^ 
he  should  have  liked  to  have  seen  two 
words  omitted  from  subsection  (1),  and 
an  Amendment  had  been  put  down  to- 
that  effect.  The  clause  stated  that  this 
instruction  should  be  given  on  two* 
mornings,  but  why  should  it  not  be 
given  at  some  other  more  convenient 
time  ?  He  did  not  think  it  was  possible 
to  carry  out  the  principle  of  the  right 
of  entry  unless  more  opportunities  were 
afforded  for  denominational  instruction 
than  were  suggested  by  the  admission  of 
the  denominational  teacher  on  two 
mornings  per  week.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bethnal  Green  was  quite  right  in 
pointing  out  the  difficulties  of  manage- 
ment and  administration  which  would 
arise  in  regard  to  the  right  of  entry.  He 
trusted  that  when  they  came  to  consider 
those    details    the    Government    would 


X. 
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«kow  that  they  were  anxious  that  the 
Tight  of  entry  should  be  made  real  and 
effective.  It  was  very  important  that 
they  should  approach  as  soon  as  possible 
"the  consideration  of  the  Amendments  on 
ihe  Paper  in  the  limited  time  which  had 
'been  placed  at  their  disposal  for  the  dis* 
•cussion  of  this  question,  and  he  would 
not  on  that  account  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee any  longer. 

Mr.  LLEWELYN  WILLIAMS  (Car- 
marthen District)  said  he  did  not  wish 
to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  subsection, 
because  it  was  a  proposal  which  went 
to  the  very  root  of  the  Bill.  It  required 
^  great  deal  less  courage  to  get  up  and 
denounce  this  compromise  than  to  fight 
lor  it,  and  it  would  be  very  easy  for 
him,  as  it  would  be  for  a  good  many 
other  hon.  Members,  to  take  from 
his  pocket  old  speeches  on  the  right 
of  entryTquite  as  eloquent  as  the  one 
to  which  they  had  just  listened 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
ior  East  Northamptonshire.  During  the 
last  few  days  he  had  been  reading  the 
debates  which  took  place  in  the  House 
two  and  a  half  years  ago  in  May,  1906, 
upon  the  right  of  entry,  in  which  debates 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  took  part.  In  reply- 
ing on  that  occasion  his  right  hon. 
friend  made  a  very  eloquent  and  con- 
vincing opposition  to  that  proposal  and 
pointed  out  how  it  was  quite  un- 
workable. He  remembered  that  the 
Solicitor-General  and  the  Parliamentarv 
Secretarv  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  denounced  the  proposal  to  give 
the  right  of  entry  to  these  schools.  It 
was  qxiite  easy,  therefore,  for  anyone 
in  the  House  to  taunt  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  with  inconsistency  regarding 
this  matter.  It  was  the  cheapest  form 
of  controversy.  He  voted  for  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Bill,  believing  that  it 
embodied  the  proposals  which  were 
essential  to  a  compromise,  and  the  only 
thing  he  could  say  in  extenuation  of 
his  offence,  if  it  was  an  offence,  was 
that  he  had  been  convinced  long  ago 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  was  right 
in  the  proposal  he  made  in  1906.  He 
said  so  last  May  when  they  were 
discussing  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
previous  Education  Bill.    He  was  sorry 

S:r  Philip  Magnus. 


that  in  the  subsection  under  disduskm 
the  Government  persisted  in  one  iQibcrml 
exception  to  the  proposal  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then.  In  thn 
Bill  Cowper- Temple  teaching  was  treated 
as  denominational  instruction ;  it  re- 
ceived preferential  treatment,  and  that 
was  unfair.  That  was  why  he  and  bif 
friends  on  those  benches  believed,  as 
Liberals  emd  Nonconformists  should 
believe,  that  the  State  not  only  kad 
nothing  to  do  with  religion  on  Sundayi, 
but  had  no  right  to  teach  any  form 
of  religion  on  week  days.  That  wai 
why  they  were  compelled  to  say  that 
the  right  of  entry  to  all  the  schoob 
should  be  granted  to  all  denominatioof. 
It  was  not  a  position  which  Libezak 
or  Nonconformists  cared  to  occupy. 
The  right  of  entry  was  a  thing  wiiirk 
he  did  not  care  for  himself,  eApecialbr 
within  school  hours,  and  if  the  teachn* 
were  to  be  allowed  to  voltmteer  to 
give  denominational  instruction.  H« 
confessed  frankly  that  it  was  • 
thing  which  he  denounced  at  the  laft 
election.  To-day  he  and  his  friends  wen 
compelled  in  fairness  and  equity  to 
support  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
The  first  reason  was  that,  as  they  vert 
told,  it  was  a  compromise.  It  was  s 
compromise  which  entailed  sacrifices  m 
the  Church  of  England;  they  had  tn 
give  up  every  school  they  possessed  in 
the  single-school  areas.  Some  compen- 
sation should  be  given  in  justice  and 
fairness  for  that.  In  the  second  plac*^ 
Cowper-Temple  teaching,  which  was  w^ 
only  believed  in  by  a  majority  of  Nodc<«* 
formists,  but  which  was  endowed  out  f4 
public  funds,  was  continued  by  thf»  BilL 
In  the  face  of  these  two  things  it  vs« 
only  just  and  equitable  that  real  compen- 
sation should  be  given  to  the  Chorrh  d 
England  for  the  sacrifices  they  nadf. 
If  the  right  of  entry  was  to  be  grantsd  to 
them,  they  must  see  that  the  focilitief 
were  real  and  not  sham.  If  the  words  ct 
this  clause  were  not  sufficient  to  eanr 
out  the  honest  intention  of  the  Gofcn* 
ment  to  give  real  facilities*  then  it 
was  their  duty  as  honourable  mm  to 
alter  the  phraseology  in  such  a  var 
as  to  give  effect  to  their  inteotkm.  H* 
had  read  the  clause  carefullr,  and  W 
could  foresee  no  difficulty  at  all  m 
could  not  defend  the  right  of  mtn  ■ 
the  face  of  his  constituents  or  ia  hit  o«« 
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system  referred  to  as  that  of  labelling 
the  child  as  belonging  to  a  particulaif 
d^iomination.  The  effective  right  to 
particular  religious  instruction  was  given 
under  the  poor  law  and  also  under  the 
statutes  affecting  industrial  schools. 
This  was  far  more  than  a  question  of 
words;  it  was  a  question  of  principle. 
He  hoped  the  Grovemment  would  be 
able  to  accept  the  provision  in  the 
Industrial  Schools  Acts.  It  was  very 
simple,  the  words  being  as  follows : — 


cocsciettoe  on  principle.  He  could  only 
defend  it  as  a  compromise.  It  was  only 
a  matter  of  give  and  take.  He  asked 
the  Grovemment :  What  was  the  nature 
of  th  e  compromise  ?  Was  the  com- 
promise embodied  in  the  Bill  ?  He  voted 
for  the  Second  Beading,  believing  that 
the  compromise  was  embodied  in  the  BiU. 
Was  that  so  ?  If  iiiej  were  to  be  met 
later  on  with  further  concessions,  then 
he  said  that  the  whole  situation  had 
changed.  If  the  Bill  was  an  honest 
agreement  between  the  Government  on 
the  one  side  and  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  other  religious  leaders 
on  the  other,  then,  although  he  dis- 
agreed with  some  of  the  clauses,  he 
would  vote  for  the  Third  Reading ;  but  if 
it  did  not  embody  the  compromise  which 
had  been  come  to,  and  if  there  were 
negotiations  going  on  somewhere  behind 
their  backs,  negotiations  of  which  they 
knew  nothing  and  which  might  mean 
farther  concessions,  then  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned  his  support  of  the  Bill  was 
gone.  He  supported  the  Bill  last  week 
as  it  stood.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
there  might  not  be  small  adjustments 
here  and  there  in  the  first  Schedule.  He 
was  not  going  to  haggle  over  a  shilling  or 
so  when  a  great  national  settlement  of  a 
question  which  had  been  vexing  the 
community  for  forty  years  was  at  hand. 
If  the  Bill  went  through  the  House 
substantially  as  it  stood,  it  would  have 
his  support,  not  because  it  was  an  ideal 
measure,  but  because  he  hoped  and 
believed  it  would  put  a  stop  for  some 
years  to  come,  if  not  for  ever,  to  those 
factious  and  intolerable  grievances  and 
discussions  which  in  the  past  had  made 
the  educational  progress  of  the  cotmtry 
almost  impossible. 

Mb.  RAWLIN80N  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  the  point  they  had  to 
consider  was  whether  this  subsection 
made  the  obligation  of  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  effective  with  respect 
to  the  right  of  entry  desired  by 
parents  whose  children  were  to  re- 
ceive denominational  inslaruction.  He 
i>»garded  this  as  a  business  matter  of 
vital  importance.  The  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  others  were  rather  out 
of  date.  They  had  passed  the  Chik^ren 
Bill,  which,  following  the  precedent  of 
previous    legislation,    provided    for    the 


'*  The  local  education  authority  shall,  so  far 
as  is  practicable,  make  arrangements  that  such 
children  shall  hare  facilities  for  receiving 
religious  instruction  in  accordance  with  the 
parents'  desires." 

That  was  a  duty  cast  upon  the  local 
education  authority.  This  clause  im- 
posed no  duty  on  the  local  authority 
except  that  of  providing  a  room  where 
it  was  practicable  to  do  so  between  9  and 
9.45  a.m.,  where  denominational  religious 
instruction  could  be  given  to  the  children* 
Was  that  intentional  or  accidental  i  If 
it  was  intentional,  it  went  to  the  root 
of  the  whole  matter.  Effective  right 
of  entry  was  absolutely  impossible  unless 
there  was  cast  upon  the  local  education 
authority  a  duty  beyond  that  indicated 
in  the  clause*  There  were  two  different 
kinds  of  local  education  authority  to 
be  dealt  with  in  this  matter.  A  large' 
number  of  authorities  took  a  strong 
view  as  to  their  duty.  Their  desire  was 
not  to  do  more  than  the>  were  abso* 
lutely  required  to  do  by  the  words  of  the 
Act,  and  so  far  as  they  were  conctrned  it 
was  essential  that  the  duty  shotdd  be 
cast  upon  them  by  t^e  words  of  the 
statute.  Otherwise,  if  they  did  not 
do  their  duty,  there  was  no  sort  of  re- 
dress. Lawyers  knew  that  when  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  against  a  local 
education  authority  it  was  necessary  to 
show  that  there  had  been  a  breach  of 
statutory  obligation.  On  the  other  hand 
therd  were  many  local  education  authori- 
ties who  wished  to  do  what  was  right  and 
just  as  between  two  contending  parties; 
they  wished  to  do  their  duty  honestly 
without  any  bias  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
He  had  got  the  moderate  Churchman  on 
the  one  side  and  the  Nonconformists  on 
the  other,  and  then  he  had  to  look^ 
and  would  look,  at  the  exact  words  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  say  :  "  We  must 
do  this  much,   and  no  more,   because 
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Parliament  has  laid  down  these  lines 
of  action."  It  was  very  important, 
if  it  was  intended  that  any  further  duty 
was  to  be  imposed  on  the  local  educa- 
tion authority,  that  it  should  be  imposed 
on  them  in  immistakable  terms.  Here 
there  was  no  obligation  on  the  local 
authority  that  these  three  quarters  of 
an  hour  for  denominational  teaching 
should  be  in  school  hours  at  all. 
What  made  him  think  that  that  was  not 
accidental  on  the  part  of  the  draftsman 
but  intentional,  was  that  different 
words  were  used  when  dealing  with 
undenominational  teaching.  Unless  they 
cast  on  the  education  authority  the 
duty  in  the  way  he  had  indi- 
cated there  was  no  sort  of  obligation 
on  the  local  education  authority  that 
denominational  teaching  should  be  given 
in  school  hours  at  all.  There  was  nothing 
to  prevent  the  local  education  authority 
making  the  school  attendance  begin  at 
9.45  a.m. ;  and  if  they  did  that,  the 
religious  teaching  would  be  given  out  bl 
school  hoiirs.  That  would  be  a  right 
of  entry  to  a  school  which  was  not 
a  school.  Was  that  really  an  effective 
right  of  entry  ?  He  thought  that  the 
Government  ought  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment in  order  to  make  the  right  of  entry 
effective.  He  need  hardly  say  that  all 
these  points  were  fully  in  the  minds  of 
the  local  authorities  who  were  hostile 
to  the  voluntary  school.  But  assuming 
that  they  got  the  local  education  author- 
ity to  decide  that  nine  o'clock  was  to  be 
the  hour  for  commencing  the  teaching  of 
denominational  religion,  and  that  was 
to  be  continued  to  9.45  a.m,  on  two  days 
a  week 

♦The  CHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  discussing  the  next 
subsection. 


Mr.  RAWLINSON  said  he  would  con- 
fine himself  to  this  subsection.  The  only 
obligation  cast  on  the  local  education 
authority  was  cest  bv  this  subsection. 
He  couH  n>t  discuss  under  this  Amend- 
ment why  the  facilities  proposed  to  be 
given  were  unreal,  but  unless  he  got  a 
much  more  definite  assurance  from  the 
Government  on  the  points  raised  by  him- 
self and  other  speakers,  he  maintained 
that  the  right  of  entry  was  absolutely 

Mr.  Rawliman, 


ineffective.  Why  he  objected  to  sub- 
section (1)  was  that  it  did  not  cast 
the  duty  on  the  local  authority  to 
say  that  religious  instruction  was 
to  be  given  within  the  council 
schools.  Under  the  Poor  Law  Acts  and 
the  Industrial  School  Acts  it  was  pro- 
vided that  where  the  parent  had  proved 
himself  unfit  to  give  his  child  religious 
instruct iop,  the  local  authoritv  wa* 
forced,  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  to  say 
that  the  child  was  to  receive  propw 
religious  instruction  according  to  the 
denomination  to  which  the  parent* 
belonged.  But  here,  in  the  case  of  a 
parent  who  had  proved  himself  to  be  a 
good  parent,  when  he  sent  his  child  to 
a  Church  school,  they  proposed  to  bedi^ 
that  right  round  to  an  extent  whick. 
the  Committee  would  a^jree  with  hint 
made  thoje  facilities  ineffective.  H' 
prayed  the  Government  to  put  in  this 
subsection  words  which  would  make  it 
the  distinctive  duty  of  the  local  educati<vi 
authority  to  render  the  right  of  entry 
effective. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  wish<d 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Committer. 
On  the  previous  day  they  discosMd 
Clause  1,  which  embodied  what  the 
Cnurch  was  expected  to  give  up  in  c«  •  • 
nection  with  this  Bill.  This  daitf^ 
embodied  some  proposals  which  were 
intended  to  benefit  the  Church,  but  ia 
its  present  shape,  he  thought  it  wcoU 
be  admitted,  after  the  speech  of  hi* 
ri^ht  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Ea>t 
Worcestershire,  that  there  were  manr 
points  which  were  ambiguous  and  re- 
(]uired  alteration  and  modification.  Wtf 
it  too  much  to  ask  that  thev  should  hart 
an  opportunity  of  hearing  what  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  concede  n 
the  way  of  giving  greater  precision  to  tU 
clause,  so  as  to  allow  the  Committee  to  jfrt 
at  the  bottom  of  what  their  intenti** 
really  was  ?  The  night  would  be  finiOi«i 
otherwise  before  they  got  to  those  detaiLv 

Mr.  ATHERLET-JONBS  (Dmhaa, 
N.W.)  said  he  was  very  reluctant  !• 
take  part  in  the  debate,  and  he  co«)4 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thsi 
he  would  not  stand  for  more  tbaa  a 
minute  or  two  between  him  and  th» 
discussion  of  those  mattecs  which  W 
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very    properly    pointed    out    were    in- 
teresting to  the  party  which  he  repre- 
sented.   He  was  reluctant  to  take  any 
part  in  the  debate  because  he  felt  that 
tUs  was  a  bargain  entered  into  between 
the  Nonconformists  on   the  one   hand 
and    the  members   of   the    Church   of 
England  on  the  other,  and  because  he 
associated  himself  with  the  views  which 
had  been  largely  expressed  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  below  the  gangway. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  secular  system 
of  education,  and  therefore  he   felt  he 
was  an   outsider  in   this  matter,    and 
that  he  had  no  right  to  intervene.    But 
he  could  not  help  recalling  the  fact  that 
he  was  the  representative  of  a  great 
Nonconformist  constituency  in  the  North 
of  England,  and  he  felt  that  it  was  due 
to  his  constituents  to  state  briefly  his 
Tiew  of  this  so-called  compromise  as  it 
▼as  effected  by  the  Bill.    As  a  Church- 
man he  acquiesced  in  the  compromise, 
qua  Churchman.    He  had  followed  the 
debate    that   afternoon,    especially   the 
speeches  delivered  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  what  had  impressed 
him  was  the  absolute  unreality  of  the 
criticisms  which  had  been  made  against 
this  clause ;    that  the  whole  feelmg  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  (^position  and  those  who  agreed 
▼ith  lum  was  one  of  profound  dissatis- 
faction with  the  entire  scope  and  purport 
of  the  BilL      He    went    further,    and 
said   that    this  Bill    was  a    source    of 
mixed  gratification  and  dislike  to  the 
Church  of  England.    He  would  go  still 
further  and  say  that  were  he  a  Noncon- 
formist, which  he  was  not,  he  should 
oppose  this  measure  to  the  utmost  of 
aU  his   powers.    He   quite  appreciated 
the  spirit  of  his  hon.  friend  who  repre- 
sented  a   Welsh  constituency,   because 
he  believed  that  the  Bill  from  a  Church 
pomt  of  view  could  be  and  would  be 
made  im workable  in  Wales.    He  thought 
that    the    local    education    authorities 
had  under   the    Bill  certain   resources 
which    would    enable    them    to    defeat 
▼hat  was  intended  by  it.    But  in  Eng- 
land the  position  was  totally  different. 
In  England  the  great  bulk  of  the  local 
authorities  who  controlled  the  education 
of  the  children  would  be  in  sympathy 
with  rather  than   antagonistic   to   the 
Church.    The    facilities    given    to    the 
denominations  of  having  access  to  the 


schools  for  denominational  instruction 
to  the  children  would,  he  believed,  be 
made  as  facile  as  possible.  This  was 
called  a  compromise,  and  he  had  always 
been  taught  that  a  compromise  was 
necessarily  foimded  on  some  bilateral 
arrangement.  But  he  would  point  out 
that  he  was  imable  to  find — and  he 
challenged  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
to  indicate — in  what  single  respect  this 
presumed  compromise  did  not  deal 
entirely  in  favour  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  against  the  Nonconformists. 
He  did  not  want  to  indulge  in  generalities, 
but  he  asked  what  the  elements  of  a  com* 
promise  were  to  be  ?  They  were  going 
to  give  up  in  single-school  areas  the 
whole  denominational  teaching. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  (Worcestershire 
N.)  inquired  if  it  Was  in  order  for  the, 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  refer  to 
these  matters.  They  wanted  to  get  on 
with  the  rest  of  the  clause. 

^The  chairman  said  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  certainly  allowing 
himself  very  great  latitude.  He  was 
listening  to  what  he  said,  and  so  far  as 
he  could  see  he  had  been  on  his  feet 
five  minutes  and  he  had  not  really 
approached  the  subsection  they  were 
discussing. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES  said  he  was 

sorry  that  was  the  case.    He  understood 

this  subsection  to  involve  the  questions 

as  to  whether  or  not  in  the  provided 

schools  this  instruction  was  to  be  given. 

Of  course,  he  bowed  to  the  Chairman's 

decision,  but  he  conceived  that  he  was 

justified  in  pointing  out  what  he  thought 

to  be  the  radical  defect  in  this  measure. 

He  quite  appreciated  the  motives  of  his 

I  hon.  friend's  intervention,  and  would  not 

say  more  than  this,  that  with  regard  to 

what  he  conceived  to  be  the  paramount 

effect  of  this  section  it  was  contended 

that  the  Nonconformists  gained  public 

,  control  over  every  school  in  a  single- 

'  school  area,  but  that  was  accompanied 

I  by  this  curious  anomaly,  that  in  single- 

I  school  areas  the  existing  teachers  were 

I  still  to  be  allowed  to  teach  dogmatic 

religion. 

I 

I     *The  CHAISMAN  said  that  did  not 
I  arise  on  this  subsection.    AU  that  this 
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and  then  they  could  get  on  to  the  other 
subsections. 


subsection  did  was  to  say  that  in  the 
circumstances  described  the  accommoda- 
tion should  be  available.  Another  sub- 
section dealt  with  the  teacher. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  said  he 
thought  on  this  subsection  it  Was  com- 
petent for  him,  in  accordance  with  the 
trend  of  the  debates  hitherto,  to 
review  the  whole  purport  of  the  section. 
Previous  speakers  had  dealt  with  the 
whole  clause,  and  not  with  a  single 
detached  department  of  it.  In  view 
of  the  Chairman's  ruling,  however,  he 
would  bring  his  observations  to  a  con- 
clusion. Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  must  not  imagine  that  he  was 
speaking  in  any  spirit  of  antagonism  to 
the  Gk)vemment.  He  was  desirous  of 
seeing  a  modus  vivendi,  although  he  was 
precluded  on  this  part  of  the  discussion 
from  stating  his  opinions.  The  allowing 
of  the  Church  to  have  the  right  of  access 
to  provided  schools  was  an  invasion  of 
that  which  had  lasted  for  nearly  forty 
years  with  the  greatest  advantage  to 
the  cause  of  education,  and  speaking  as  a 
Liberal,  and  as  one  who  represented 
a  Nonconformist  constituency  and 
S3rmpathised  with  the  Nonconformist 
attitude  on  this  question,  he  for  his  part, 
although  he  gave  the  fullest  credit  to  his 
right  hon,  friend  for  his  desire  to  bring 
this  controversy  to  a  peaceful  conclusion, 
could  not  help  expressing  his  profotmd 
regret,  which  he  was  sure  was  echoed 
not  only  by  Nonconformists,  but  by 
all  those  who  loved  education,  that  this 
solution  of  the  question  had  been  proposed 
by  a  Liberal  Government. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  joined  in  the  appeal 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that 
the  Committee  should  at  once  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  Amendment.  They  had 
had  a  general  debate  on  the  subsection, 
and  sometimes  they  had  wandered  over 
the  other  subsections  in  the  clause, 
and  it  was  necessary  and  desirable  to 
come  to  a  decision.  There  was  no 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  two 
sides  on  the  main  object  of  the  Bill. 
They  wanted  to  provide  for  a  real  right 
of  entry,  about  which  there  was  no  doubt 
or  suspicion,  and  it  was  only  about  the 
details  of  the  Bill  that  there  was  any 
doubt.  He  hoped  the  Committee  would 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  subsection, 

Mr*  Efnmoii, 


Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland)  w*» 
rather  surprised   at  the  appeal   by  iht 
licader  of   the  Opposition  to  bring  this 
discussion  to  a  close,   considering    tlut 
this    particular    Amendment     emanated 
from  his  own  side  of  this  House.    H« 
was  not  aware  that  anyone  had  spoken 
from  those  benches  as   to  the   right  of 
entry.     For   the  fourth  time  they  werp 
discussing  the  question  of  the  reIigioa» 
welfare  of    the  workman's   child,   and 
he  wished  to  say,  as  a  workman  who« 
children  attended    a  public  elementan- 
school     and    as     a     Churchman,    thii 
he  was   just   as   anxious  to   have  tliu 
question   settled   as   any   hon.    Member 
in  the  House,  but  he  was    not  goin^  to 
assent  to  its  being  settled  if  the  settle- 
ment proved  to  be  inefficient  from  4^ 
educational  standpoint.     There  were  pe<»- 
ple  who  said  they  had   discussed  iht 
religious   well-being   of   the    workman*» 
child  too  long,  and  had  neglected  tk** 
other  educational  interests  of  the  childreB 
from  a  mental  and  physical  point  of  view^ 
and  therefore  he  believed    if  they  cooU 
have  a  peaceful  and  honourable  settle- 
ment of  this  question,  he  and  his  friends 
would  not  stand  in  the  way.     But  kr 
ventured  to  think  they  were  not  going 
to  have  a  peaceful  settlement   by  tlu* 
particular     Bill.     Instead     of     haviLg 
peace  in  the  public  elementary  school* 
under  this  Bill,  he  ventured  to  assert 
that  they  were  going  to  have  confufioc 
and   discord.      As   one    whose    children 
attended  public  elementary    schools  he 
had  never  yet  heard  of  religious  difa- 
ences  inside  those  schools,  although  they 
certainly  had    a  good  deal  of  talk  by 
eminent  clerics  whom  he  respected.    Bot 
this  was  a  parent's  queation  as  well  u  * 
cleric's  question,  and  he  joined  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  said  that  the  tro 
people  principally  affected  had  not  been 
consulted,    viz.,  the    parents    and  the 
teachers.    He  ventured  to  think  that  if 
they  gave  a  right  of  entry  to  all  the 
various  denominations  to  teach  their  p*f- 
ticular  creeds  thev  would  not  bring  sboa^ 
that  education  o^  the  children  that  they 
desired   to   see,    and   that  they  wotH 
spread  the  confusion  and  discord  to  whkh 
he  had  referred.    But  if  there  was  goinf 
to  be  a  settlement  of  the  queftioo  he 
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must  admit  that  they  had  to  give  fair 

play  to  all  the  creeds  and  denominations 

if  thej  once  conceded  the  right  of  entry. 

He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

in  charge  of  the  Bill  not  to  relax  in  any 

way  what  he  had  settled  with  regard  to 

the  demand  of  the  parents  to  have  a 

reUgioiis  education   for   their   children. 

He  ventured  to  say  that,  if  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  insisted  that  the  parents  must 

apply  for  the  religious  education  of  their 

ehUdren,  in  two  or  three  years  he  would 

have  his  eyes  opened,  and  would  realise 

as  far  as  the  parents  were  concerned  that 

they  were  not  so  excited  or  animated 

with  regard  to  these  religious  differences 

as  they  were  led  to  believe  in  the  House. 

He  hoped,  therefore,  if  they  were  to  have 

this  concession  as  to  the  right  of  entry, 

that  the  right  hon.    Grentleman  would 

adhere   to  the  form  that  he  had  set  up 

that  the  parents  must  make  the  necessary 

application.    As  to  the   clergymen,   he 


knew  clergymen  of  all  denominations,  and 
he  did  not  think  they  were  sojenthusiastio 
as  to  turn  out  every  morning  to  go 
down  to  the  schools  to  give  religious 
education.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
their  eyes  would  be  opened  from  that 
standpoint  also,  and  that  the  clergymen 
were  not  so  keen  as  they  were  led  to 
believe  they  would  be  to  give  this  re- 
ligious education  to  the  children.  Id 
conclusion,  for  himself,  and  he  thought 
for  his  colleagues,  he  looked  with  sus-^ 
picion  upon  this  concession  of  the  right 
of  entry,  and  he  thought  that  in  order 
to  prevent  that  peace  in  council  schools- 
which  now  existed  being  disturbed,  he 
must  go  into  the  division  lobby  and 
vote  against  this  particular  part  of 
the  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  239  ;  Noes, 
46.     (Division  List  No.  423.) 


Adaod,  Franoifi  Dyke 
Acliiid.Hood,Rt.Hn  Sir  Alez.F 
Agar-Rob«rte8,  Hon.  T.  C.  B. 
AgDew,  George  William 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
AnniUge,  B. 
Aahley,  W.  W. 

Atquith,  Bt.Hn.Herbert  Henry 
Aubrey- Fletcher3t.  Hn.Sir  H . 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury^E- ) 
B4ifo!ir,Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLoncL) 
Buibnry,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Biring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
B«ring,Capt.Hn.G.(  Winchester 
Btrte,  Sir  John 
B*rlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Beach,Hn.  Michael  Hngh  Hicks 

B«Je,  W.  P. 

Beckett,  Hon.  Gerrase 
Be!m,W.(T  V*r  Hamlets,S.Geo) 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 

Bertram,  Julius 

Betbell,  T.  B.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

BovleB,  G.  Stewart 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Bridgeman.  W.  CUve 

Brigg,  John 

Bri^t,  J.  A. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Bnmner,  J.  F.  L.(Lanos.,Leigh) 

BranDer,BtHnSirJ.T.(Che8hire 

Bocbanan,  Thomas  Byhum 

Boll,  Sir  William  James 

Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 

Bytea,  William  Pollard 

Gbmeron.  Bobert 

(Wme,  E.  Hildred 

Carr.Gomm,  H.  W. 


AYES. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 
CauBton,Bt.Hn.Bich^rdKnight 
Cecily  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Chamberlain,Bt .  Hn.  J.  A.  ( Wore 
Chance,  Frederick  William 
Cleland^  J.  W. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  fi, 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,C  H  (Su88ex,E.GrinstM 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Courthope,  G.  Loyd 
Cox,  Harold 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Davies,  Ellis  WilUam  (Eifion) 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davie8,Sir  W.Howell(Bristol,S) 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Douglas,  Bt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Duncan,Bobert  ( Lanark,  Grovan 
Dimne,Major  E.Martin(Walfiall 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Badnor) 
Ellis,  Bt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  B.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  B.  Lacey 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Ferens,  T.  B. 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fuller,  John  Biichael  F. 


Gardner,  Ernest  ' 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Glad8tone,Bt.Hn  Herbert  John 
Glen-0)at8,  Sir  T.(Benfrew,W.> 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Gooch,Heniy  Cubitt(Peokham> 
Grant,  Corrie 

Guinness,  Hon.  B.(Hagger8ton> 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Hare  ourt ,  Bt.  Hn.  L.  ( Bossendale 
Harcourt,  Bobert  V.(Montro8e> 
Hardy,  (Jeorge  A.  (Suffolk) 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashford 
Harmsworth,  Ocil  B.  (Worc'r.V 
Harrison.  Broadley,  H.  B. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Bochdale) 
Hav,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S.> 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W. 
Hobart,  Sir  Bobert 
Hobhouse,  (Hiarles  E.  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Holt,  Biohard  Duming 
Hope,  James  Fitzalan(  Sheffield) 
Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N) 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Houston,  Bobert  Paterson 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hyde,  Clarendon  < 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
niingworth,  Percy  H^ 
Johnson,  W.  (NuneatonjT 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,WiUiam((jamarvonshire) 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  £.  ^ 

Kennaway,Bt.  Hn.  Sir  John[H. 
Kerry,  Earl  of  '.^4 

King,Sir  Henry  Seymour(Hull) 
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Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (lUdcUffe) 
TennantfSir  Edward  (SaliBbury 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Ihomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgaxi,E.) 
Ihome,  G.  R.  (Wolverhampton 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  Be  D.  (Leicester) 
Walton,  Joseph 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E,  (Kent,  Mid) 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  Conrtenay  T. 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orknev) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitbread,  Howard 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Wiles,  Thomas 

William8,Llewelyn(Carmarthen 
Williamson,  A. 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hull,  W.; 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbroogfa) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (WoEC«58terBh.N.< 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wood,  T.  M^Kinnoa 
Wortley,  Dt.  Hn.  C.  R  Stuart- 


l<aidlaw,  Robert 

.Lambert,  George 

Lambton^  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 

Lament,  Norman 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Xtayland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd- George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lockwood,  Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacCreagh 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs) 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

M*Callum,  John  M. 

H*Crae,  Sir  (George 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Magnus,  Sir  Philip 

Hsllet,  Charles  E. 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

3forgan,  G.  Hay  ((3omwall) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Idorton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 

Myer,  Horatio 

U^apier,  T.  B. 

l^ichol8on,Charle8  N.(Donca8tr 

:Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Peter8field) 

^Nield,  Herbert 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

"Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 

Paul,  Herbert 

Paulton,  James  Mellor 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 


Pearson,  W.H.M.(Su£rolk,Eye) 
Percy,  Earl 
Pollard,  Dr. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Price>  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central) 
Price,Sir  Robert  J.(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley,  W.E.B.(Bradford,E.) 
Pullar,  Sir  Robert 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Renton,  Leslie 
Ridsdale,  E.  A. 
Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 
Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs. ) 
Roberte,  S.  (Sheffield,Ecclesall) 
Robinson,  S.  , 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Oslonel 

Shaw,SirCharle8£dw.(Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 
Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  OorgeD. 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Scares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanier,  Beville 
Stanley,  Albert  (Staflfs,  N.W.) 
Stanley,  Hn.A.Lyulph  (C]Shesh.) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

tl^uart,  James  (Sunderland) 
albot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.(Oxf 'd  Univ. 


Tellebs  fob  tkb  Atis— Mi. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  of 
Elibank. 


"Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  AUston 
Clough,  WiUiam 
Cobbold,  Felix  Thomley 
Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 
Cross,  Alexander 
<Mrran,  Peter  Francis 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Doughty,  Sir  George     . 
Tester,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Tullerton,  Hugh 
Olendinning,  R.  G. 
<}lover,  Thomas 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
'Hardie,  J.Keir  (Merthyr  Tydvil 
Harvey,  W.E.(Derbyshire,N,E 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 


NOES. 

Hodge,  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 
Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Middlemore,  John  Throgmorton 
Radford,  G.  H. 
Renwick,  George 
Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 


Scott,  A.H.(  Ashton  under  Lrne 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Snowden,  P. 
Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thoma8,David  AlfrBd(M0ithyri 
Thome,  WiUiam  (West  Ham, 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoiight<m. 

Tkllebs  fob  thb  Nobs — Mr. 
Hazel  and  Mr.  PickeffsgilL 


Mr.  flUTTON  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Ifforley)  said  the  Amendment  he 
now  proposed  to  move  would  have  the 
effect  of  limiting  the  privilege  the  Com- 
mittee had  just  conceded  to  the  trans- 
ierred  volmitarv  schools.  The.  right  of 
-entrv  should  not  be  extended  to  the 
<coimcil   dchoob   of    the   countrv,    those 


schools  which  had  grown  up  in  xht 
land  in  which  no  kmd  of  dcDomini- 
tional  teaching  had  ever  bem  givec. 
Hereafter  denominational  te&cbiiig  of 
any  kind  should  be  confined  to  tbe 
transferred  voluntary  schools.  He  sup- 
posed the  granting  of  this  right  of  entr^ 
was  a  part  of  a  larger  scheme,  that  h 
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was  part  of  a  bargain  and  did  not  stand 
bv  itself.    He  bad  often  heard  that  in 
that  bargain   the    Nonconformists    had 
given  up  something  in  permitting  this 
right  of  entry  into  the  council  schools; 
but  the   Nonconformists  bad  no   right 
to  give  up  anything.     It  was  not  in  the 
province  of  the  Nonconformists  as  such 
to  yield  this  privilege  of  right  of  entry 
into  the  elementary  schools.    They  were 
State  schools,  the   property   was   State 
property,    the    schools    were    organised 
and  maintained  by  the   State,   and  it 
was   wrong    to   say    that   this   conces- 
sion had   been   made   by  the   Noncon- 
fonnists.     He   had  never   claimed  that 
the  Nonconformists   as   such   had   any 
special   rights   in   the    Council   schools. 
Cowper-Temple   teaching  was  not   Non- 
conformist.    It  was  inserted  in  the  Act 
of  1870  in  order  to  please  the  Conserva- 
tive party,    and   he    noticed   whenever 
there  was  any  chance  of  its  disappearing 
the    Archbishop    of    Canterbury    came 
forward  and  stipulated  that  it  should 
continue   to    be   given   in   the   schools. 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  had  not,   and 
never  had  been,  in  any  sense  Noncon- 
formist teaching,  and  the  Nonconformists 
u  finch  had  no  right  to  give  this  con- 
cession.   Prom  a  letter  which  appeared 
in  the  Manchester  Guardian  on  the  previous 
day  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Bishop 
of  St.  Asaph  did  not  regard  this  Bill  as 
sufficient.     The    Bishop    of    St.  Asanh 
required  more  facilities  for  contracting- 
out,  a  more  extended  rent  for  the  schools 
to  be  transferred,  and  other  conditions 
Added  to  it.     His  own  fear  was  that  the 
Government  had  conceded  this  right  of 
entry  into  the  council  schools  without  there 
being  any  prospect  that  this  would  be  an 
end  of  the  difficulty.     Already  more  was 
being  demanded.    The  hands  of  his  right 
bon.  friend  were  tied,  but  those  of  the 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  of  the  Arch- 
bishop  of    Canterbury    were    not,    and 
already  those   gentlemen   were   coming 
forward  and  saying  they  must  have  more. 
He  thought  he  had  shown  that  these 
negotiations    had    not    been    altogether 
^isdy  carried  on  by  the  representatives 
of   the    Qovemment.    The     terms    of 
settlement  would  never  have  been  as- 
sented to  by  his  right  hon.  friend  but 
for  one  thing,  that  they  were  to  have 
educational   peace.    Was   this   kind    of 
'ight  of  entry  into  the  council  schools 

VOL  CXCVIL    [Fourth  Skribs.] 


of   the    coimtry    to    bring    educational 
peace  ?     They    were    going    to  destroy 
the    unity    of   the    schools,    they   were 
going  to  destroy  simplicity  of  adminis- 
tration.   By  Clause   1,  not  a  word  of 
which    had    been    discussed,    they    had 
made  the  teaching  of  religion  absolutely 
compulsory,  and  added  to  that  was  the 
right  of  the  parent  to  require  religious 
instruction  for  his  children.    They  were 
to  have  a  division  of  scholars  into  the 
sheep  and  the  goats ;     but  more  than 
that,    they    would    also    have    trouble 
outside  the  schools.    They  were  certain, 
to  have  canvassing  of  the  parents.    Did 
his  right  hon.  friend  look  at  that  pros- 
pect   with    equanimity  ?      There     was 
another  right  of  entry  which  the  parents 
had  gained,  and  it  was  in  connection 
with    free    education.    Free    education 
was  impossible  to  a  great  many  parents 
because  the  only  school  in  their  district 
charged  a  fee.    There  was  no  alternative 
school  within  reach,  and  the  only  right 
was  the  right  to  demand  a  free  place 
for  a  child.     But  that  very  rarely  suc- 
ceeded.   He   remembered   one   instance 
where  the  fathers  wanted  free  education 
for  their  children,  and  a  number  of  them 
banded    together    for    the    purpose    of 
achieving  their  object.    No  sooner  had 
they   presented   their   petition   for   free 
education  than  the  curates  went  to  the 
mothers,  who    signed    another    petition 
to  the  authorities  asking  them  to  refuse 
the  free  education  asked  for  by  their 
I  husbands.    Now,   they  were  certain  to 
have    this    kind    of    canvassing.    They 
were  inviting  it.    They  would  certainly 
have  the  clerical  interest  at  once  set  to 
work  to  get  up  a  petition  by  the  fathers 
or  mothers,   whichever  were  the  more 
easily  persuaded,  to  demand  this  right 
for  themselves  and  their  children  inside 
the  public  elementary  schools.    Frankly, 
he   thought   he   would    rather   have   a 
Church  school  in  the  village  than  have 
put    upon    the    parents  the     difficulty 
of    having    to    refuse    the    request    of 
the  clergy  to  demand  facilities  in  the 
schools  for    religious    teaching.     Social 
boycott  was  absolutely  certain  to  follow 
refusal.  What  was  to  happen  in  the  vill  age 
where  at  present  there  was  only  a  council 
school  ?    At  any  rate  there  was  peace  there 
nOw,  but  were  they  going  to  have  it  in  the 
future  ?    Wherever     they    had    church 
schools   or    coimcil    schools  they  were 

2  Z 
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introducing  educational  warfare  and 
social  warfare  as  well.  He  deplored  the 
result  of  the  proposals  of  his  right  hon. 
friend.  Who  was  going  to  enjoy  this 
right  of  entry  ?  The  parents  were  going 
to  have  the  right  to  demand  a  special 
kind  of  religious  instruction.  Was  it  to 
be  limited  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  and 
the  Church  of  England,  and  certain 
Nonconformists  ?  There  was  a  church 
called  the  Labour  Church.  Had  the 
parents  who  were  members  of  that 
the  right  to  demand  for  their  children 
special  religious  instruction  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University  was  anxious 
about  the  way  in  which  the  council 
schools  would  be  used  on  Sundays.  He 
remembered  a  little  more  than  a  year 
ago  his  catechising  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  about  the  use  of  council 
schools  on  Sundays  for  the  instruction 
of  children  in  Socialistic  doctrines. 
Take  the  Labour  Church.  Were 
parents  who  were  members  of  that 
church  to  have  the  right  to  demand 
for  their  children  special  religious  instruc- 
tion ?  What  kind  of  religious  instruction 
would  it  be  ?  Were  they  opening  the 
door  to  catechisms  of  all  kinds,  political 
and  religious  as  well  ?  He  saw  no  reason 
why  they  were  not.  He  saw  no  sign  in 
that  clause  of  educational  peace.  On 
the  contrary,  he  saw  great  difficulty, 
canvassing,  and  boycotting.  Lord  Lon- 
donderry said  this  proposal  had  "  neither 
practicability  nor  popularity,"  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
charge  of  the  Education  Bill  of  1902  they 
all  Imew  what  his  opinion  was.  He  said 
it  was  an  idea  greatly  favoured,  but  he  did 
not  think  it  was  possible  to  put  it  into 
force.  He  failed  to  see  why  one  man 
was  allowed  to  steal  the  horse  while 
another  man  was  not  allowed  to  look  over 
the  hedge.  His  hon.  right  friend  opposite 
must  marvel  now  at  his  own  moderation 
in  1902  in  this  respect.  He  thought 
that  the  case  made  on  the  proposal  in 
1902  ought  not  to  be  given  away  by  the 
present  Government,  and  he  hoped  that 
even  yet  they  would  have  his  right  hon. 
friend  annoimcing,  when  he  came  to  find 
himself  under  the  pressure  of  the  Arch- 
bishops and  the  Bishops  to  give  further 
securities,  that  he  had  already  gone 
beyond  what  he  thought  were  the  limits 
of  the  case.  He  forbore  quoting  his 
right  hon.  friends  on  the  Treasury  bench. 

Mr.  Button. 


He  could  quote  them  all,  but  he  thoo^ 
it  rather  a  humiliating  position  when 
a  whole  €U>vemment  coidd  be  quoted 
in  a  sense  contrary  to  the  principlet  of 
their  Bill,  and  contrary  to  one  of  its  mam 
provisions.  It  was  said  that  the  KIl 
was  to  bring  peace.  On  the  contranr  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  would  do  more  kArm 
to  education  and  religion  than  any  other 
proposal  that  he  had  known  any  Ooven- 
ment  to  make  itself  responsible  for  linoe 
he  had  been  in  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  lines  20  and  21.  to  leare  out  tW 
words  '  public  elementary  school  prorided  \tf 
the  local  education  authority/  and  to  inMrt  tW 
words  *  transferred  voluntary  schooL*  *'— ( Jff. 
Hutton,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  wordi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Mr.  RUNCIHAN  said  he  made  no 
complaint  against  his  hon.  friend  for  th« 
speech  which  he  had  just  delivezed.  It 
was  exactly  what  one  might  have  expected 
from  him,  for  he  was  nothing  if  ha 
was  not  consistent,  thou^  he  was  con- 
sistent  to  the  point  of  being  impractk- 
able.  The  hon.  Gentleman  woold  rather 
be  consistent  than  see  anything  don* 
for  the  parents  who  now  had  to  sead 
their  children  to  the  village  schools.  Ht 
would  rather  be  consistent  than  free  tht 
teachers  who,  in  those  village  achoob, 
were  subject  to  religious  tests  ;  and  theif . 
he  must  say,  he  parted  company  with 
his  hon.  friend.  He  thought  the  adna- 
tage  of  freeing  these  village  Bohoob  sad 
teachers  was  so  great  that  thej  wen 
justified  now  in  giving  away  the  powr 
which  they  possessed  of  ezcliuion  fron 
all  the  council  schools  of  the  con&trr. 
His  hon.  friend  said  that  his  hands  wvn 
already  tied,  and  had  practicallj  suggeit* 
ed  that  the  representatives  of  the  Bnfbh 
Church  had  got  the  better  of  him  ia 
this  bargain.  As  he  nndentood,  then 
were  some  Members  in  the  HooMwho 
thought  it  was  he  who  had  ffot  the  better 
of  the  representatives  of  ue  Oiiiich  ia 
this  bargain.  He  was  inclined  to  Ihmk 
that  when  both  sides  oomplaiAed,  the 
Government  could  not  be  very  far  wreaf. 
He  did  not"  object  to  his  hoo.  ftiead 
making  references  to  some  of  the  speechii 
made  by  Ministers  in  the  past  agasast  the 
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xi^  <»I  entry.  Biffc  it  should  be  remeni- 
l)ered  that  the  fright  of  entry  which  was 
then  spoken  of  was  a  right  of  entiy  put 
loivard  as  a-  distinct  act  of  agression. 
They  were  not  offered  anything  by  the 
-other  side,  and  they  were  not  to  gain 
control  by  the  council  of  a  single  parish 
^hooL  But  the  case  was  now  entirely 
changed,  and  they  had  a  distinct  and 
substantial  offer  made.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
not  for  one  moment  say  that  the  offer 
made  by  the  Church  was  not  a  substantial 
offer.  His  hon.  friend  drew  a  lugubrious 
picture  of  the  facilities  in  operation. 
He  said  that  in  most  cases  there 
would  be  canvassing  among  the 
parents  to  send  their  children  to 
these  schools.  They  must  all  admit 
that  there  had  been  clergymen  in  the  past, 
and  there  might  be  now,  who  had  abused 
their  position,  but  this  would  not  enable 
them  to  abuse  it  any  more  than  they  had 
abused  it  in  the  past.  Did  his  hon. 
friend  suggest  that  he  could  prohibit  the 
vicar  of  a  parish  from  visiting  his  par- 
ishioners !  If  the  vicar  of  a  parish  abused 
his  position,  he  presumed  there  were 
ways  of  dealing  with  him.  After  all, 
the  vicar  of  a  parish  had  not  altogether 
a  very  easy  task.  In  many  parishes 
the  vicar  would  find  it  difficult  to  carry  on 
Church  work  if  he,  abused  his  position. 
He  would  giin  for  himself  unpopularity 
in  his  own  parish,  and  he  might  throw 
up  the  sponge  at  once  because  his  work 
for  good  there  would  be  absolutely  gone. 
He  did  not  say  there  might  not  be  cases 
where    pressure    was    brought   to  bear 


on  the  parents  of  children  qiiite  un- 
justifiably. He  quite  admitted^  that 
many  parents  might  submit,  but  he 
doubted  very  much,  if  this  setfleihettt 
went  through,  that  they  would  find 
the  system  abused.  After  all,  they 
must  remember  the  altered  temper 
which  existed  in  relation  to  mattete'  bj 
education.  During  the  whole  of  this 
controversy  in  the  past,  each  side  had 
been  in  its  trenches,  and  each  had  fired 
on  the  other  whenever  it  got  a  chance, 
but  neither  had  ever  left  its  trenches. 
The  local  administration  of  the  country 
had  been  coloured  by  the  controversy, 
and,  as  he  had  said  on  previous  occasions, 
coloured  to  the  detriment  of  education. 
If  this  settlement  went  through,  as  he 
hoped  it  would,  it  would  give  satisfaction 
to  the  great  body  of  administratora, 
and  to  those  who  sent  their  children  to 
the  schools.  They  would  have  in  the 
whole  of  the  constituencies  of  the  country, 
in  the  county  councils  and  the  borough 
councils,  a  feeling  of  amity  which  had  not 
been  known  in  educational  matters  for 
ten  years  past ;  and  the  only  justification 
he  had  for  asking  his  hon.  friend's  support 
of  the  right  of  entry  into  council  schools 
was  that  it  was  a  bargain,  and  they  could 
not  expect  at  this  hour  the  Church  to  fulfil 
her  part  of  the  bargain  if  they  adopted  the 
advice  of  h^s  hon.  friend  and  withheld  the 
very  thing  which  she  regarded  as  one 
of  the  most  treasured  items. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  273 ; 
Noes,  56.    (Division  List  JIo,  424.) 


Acknd-Hood^Rt  Hn.Sir  Alex.F 
Agoew,  George  William 
Jbison,  Sir  WiUiam  Beynell 
.Armitage,  R. 
JUUey,  W,  W. 

ABqaith,  Bt.HB.fierbert  Henry 
Aahre7'Fletcher,Rt.  Hn.Sir  H. 
BftkDf,  Joseph  A.  (Fiiisbury,E, ) 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
B«lloor,Rt  Hn.  A.  J.(OityLond. ) 
BftKonr,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Bukbury,  Sir^Fr^eriok  George 
Banner,  Jobn  S.  Harmood- 
Bcring,  Godfrey  (Xisle-ef  Wight) 
BMing,Capt.Hn.G  (Winchester 
BwkOT^eirJobn  .■   ■■   - . 
B«r)ov^,JP)^ipy<Bedted) 
Barnard,  E.B. 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beale,W.  B 


AYES. 

Beaumont,  Hon.  Hubert 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Benn,W.(T  Vr  Hamlet8,S,Geo. 
B^rridge,  t.  H.  D. 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bramsdon,  T.  A 
Branch,  James 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Brigg,  Jobn 
Br^ty  J.  A 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brodie.  H.  C. 
Brooke,  Stopf ord 
Brunner,  J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,RtHnSir  J.T(Cheshire 
Bryce,  J;  Annan 
Buckmaster,  Stanley  0. 
Bull,  Sir  WiUiam  James 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Buxton,  Rt.Hn.SydBey  Charles 

2  Z  2 


Byles,  William  Pollard  ;^ 

Cameron,  Robert 

Carlile,  B.  Hildred 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Castlereagh,  Viscount 

Cau8ton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnigl\t 

Cave,  George 

Cecil,  Eyeljm  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  EO 

Chamberlain,Rt  Hn.J,A(Woro 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Collins,Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancras,W 

Corbett,  CH(Su8sex,E.Grin8t'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Courthope,  G.  Loyd 

Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 
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Cross,  Alexander 
Crossley,  William  J. 
DalKiel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
DaTies,Sir  W.Howell(Bristol,S. 
Dickson^Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dizon-Hartland,Sir  FredDizon 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Boufflas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Duncan,  Robert<Lanark,Goyan 
Dunne,Major  E.Martin(WalHall 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Faber,  G.  H.  (Boston) 
Fell,  Arthur 
Ferens,  T.  R. 
Fiennes,  Hon.  Eustace 
Findlay,  Alexander 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gladstone,Rt  Hn.Herbert  John 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Gooch,Henry  Cubitt(Peckham) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Guinness,  Hon.  R.(Ha  gerston) 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Harcourt,Rt.Hn.L.(Rofsendale 
Harcourt,  Robert  V.  (Montrose 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Hardy,  Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Harmswortb,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 
Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hart-Davies,  T. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Haelam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Helme,  Morval  Watson 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S.) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Hill,  Sir  Clement 
HiUs,  J.  W. 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
HoUand,  Sir  WiUiam  Henry 
Holt,  Richard  Duming 
Hope,  James  Fitsalan(Sheffield) 
Hope,W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Dlingworth,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Ruf  us  Daniel 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jone8,Sir  D.  Brynmor(Swan8ea 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
J<me3,  William(Camarvonshire 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
KennawAy,Rt.  Hon.Sir  JohnH. 
Xezry,  Earl  of 


King,Sir  Henry  Seymour(Hull) 

Laidlaw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm 

Lamont,  Norman 

Lane-Fox,  G.  R. 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  Rt  Hon.  David 

Lockwood,Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs 

Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 

Maclean,  Donald 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

M* Arthur,  (jharles 

M'Callum,  John  M. 

M'Crae,  Sir  George 

M'Micking,  Major  G. 

Magnus,  Sir  Riilip 

Mallet,  Charles  E. 

Marks,  G.Croydon(Launceston) 

Marks,  H.  H.  (Kent) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Ifason,  A.  E.  W.  (Oventry) 

Massie,  J. 

Bficklem,  Nathaniel 

Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morpeth,  Viscount 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morrison- Bell,  Captain 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

Nicholson,Charl  ?b  N.(Doncast*r 

Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Peter8field) 

Norton,  (3apt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Parkes,  Ebenezer 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  William  (Limehouse) 

Percy,  Earl 

Philippe,  ColIvor(S*thampton) 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb/ffh,  Central) 

Price,Sir  Robert  J.(Norfolk,E.) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.  (Bradford,E.) 

Rainy,  A.  Holland 

Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Feel 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Remnant,  James  Farquhanon 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (lincofai) 

Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbigh*.) 

Roberts,  S.  (Sheffield,Eocle8aU) 

Robinson,  8. 

Robson,  Sir  WiUiam  Snowdon 

Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  ^wmao 

Ronaklshay,  Earl  of 


Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Salter.  Axtkur  Oavell 
Samuel,  Rt,Hn.H.l4.Clev«Uai 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Scott,  Sir  8.  (Marylebow,  W.l  ' 
Sears,  J.  £. 
Seavems,  J.  H. 
Seely,  Colonel 

Shaw,Sir  CharieaEdw.<8uIar4 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  Bl  \ 
Sheffield,Sir  BerkeleyGcorfr  a 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  Jdm 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackeoii* 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Straad) 
Soares,  &nest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Aibrat 
Stanier,  Seville 
Stanley,  Albert  (Suib,  KW.^ 
Sunley,  Hn.  A.Lyulph<CV*L| 
Stewari^mith,  D.  (KeadaJ) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  a  (Mile  End) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abin(doo| 
Stuart,  James  (SunderiaodJ 
Sutherland,  J.  £. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (OiicW«t«r) 
Talbot,Rt.  Hn.  J.G.(  Oxf d  Vur. 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Badtliiri 
Tennant,  Sir  EdwMd(Saliftbao 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (B«rwirkshir»' 
Thomas,  Abel  (CarmartKm.  E  V 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (GlamflrfaaX^ 
Thomson,  W.  BfitcbelMLMiMfci 
Thome,  G.  R.  ( Wolverhampioa 
Tomkinson,  Jamas 
Toulmin,  George 
Treveljran,  Chitftea  miips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Valentis,  Viscovnt 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 

Waixie.  CoL  a  £.  (Kent,  Midi 
Wardle,  (Seorge  J. 
Waring.  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  CourtcoaT  T. 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.E(aackBanan 
Wason,  John  Cathcttrt<UrkDrt  > 
Waterlow,  D.  & 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Joeiah  C. 
Whit  bread.  Howard 
White,J.  Danda^Dmbaft'Mk 
Wiles,  Thomas 

Williams,Iiewvlyii((>raiartW* 
Williamson,  A. 
WiUoughby  de  Emby.  Lord 
Wills,  Arthur  Wahers 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hal,  W  * 
Wilson,  John  (Durbaai.  Mid  t 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (MkidlMkroH^t 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (WowMtcrskX  I 
Wilson.  P.  W.  (81,  Pta«»i^,^  i 
Wolff,  GusUv  Wilbebn 
Wood.  T.  M'Kinnon 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  caSlwri- 


TsLLXBs  rom  twm 
Joseph 
Elibank. 
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^u-Robartes,  Hon.  1.  C.  R. 

B3(heU,SirJ.H.(B9S6X,Romfrd 

I'thMU  T.  R.  (Essex,  BIsldon) 

Itort,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Cluaaiiig,  Sir  FranoU  AlUton 

Hoogh,  WUliam 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Cobbold,  Felix  Thoraley 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Crooks,  William 

Curran.  Peter  Francis 

DUke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Teawick,  Charles 

Torter.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Tollerton,  Hugh 

dill  A.  H. 

Oteodinmng.  R.  Q. 

Olorer,  Thomas 


Greenwood,  G.  (Paterborough) 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 

Harvey,  W.  E.(Derby8hire,N.E. 

Ha^el,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hodgd,  John 

Hudson,  Walter 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Jaooby,  Sir  James  Alfred 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Jowett,  F.  W. 

Kekewich,  Sir  Georga 

Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Laioester) 

Maopherson,  J.  T. 

Maddison,  Frederick 

Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 

Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Renwick,  George 

Richards,  T.  F.(  Wolverh'mpt*n 


Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Rowlands,  J. 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 

Soott,  A.H(Ashton  under  Lyne 

Seddon,  J. 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 

Snowden,  P. 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Summerbell,  T.  ^ 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Thomas,  David  Alfred(Merthyr 

Thome,  William  (West  Ham) 

Wabh,  Stephen 

Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughtonjr 

Tbllbbs  fob  thb  Nobs — ^Hr. 
Hutton  and  Mr.  YoxalL 


Mr.  WEDGWOOD  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  who  had  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  move  to  insert  after  the 
word  'authority*  the  words  'disapproves 
of,  or  is  dissatisfied  with,  on  conscientious 
intrands  the  religious  instruction  which 
it  is  open  to  the  local  education  authority 
to  give  in  accordance  with  subsection  2 
of  tectioD  14  of  The  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Act,  1870,  and  in  consequence  "  said : 
I  gather  that  my  Amendment  cannot 
be  accepted,  and  that  it  would  upset 
the  nice  equipoise  of  the  Bill.  I  do 
not,  therefore,  move. 

♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  in  moving  to 
leav*  out  the  word  "desires,"  and  insert 
the  words  "  expresses  a  desire  that,"  said  a 
parent  applying  for  special  instruction  or 
^is  child  was  put  to  considerable  trouble, 
inconvenience,  and  delay.  He  would 
repeat  the  question  he  had  put  a  few 
moments  ago,  whether  it  was  intended 
tliat  these  regulations  should  be  issued 
at  once  on  the  authority  of  the  Education 
Department,  or  whether  they  were  to 
l)e  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  with 
opportunities  for  discussing  them  during 
a  reasonable  number  of  weeks.  He 
hoped  the  latter  course  would  be  adopted, 
because  it  would  give  opportimity  for 
tonsultation  and  discussion,  and  he 
Relieved  it  would  facilitate  the  carrying 
out  of  the  regulations.  Knowing,  as 
lie  did,  something  of  the  habits  of  the 
working  classes  in  our  manufacturing 
towns,  he  thought  six  weeks  would  be 
in  many  cases  extremely  inconvenient. 
Ilie  most  worthy  members  of  the  class 


moved  from  one  part  of  the  town  to 
another.  Opportunities  of  work  in  a 
particular  mill  or  factory  varied  from 
time  to  time  and  they  were  obliged  to 
change  their  residence.  He  was  quite 
sure  they  would  feel  it  a  very  great 
hardship  to  be  called  upon  to  issue 
new  applications  on  every  occasion. 
These  points  were  really  of  very  great 
importance.  He  wished  to  remove 
doubts  and  to  say  something  which 
might  conduce  to  such  modifications 
of  these  regulations  as  might  procure 
their  more  effective  working. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  21»  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  desires,'  and  insert  the  words  '  expresses  a 
desire  that.*  "— (5tr  Francis  Powell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*'  desires '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARYtothe  board  of  EDUCATION 
(Mr.  Trevelyan,  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Elland)  said  the  Government  had  no  objec- 
tion to  accepting  this  Amendment.  It 
appeared  in  effect  to  be  a  verbal 
Amendment  and  expressed  perhaps 
a  little  more  clearly  the  object  they 
had  in  view.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  made  it  perfectly  clear  that  these 
regulations  were  only  put  forward  as  a 
draft  with  a  view  to  seeing  what  the 
authorities  of  the  Church  thought  of  them. 
With  regard  to  the  term  of  six  weeks 
before  the  commencement  of  the  school,  he 
wished  to  make  it  clear  what  the  Minister 
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for  Education  intended.  It  was  thought 
that  there  should  be  full  opportunity 
for  the  facilities  being  started  at  the, 
beginning  of  thd  term.  There  was  a 
vacation  of  four  weeks  before  one  of  the 
terms,  and  the  idea  was  that  the  parents 
shoidd  express  their  desire  for  facilities 
by  giving  an  announcement  of  their 
desire  before  the  last  term  came  to  a 
conclusion.  The  Government  felt  it 
woidd  very  likely  be  preferred  that  this 
request  should  be  made  a  week  before  • 
the  term  started,  and  they  simply  put 
forward  the  period  named  as  their  first 
{iroposal.  If  they  gathered  that  it  .was 
the  opinion  of  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite 
and  the  authorities  in  the  Church  that 
it  would  be  simpler  and  more  satisfactory 
to  have  a  shorter  period  the  Gk)vemment 
would  be  ready  to  accept  that  general 
view,  and  make  the  regulations  in  accord- 
ance with  the  general  desire  of  those 
parents  who  wished  to  have  the  facilities. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said  the  point  which 
he   thought   was    of   great   importance 
was  that  the  desire  to  be  expressed  by  the 
parents  for  Cowper-Temple  religion  and 
for  special  religion  should  be  expressed 
identically  in  the  same  manner.    It  was 
most  undesirable  from  his  point  of  view 
that  there  should  be  any  difference  in 
the  manner  of  expressing  the  desire  of 
the  parent  for  Gowper- Temple  teaching 
a^d  for  special  religious  teaching.    As 
the  Bill  stood  at  the  present  moment 
no  method  of  expressing  the  desire  of 
the  parent  was  laid  down,  although  it  was 
mandatory  upon  the  authority  to  set 
aside  for  three-quarters  of  an  hour  the 
school  for  Cowper-Temple  teaching  for 
the  children  whose  parents  desired  that 
they    ahould   receive    that    instruction. 
There  was  no  proVisipn  at  all  as  to  how 
that  desire  Was  to  be  expressed  or  ascer- 
tained.   Did  the  Government  presumje 
that  intention,  or,  if  no  desire  was  ex- 
pressed^ would  the  child  be  obliged  to  have 
secular  education  ?    Subsection    (b)    of 
Section   1   set  asidj^  for  three-quarters 
of.  an  hour  the  school  for  Cowper-Temple 
teaching,  but  it  enacted  that  that  teachmg 
should,  be  given  to  those  parents  who 
desired  the  children  to  receive  that  in- 
struction.   No  provision  was  made  in  the 
Bill  prescribing  the  mode  by  which  the 
desire  of  the  parent  was  to  be  expressed 

Jtf f.  TreveJyan, 


or  how  it  was  to  be  ascertained  by  the 
local   authority.    He   wished   to   know 
specifically  if  no  desire  was  expressed 
one  way  or  the  other,  would  Cowper- 
Temple  instruction  be  given,  to  the  child 
automatically  1    If  that  were  so,  he  sub- 
mitted with  great  respect  that  it  wa» 
not  right  that,  in  the  absence  of  any 
express  desire  for  Cowper-Temple  instruc- 
tion^ that  instruction  should  be  tivught 
as  a  matter  of  form.    Obviously  what 
was  fair  was  that  the  expressipn  of  both 
desires   should  be   in   the   same    form^ 
and   should  not   be  influenced  in  the 
smallest   degree    by   the    procedure    of 
the     local    education    authority.      The 
Prime  Minister  had  expressed  his  desire 
to  treat  both  forms  of  reli^us  teaching 
with    absolute    fairness    and    equality,, 
and  it  was  very  important  to  obtain  t^iat 
result.  '      .  • ' 

Me.  RUNGIMAN  did  not  know  whether 
this  point  was  quite  germane  to  the 
Amendment,  but  in  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  might  say  that  they 
proposed,  with  regard  to  Cowper-Temple 
teaching,  to  leave  it  in  exactly  the  same 
position  as  it  was  now.  It  would  be  & 
very  serious  matter  for  the  Gt)vemment 
to  disturb  an  arrangement  /which  had 
stood  good  for  thirty-eight  years  and 
was  well  recognised  by  parents  all  over 
the  country.  They  did  not  propose 
to  make  any  change  as  regarded  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  the  Government 
on  this  point  spoke  as  if  this  proposal 
was  only  to  apply  to  council  schoob. 
If  the  principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  to  be  observed-* 

♦The  CHAIRMAN::  I  allowed  this 
question  to  be  put,  although  I  tlioaght 
it  was  verv  doubtful  whethfer  it  was  in 
order.  What  the  noble  Lord  is  now 
doing  is  arguing  upon  something  we 
hJEive  already  disposed  of  upon  Clause  1. 

Lord  R.  CBCIL  contended  that  he  was 
not  out  of  order  because  he  was  opposed 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan,  which  .seemed  to  him  t^ 
increase  the  difference  between  the  twtv 
forms  of  religious  instruction  which 
already  appeared  in  the  Bill.  He  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  reply,  .to  the  Minister 
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iir  Education  who  desired  that  a  dis- 
tinction should  exist,  and  he  had  accepted 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
emphasised  that  point.     On  this  Amend- 
ment he  claimed  that  he  was  entitled 
to  show  why  he  did  not  desire  any  difier- 
ence     made     between     Cowper-Temph 
teaching  and  religious  instruction  of  a 
different  character.    The  Board  of  E  iuca- 
tion    had    justified    the    treatment    of 
Cowper-Temple  instructijn  differently  in 
this  respect  horn  denominational  religious 
teaching,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  thatCowper-Temple  instruction 
liad  for  thirty-eight  years  been  the  rule, 
and  parents  all  over  the  country  knew 
▼hat  their  rights  were  in  regard  to  it. 
That,  however,  was  the  reverse  of  the 
fact  when  they  came  to  deal  with  trans- 
ferred voluntary  schools.    He  did  not 
think  it  was  a  good  argument  even  with 
reference  to  council   schools,  but  it  was 
clearly  bad  when  they  dealt  with  trans- 
ferred     voluntary      schools.    If      the 
view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
to  be  carried  out,  what  they  ought  to 
provide   was  that  in   every  transferred 
voluntary    school     the     old     religious 
teaching    should    be    given   as   a    mat- 
ter of   course,  and  it  should  only   be 
whoi  the  parents  expressed  a  desire  for 
Cowper-Templeism  that  they  should  get 
it  in  those  schools.    This  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  really  crucial  question,  and  he 
thou^t  it  was  a  point  on  which  they 
were  entitled  to  test  the  reality  of  th^ 
facilities    offered.    Unless    a    real,    fair, 
aad  unbiassed  choice  was  given  it  would 
be,  to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon. 
Xember  for  North-West  Ham,  playing 
with  loaded  dice,  and  he  desired  that 
they  should  deal  fairly  and  absolutely 
impartially  between   the  two  kinds  of 
leKgious  instruction.    Unless   that  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  these 
facilities  would  be  exactly  as  they  were 
described    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
Bichmond,  namely,   a  mere  temporary 
silving  of  the  consciences  of  Churchmen, 
which    was    intended    to     pass    away, 
leaving   a    universal    imdenominational 
sjstem  of  religious  instruction  through- 
out the  country.    The  real  question  was. 
were  these  faciHties  to  be  effective  or  not  ? 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  lishops  and 
archbishops  who   had   gone    so   lightly 
into  these   negotiations    intended    that 
Cowper-Temple  religion  should  be  given 


an  advantage  from  the  outset.  He  did 
not  believe  that  was  their  intention  now* 
They  thought  evidently  that  in  these 
provisions — ^he  did  not  think  they  were 
all  familiar  with  the  constructior  of  Acts 
of  Parliament — they  had  got  a  real, 
definite,  and  effective  right  of  entry. 
Unless  the  two  forms  of  religious  in- 
struction were  treated  impartially  they 
had  not  got  an  impartial  right  of  entry. 
He  was  asking  for  complete  impartiality 
and  not  for  anything  new. 

♦TheCHAIRMAN:  Ihavebeenlookirg 
into  the  point  of  order.  I  do  not  see  how 
this  matter  can  be  raised  on  this  Amend- 
ment. I  think,  however,  it  can  be  raised 
on  the  Amendment  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  St.  Pancras. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  in  that  case  he 
would  not  proceed  with  his  remarks  and 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  urged  his  hon. 
friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment. 

♦Sm  FRANCIS  POWELL  said  his 
desire  was  to  make  the  provisions  as 
to  both  teachings  identical,  but  the  course 
of  the  debate  under  the  restrictions  im- 
posed had  rendered  it  impossible  to  raise 
that  issue,  and  therefore  he  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  because  it 
had  already  served  the  purpose  he 
intended. 

Mr.  F0R8TER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks)  said 
that  before  leave  was  given  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  he  wished  to  invite  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education  to 
give  an  answer  to  the  point  raised  by  his 
right  hon.  friend  as  to  whether  the  form 
in  which  the  parents'  desire  was  to  be 
expressed  was  really  the  same  in  regard 
to  Covp?r-Temple  tea  hing  as  it  was  in 
regar^i  to  special  religious  teaching  in  the 
transferred  schools.  The  right  hon.Gentle- 
man  did  not  answer  that  point,  and  he 
hoped  he  would  tell  the  Committee  now 
whether  they  were  to  express  their  desire 
in  the  same  form  and  language. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  to  follow  up  the  point,  because 
the  hon.  Member  knew  what  happened 
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now  in  regard  to  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing. He  was  equally  well  aware  that  in 
voluntary  schools  on  four  days  in  the 
week  and  sometimes  on  three  days  in  the 
week  there  was  given  what  was  almost 
identical  with  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
in  those  schools.  [Cries  of  "No."]  It 
was  proposed  that  in  the  transferred 
voluntary  schools  the  education  should 
be  treated  in  the  same  way  as  before. 
The  system  would  not  be  altered. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  Oxford  Uni- 
versity) said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  put  the  matter  in  a  very  satis- 
factory way.  Under  the  present  arrange- 
ment as  the  law  stood,  the  child  attending 
a  council  school  got  Cowper-Temple 
teaching.  The  child  who  went  to  a 
voluntary  school  got  automatically  the 
religious  teaching  of  the  denomination 
to  which  the  school  belonged.  It  might 
very  well  be  that  ordinarily  what  might 
be  called  Christian  teaching  in  certain 
Church  schools  would  differ  very 
materially  from  the  teaching  given  in 
council  schools.  As  he  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  proposed 
that  Cowper-Temple  teaching  should 
be  the  normal  teaching,  and  that  the 
child  should  get  it  automatically  whether 
the  parent  expressed  any  desire  or  not, 
but  that  in  the  case  of  other  teaching 
there  should  be  an  expression  of  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  parent.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant  that,  he  wished  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  had  not  said  so.  The  words  of  the 
first  section  did.  require  that  the  parent 
should  express  a  desire  that  his  child 
should  receive  certain  teaching.  Hither- 
to there  had  been  no  requirement 
cf  any  such  expression  on  the 
part  of  the  parent,  and,  therefore 
the  first  clause  as  it  stood,  did  not 
express  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  clause  which  they  were 
discussing  did  not  express  what  he  and 
his  friends  wished  to  see  expressed,  and 
he  would  point  out  that  the  only  way 
to  solve  the  difficulty  was  to  throw  on 
the  local  education  authority  the  onus  of 
ascertaining  what  was  the  desire  of 
the  parent  in  every  case  in  respect  of 
the  religious  instruction  to  be  given  to 
his  child. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Mr,  Runciman. 


♦Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  (St.  Pancias,  W.) 
moved  an  Amendment  providing  that 
where  the  parent  of  any  child  in  atten- 
dance  at   a   public   elementary    school 
provided  by  the  local  education  authority 
desired  that  child  to  receive  religious 
instruction,    the   authority  shall   make 
available    any    accommodation    in    the 
schoolhouse   which   can   reasonably   be 
so  made  available.    He  admitted  that 
this  Amendment  lost  some  of  its  point, 
because,   on   account  of  the   falling  of 
the    guillotine     (for     which      he      did 
not    vote)   on    the    previous    night,  he 
had  not  been  able  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  Paragraph  (b)  of  Clause   1,  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  and  which, 
if  it  had  been  carried,  would  have  m&de 
the  proposal  symmetrical.    His     object 
was  to  secure  perfect  equality  of  treat- 
ment in   respect   of   Cowper-Templeism 
and    denominational    religion,  to    dr&w 
no     distinction    as     to     the     use     of 
the  school  premises  between  the   two. 
When  the  Bill  of  1906  was  before  the 
House   he   voted    for   the    Ammidment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bumler. 
which  proposed  that  any  religious  iu- 
stiuction  given  in  school  premises  should 
be      outside     the     school     curriculom, 
and    not    at    the    public    expense.    He 
desired  to  raise  that  question  now,  in 
so  far  as  it  could  be  raised  on  this  Amend- 
ment.    Those  who  objected  to  the  rieht 
of  entry  founded  their  objection  mainly  on 
the   fact  that  the  religious   instruction 
would  be  part  of  the  school  curriculum. 
A  great  deal  of  that  objection  would  be 
removed  if,  while  the  use  of  the  school 
premises      was     allowed     for     religious 
teaching,     that     teaching     was     apart 
from  and    not   a    part    o'f    the    school 
curriculum     provided     at     the     public 
expense.     He     wished     to     draw     no 
distinction,   so   far   as   the  use   of    the 
school  premises  was  concerned,  between 
Cowper-Templeism   and   other    religious 
instruction.     That    might    be    regarded 
as  closely  similar  to  what  was  spoken 
of  as  the  secular  solution,  but  now  that 
so  much  deference  was  being  paid  to 
the   wishes   of   the    parent)    in    regard 
to     religion     it     necessarily      followed 
that     the    religious    instruction     ought 
to    be    given    outside    the    compulson' 
curriculum  of  the  school  and  at  the  ex- 
pense of  those  who  wished  to  have  their 
religion  tLUght.     Students  of  Stuart  Mill 
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would  remember  that  the  reason  he  gave 
to  justify  the  intervention  of  the  State 
in  the  matter  of  education  was  that  the 
case  was  not  one  in  which  the  judgment 
of  the  consumer  was  a  sufficient  guarantee 
for  the  goodness  of  the  commodity.  In 
the  particular  case  of  religious  in- 
struction the  judgment  of  the  parent 
w»8  now  supposed  to  be  a  sufficient 
guarantee  for  the  goodness  of  the  com- 
modity, and  on  the  principle  laid  down 
by  Mill  this  ought  not  therefore  to  be  a 
matter  for  State  intervention,  but  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  outside  the  compulsory 
cmriculum  of  the  school.  He  saw  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  that  the  grant- 
*mg  of  the  use  of  the  school  premises 
should  be  obligatory  on  the  local  educa- 
tion authority,  subject  to  the  condition 
that  the  accommodation  could  reasonably 
be  made  available.  At  present  school 
premises  were  let  at  almost  nominal 
rentals  for  a  great  variety  of  purposes. 
In  some  cases  they  had  been  let  for 
Socialist  schools  on  Sunday,  and  if  they 
were  let  for  that  purpose,  he  could  not 
see  why  they  should  not  be  available 
outside  of  school  hours  for  those  children 
whose  parents  desired  that  they  should 
receive  instruction  in  accordance  with 
the  tenets  which  they  held. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  2,  line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the 
vord  *  instruction,'  to  the  word  *  make,*  in 
ime  27,  and  to  insert  the  words  *  the  authority 
ihalL'  "— <5tr  W.  J,  Collins.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wofds 
proposed  to  be  left  out  to  the  word 
*that,'  in  line  22,  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

The  attorney-general  (Sir 
W.  RoBSON,  South  Shields)  said  he 
recognised  the  importance  of  the  Amend- 
ment, especially  from  the  point  of  view 
ef  hon.  Members  opposite.  But  the 
issues  were  well  understood.  The  ques- 
tion here  was  whether  there  should  be 
«iiy  form  of  religious  teaching  which 
should  operate  normally  in  the  schools. 
But  the  local  authority  could  not  tell 
to  which  of  the  various  denominations 
in  its  district  the  parents  wished  to 
^ere,  and  the  parent  had  to  make  a 
selection  if  he  wished  a  special  form 
of  religious  teaching  to  be  given  to  his 


child.    Did  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
were  most  likely  to  support  this  Amend- 
ment,   wish    that    a    large    number    of 
parents  who  might  be  IndifEerent,  apa- 
thetic, or  careless  should  have  no  form 
of  religious  teaching  automatically  pro- 
vided ?    He  supposed  that  among  the 
adherents  of  religious  teaching  there  were 
many  persons  who  would  rather  see  some 
elementary  form  of  religious  instruction 
automatically    provided,    even    though 
they  might  not  agree  with  it  or  believe 
that  it  satisfied  their  wants.     The  effect 
of  the   Amendment  would  be    to  dis- 
establish and  disendow  religious  educa- 
tion in  general,  only  leaving  it  applicable 
in  cases  where  the  parent  was  siifficiently 
in  earnest  about  it  to  make  a  specific 
request.     He   did   not   think  that  this 
was  exactly  what  hon.  Members  opposite 
meant,  while  on  the  point  raised  by  the 
Amendment  the  Bill  did  make  a  distinc- 
tion   between    Cowper-Templeism    and 
other    forms    of    religious    instruction. 
His  noble  friend  the  Member  for  East 
Marylebone  desired  an  explicit  answer 
from  the  Government  on  the  point.     He 
thought  that  was  reasonably  clear  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill  itself.      In  Clause  2  power 
was  given  to  the  Board  of  Education  to 
make  regulations  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  parent  was  to  communicate 
with    the    local    education    authority. 
There  was  no  such  power  in  Clause  1. 
He    thought    that    was    a    distinction. 
Did   hon.    Members   really   desire   that 
there  should  be  no  distinction  whatever 
between  the  normal  religious  teaching 
of  the  school  and  the  teaching  which 
required  to  be  specified  and  particularly 
demanded  in  writing  ?     It  was  a  very 
remarkable  tribute  to  the   attitude   of 
the   community   towards  the   provision 
in  the  Act  of  1870  with  regard  to  Cowper- 
Temple   teaching.     That  provision  had 
worked  without  complaint,  without  sus- 
picion,   without    friction,    and    without 
difficulty  throughout  the  country.     He 
imderstood  that  only  thirty  local  authori- 
ties in  England  and  Wales  did  not  adopt 
that  provision.    Why,  then,  should  this 
rule  be  withdrawn  ?     The  Amendment, 
he  thought,  would  put  a  novel  and  un- 
necessary impediment,  though  a  slight 
one,  to  the  giving  of  religious  instruction, 
and  he  thought  that  on  reflection  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  consider  that 
that    was    desirable.     The    Bill    itself 
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was  founded  on  the  assumption  tliat 
there  should  be  a  form  of  religious 
teaching. 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  he 
thought  that  it  was  quite  possible  to 
effect  what  they  wanted  without  creat- 
ing any  invidious  distinction  between 
thlis  or  that  form  of  religious  teaching. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  Attomey- 
Oeneral  that  it  would  be  a  pity  in  many 
parts  of  our  crowded  towns  where 
parents  were  indifferent  and  there  was 
not  that  access  to  various  forms  of 
spiritual  advice  which  would  bring  home 
to  them  their  responsibility  to  their 
children,  that  the  parents  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  their  opinicm  before 
the  children  received  any  religious  in- 
struction at  all.  Might  it  not  be  as- 
sumed in  every  school  that  the  parents 
desired  their  children  to  have  some 
religious  instruction  ?  Might  they  not 
on  that  assumption  make  it  the  duty 
of  the  Jocal  education  authority  to 
ascertain  what  form  of  religious  in- 
struction the  parent  desired  ?  That 
might  be  done  without  imposing  any 
undue  burden  on  the  local  authority 
and  without  making  any  invidious  dis- 
tinction between  one  form  of  reli^ous 
teaching  and  another ;  and  would 
secure  that  every  child  woiJd  get  the 
religious  teaching  which  the  parent 
desired. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  had  listened 
to  the  Attomey-GJeneral's  speech  with 
considerable  interest.  The  argument  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
that  there  should  be  a  State  form  of 
religion. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  certainly 
never  said  anything  of  the  sort ;  he  was 
the  last  man  in  the  House  to  say  so. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  know 
what  on  earth  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant  then  in  his  speech. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  in  the  case  of  apathetic  parents 
who  would  not  sav  whether  their  children 
should  have  any  religious  teaching  at 
all,  the  local  authorities  should  see  that 
some  form  of  religious  teaching  was 
given.  As  he  understood  the  argument 
on   the   other   side,   it   was  that   there 

Sir  W.  BobsTn. 


ought  to  be  established  and  endowed 
in  every  school  some  form  of  religicui 
teaching,  which  might  be  of  a  particular 
character  or  no  particular  character, 
and  that  that  was  to  be  given  to  all 
children  unless  the  parents  took  tl» 
trouble  to  demand  under  the  terms  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  religious  instruc- 
tion of  a  different  character  which  they 
desired.  He  maintained  that  that  wm 
not  just,  that  that  was  not  making  the 
facilities  for  giving  special  religious  teach- 
ing effective.  They  were  loading  the 
dice.  They  were  saying  that  one  form 
of  religious  teaching  should  be  gi^rvn. 
They  w-jre  not  dealing  on  this  sectioD 
with  the  question  whether  the  religious 
teaching  should  be  paid  for  by  the  pareoU 
or  whether  there  should  be  freedom  of 
religious  teaching.  What  they  were 
arguing  now  was  that  the  parent  should 
be  asked  when  his  child  came  to  school : 
"What  particular  form  of  religbos 
teaching  do  you  want  for  yonr  child ! " 
That  was  done  in  the  day  ixidustna) 
schools  of  the  country  with  perfe<*t  satis- 
faction to  all  concerned ;  so  that  there 
was  nothing  novel  in  what  they  were 
asking  by  this  Amendment.  They  were 
only  asking  what  was  already  the  bw 
with  regard  to  the  industrial  srhooK 
and  that  did  not  seeiA  to  him  to  be  an 
excessive  demand.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Morley  said  that  this  proviaoo 
requiring  a  petition  from  the  paienta 
would  infallibly  lead  to  canvassing  br 
the  ecclesiastical  individuals  whom  he 
called  curates,  and  the  hon.  Gentltf&an 
thought  there  was  a  danger  in  that 
He  was  delighted  and  refreshed  to  bear 
from  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
the  charge  was  quite  unfounded  that 
opportunities  were  made  use  of  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  to  p«t 
unfair  pressure  on  the  parents  of  tbe 
children  in  the  parish  who  were  not 
members  of  their  denomination  to  mf^ 
petitions  in  favour  of  religious  instmctkm. 
If  such  a  danger  existed,  it  would  abso- 
lutely disappear  if  it  was  made  the  duty 
of  the  State  to  say  when  a  child  caof 
to  school :  "  What  religious  teackin| 
do  yon  want  ?  That  rehgious  teac&io^ 
which  you  want  shall  be  given  to  yoa 
within  the  limits  of  practicabilitT.''  ftnely 
that  was  simple  justice.  He  couU  dm 
understand  how,  when  thev  had  tW 
example  of  the  system  working  weD  0 
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tke  day  industrial  schools,  wUcli  liad 
produced  the  most  admirable  results, 
ind  had  never  divided  the  esfrit  de  cwps 
of  the  schools,  they  should  adopt  a  new- 
^igled  system  which  had  nothing  to 
be  said  for  it  except  that  it  would  put 
die  voluntary  schools  at  a  disadvantage. 


*Mr.  ADKINS  (Lancashire,  Middleton) 
said  he  was  quite  unable  to  accept  the 
view  of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  a  special 
fonn  of  religious  teaching.  Many  of 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House  would 
not  support  this  Bill,  or  help  this  sug- 
gested compromise,  if  they  thought  it 
Wis  going  to  upset  the  practice  followed 
for  80  many  years  of  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  being  the  ordinary  religious 
teaching  as  matter  of  course  in  the  public 
elementary  schools.  There  was  this 
difference  between  that  teaching  and  the 
special  teaching  which  the  noble  Lord 
lad  so  ably  and  conscientiously  put 
before  this  House,  that  the  latter  was 
connected  with  the  fortunes  and  desires 
of  particular  religious  societies,  and  if 
tkose  ideals  were  carried  out  by  this 
Amendment  they  would  have  every 
sebool  in  the  country  a  place  in  which 
rival  religious  organisations  were  laying 
tbe  greatest  stress  on  all  sorts  of  teaching 
▼hich  was  in  the  highest  degree  contro- 
versial, and  which  was  boimd  to  be  for 
the  interest  of  particular  religious 
societies. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  desired  to  point  out 
that  none  of  these  criticisms  turned  out 
to  be  accurate  when  they  dealt  with  the 
day  industrial  schools. 

*3tR.  ADKINS  said  he  was  coming  to 
the  day  industrial  schools,  which  loomed 
80  large  in  [the  noble  Lord's  view. 
Whatever  might  be  said  against  Cowper- 
Tcsmple  teaching,  it  had  during  the  last 
thirty-five  years  proved  less  controver- 
sial, and  led  to  less  acute  differences, 
than  any  other  more  complete  forms  of 
religious  instruction,  and  when  they  had 
to  deal  with  the  undoubted  fact  that 
there  were  many  persons  who  did  not 
look  at  these  things  with  the  theological 
acumen  of  the  noble  Lord  there  was 
great  ground  fojr  having  a  less  contro- 
versial form  of  religious  teaching  made 
the  ordinary  common  procedure  of  the 
school,  except  for  parents  who  wished 


to  withdraw  their  children  from  it^ 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  build  his 
argument  most  specially  on  the  day 
industrial  schools,  but  when  they  were 
dealing  with  them  and  with  reformatories 
the  segregation  had  taken  place  before 
the  school  was  formed. 

Lord  R,  CECIL  :  No ;  not  in  the 
ordinary  day  industrial  school. 

*Mr.  ADKINS  said  the  ordinary  day 
industrial  school  had  to  deal  with  a 
particular  type  of  child  who  was  best 
dealt  with  there,  and  was  not  left  free 
to  go  to  an  ordinary  school  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and,  therefore,  they  were 
not  dealing  with  the  general  competition, 
and  general  access  of  any  child  in  the 
neighbourhood,  and  they  were  not  dealing 
with  the  ordinary  kind  of  child.  He 
did  not,  in  this  friendly  discussion^ 
wish  to  use  any  expression  which  waa 
too  polemical,  but  he  would  remark  that 
in  the  day  industrial  school  and  in  the 
reformatory  the  problem  was  easier, 
because  Nonconformity  provided  n(> 
appreciable  quota  to  the  insubordinate 
or  criminal  classes.  He  did  not  wish, 
to  base  his  support  of  the  Government 
on  any  facts  of  a  kind  which 
might  be  looked  upon  in  a  different 
way.  He  wished  to  base  his  support 
of  the  Government  on  the  general  ground 
that  Cowper-Templeism  had  worked  well 
for  thirty-five  years,  and  if  this  com- 
promise was  to  go  through,  the  feelinga 
of  those  who  supported  board  schools 
and  coimcil  schools  through  all  this- 
period  must  be  considered,  and  Cowper- 
Templeism,  if  not  by  its  defects,  by  its 
merits,  led  less  to  controversy,  and  waa 
less  connected  with  the  particular  in- 
terest of  religious  societies  than  any 
other  teaching,  and,  therefore  stood 
on  a  different  footing.  There  was  no- 
reason,  therefore,  why  the  general  uni- 
form type  of  Cowper-Temple  teaching, 
which  had  raised  no  acute  dislike  in 
the  schools,  should  not  remain  where  it 
was  to-day  in  the  ordinary  life  of  the 
school. 

Mb.  LYTTELTON  said  that  for  his 
part  he  could  not  support  this  Amend- 
ment because,  although  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  spirit  of  it,  viz.,  that  which 
dictated  that  all  forms  of  religion  should 
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be  admitted,  he  certainly  could  not  sup- 
iport  that  part  of  it  which  laid  it  down 
that  in  the  absence  of  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  parent  the  child  should 
Tecerve  no  religious  education  at  all. 
That,  he  thought,  was  absolutely  in- 
:admissible,  and  he  was  sure  if  hon. 
]yiembers  would  consider  for  a  moment, 
if  they  placed  any  value  on  religious 
education  at  all,  they  would  agree 
that  it  would  be  deplorable  that 
the  children  of  the  drunkard  and  the 
iw^astrel,  who  very  often  grew  up  to  be 
^excellent  citizens,  should  be  deprived  of 
"that  which  they  specially  stood  in  need. 
Be  only  got  up  to  say  that  in  order  to 
make  his  own  position  perfectly  clear, 
l)ecause,  although  he  ventured  to  dis- 
approve of  that  portion  of  the  hon. 
Ifember's  Amendment,  he  entirely  ap- 
-proved  of  the  principle  which  would 
give  equality  between  the  religions.  As 
-to  that,  he  did  not  wish  to  add  a  single 
i^ord  to  what  had  been  said  by  his  noble 
iriend  behind  him  or  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford. 

♦Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) 
'Said  the  cardinal  distinction  which  had 
now  been  introduced  was  that  in  the  case 
of  denominational  teaching  they  could 
-only  give  one  kind,  but  when  they  came 
to  what  he  preferred  to  call  fundamental 
Christian  teaching,  but  which  had  most 
imfortunately  been  called  Cowper-Tem- 
"pleism,  they  could  give  that  concurrently 
^th  denominational  teaching.  Under 
the  present  Bill  they  would  have  three 
days  a  week  for  fundamental  Christian 
teaching  and  two  days  a  week  for  de- 
nominational, in  both  cases  by  desire  cf 
the  parents.  They  were  not  going  to 
give  the  child  Wesleyan  and  Church  of 
llngland  teaching,  but  they  were  going 
to  take  the  fundamental  Christian  teach- 
ing and  give  that  for  three  days  a  week, 
and  on  the  top  of  that  came  denomina- 
tional teaching,  with  which  it  in  no  way 
•conflicted  but  for  which  it  furnished  the 
-very  best  ground.  That  was  the  dis- 
tinction on  which  the  whole  compromise 
-and  Bill  was  based  on  its  religious  side, 
-and  he  thought  it  a  fair  one.  Its  fairness 
"had  been  proved  by  upwards  of  thirty-five 
years  successful  teaching  in  the  school 
board  and  council  schools,  and  on  Sunday 
they  had  denominational  teaching  of  the 
kind  given  in  Sunday  schools  up  and 
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down  the  country  concurrently  with 
fundamental  Christian  teaching  given 
on  week-days.  Nobody  had  ever  heard 
one  single  word  in  the  undenomina- 
tional teaching  against  any  form  of 
denominationalism,  and  because  there 
had  been  that  broad  basis  of  funda- 
mental Christianity  therefore  there  had 
been  the  great  success  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  and  which  had  been  testified  to 
by  many  lea  in^  churchmen,  arc'i- 
bishops,  bishops,  and  by  layman  who 
were  loyal  churchmen. 

Mr.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaksi 
said  he  certainly  desired  that  every  child 
should  receive  some  form  of  religions 
education,  but  he  did  not  think  he 
could  support  the  Amendment,  because  it 
struck  out  of  the  Bill  the  first  and,  he 
thought,  only  effective  reference  to 
religious  education  other  than  Cowper- 
Templeism,  and  if  it  were  accepted  they 
should  be  left  without  any  reference  to 
special  religious  instruction  in  the  Bill  at 
all.  Under  those  circumstances  his  hon. 
friend  would  see  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  support  the  Amendment 
and  he  had  only  risen  to  make  that  quite 
clear. 

♦Mr.  NAPIER  (Kent,  Faversham) 
said  he  rose  mainly  for  the  purpose  of 
uttering  a  few  words  oi  protest  against 
the  statement  of  his  noble  friend  the 
Member  for  Marylebone  that  under  this 
Bill  it  was  intended,  or  it  ought  to  be  the 
case,  that  there  shouldbecomplete  equality 
with  regard  to  undenominational  and 
denominational  religion.  After  all,  they 
were  discussing  not  so  much  what  ought 
to  take  place  in  the  abstract,  but  what 
as  a  matter  of  fact  was  the  agreement 
between  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  and  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. It  was  true  the  details  of  that 
agreement  might  not  be  settled,  but 
certain  things  were  already  settled,  as 
they  saw  by  the  correspondence  which 
had  already  passed.  It  seemed  clear  from 
thftt  that  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbniy 
did  not  intend  that  denominational 
teaching  should  be  in  anything  like  the 
same  position  as  undenominational 
teaching.  The  Archbishop  had  already 
agreed  thpt  they  should  differ,  seeing  thf-t 
Church  children  were  to  receive  Cowper- 
Temple  instruction  on  three  days  ia  the 
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week  and  Church  teaching  on  two  da3r8. 
Undoubtedly,  therefore,  denominational 
teaching  was  to  be  on  quite  a  different  foot* 
ing  from  undenominational.   The  Arch- 
bishop had  also  agreed  that  undenomina- 
tional teaching  should  be  paid  for  by 
the  State,  while  denominational  teach- 
ing was  not  to  be  paid  for  in  that  way ; 
also   that  the  head   teacher  should   be 
allowed  to  give  undenominational  teach- 
ing, and   above   all   that  the    Cowper- 
Templeism  should  be  compulsory  upon 
local  authorities.    In  the  face  of  all  that, 
how  was  it  possible  to  say  that  it  was 
intended  that  denominational  teaching 
shouM    have     equal    advantages     with 
andenominationaH  What  was  intended, 
and  what  he  believed  would  be  carried 
out,  was  a  right  of  entry  which  would  be 
made  an  effective  one  and  which  could 
be  used  by  every  parent  who  desired  it. 
He  did  not  think  it  had  even  been  sug- 
gested by  anyone  until  that  afternoon 
that  Cowper-Templeism  and  denomina- 
tional teaching  were  on  the  same  footing. 
If  he  might  make  an  egotistical  remark, 
be  might  say  that  all  this  trouble  would 
have  been  avoided  if   the  Government 
bad  accepted  his  Amendment  that  the 
word  "  permits "  instead    of   the    word 
*' desires  "  shotdd  be  inserted  in  Clause  1. 
The  hen.   Member  for   Oxford  Univer- 
sity had   put    forth    a    most  specious 
proposition  which  on  its  face  appeared 
to  be  fair  all  round.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man   had    said    that    he    was    much 
inpressed   with   the    argument   of     the 
Attomev-Greneral  that  unless  there  was 
•ome   State   form    of  undenominational 
religion  in  the  schools  a  large  number  of 
the  children  of  this  country  would  go 
without  any  religious  instruction  at  all. 
That   was    true.    There   would    be    an 
OTerwhelming  number.    Not  more  than 
one  out  of  ten  of  the  working  classes 
eTer  attended   a   place  of  worship   on 
Sm^ays,   and   although  he  might   say 
he  was  a  member  of  a  particular  de- 
nomination because  his  grandmother  or 
mother  was  a  member  of  it,  everybody 
knew  very  well  that  he  was  not.    The 
hon.    Member    for    Oxford   University 
WW  very   clearly   that    it    would   not 
do  to   say   there  should  not  be  some 
normal    form    of   religious   instruction, 
&Bd  therefore  made  the   specious  sug- 
gestion that  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the 
k>cal  authority  to   ascertain  from  the 


parents  of  the  children  who  came  to  the 
schools  what  religion  they  belonged  to. 
In  his  opinion  that  was  a  most  pernicious, 
thing  to  do.  It  would  p^ly  result  in. 
crossexamining  people  who  had  no- 
religious  convictions  whatever.  It  wa«^ 
absurd  for  the  local  authority  to  go  out 
of  its  way  to  try  and  find  out  what  re- 
ligion the  parents  wished  their  childxen 
taught,  and  unless  the  parents  actually 
came  forward  and  said  they  desired 
their  children  to  be  brought  up  in  a 
particular  denomination,  in  his  opinion, 
the  local  authority  should  pitt  tbes^ 
children  with  those  whose  parents  were 
content  that  they  should  be  taught  those 
common  principles  of  Christianity  which. 
underlay  all  systems  of  denominationali 
teaching,  and  without  which  no  denomi- 
nation could  exist. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent„ 
Ashford)  thought  that  it  would  be  better 
if  the  Committee  could  get  rid  of  the 
Amendment  and  proceed  to  something 
that  was  more  practicable,  because  he 
did  not  see  how  the  Amendment  could 
become  part  of  the  Bill.  He  took  excep- 
tion to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Faversham.  He  had  understood  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  been  very  active 
in  attempting  to  obtain  religious  educa- 
tion, but  the  gist  of  his  arguments  now 
was  that  nine-tenths  of  the  parents  of 
the  children  of  the  country  did  not  care 
whether  their  children  had  any  religious, 
education  or  not. 

*Mft.  NAPIER  said  he  did  not  intend 
to  say  that  and  hoped  he  did  not  say 
so.  What  he  meant  was  that  nine- 
tenths  of  the  parents  had  no  bias  in 
favour  of  any  particular  denomination. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  said  the 
evidence  they  had  was  in  an  entirely^ 
opposite  direction,  seeing  that  all  the 
years  that  these  provided  schools  had 
been  existing  there  had  been  a  strong 
bias  in  favour  of  the  denominational 
schools  which  were  for  some  time  in  a 
large  majority.  So  far  as  anybody 
reading  the  Bill  was  concerned,  the  use 
of  the  word  "  desires "  by  the  parent 
pointed  to  equality  of  treatment,  and. 
except  for  a  very  acute  lawyer  he  imagined 
that  that  would  be  the  understanding 
arrived  at.^He  personally  was  strongly 
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in  favour  of  the  provlsioiis  of  the 
Bill,  especially  those -with  regard  to  the 
light  of  entry,  but  the  right  of  entry, 
to  be  rdade  effective,  must  not  siriEer 
irom  any  disadvantageotis  treatnrent 
-except  the  fact  that  Cowper-Templeism 
was  to  be  the  established,  normal^  and 
-endowed  religion  of  the  schools,  while 
the  other  religions  were  unendowed. 

*Mr.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade) 
said  from  his  point  of  view  it  would  be 
lar  more  just  to  put  both  Gowper'- 
Templeism  and  denominationalism  out 
of  schoolhours  altogether,  but  as 
this  was  a  compromise  he  was  going  to 
support  it.  But  he  would  much  regret 
if  one  of  the  results  of  the  comproinise 
were  to  be  to  institute  a  prJicticaVy 
compulsory  creed  register  for  all  the 
parents  in  the  schools.  He  would  prefer 
to  le^ve  it  to  the  parents  to  register 
themselves  if  they  desired. 

'■  Mr.  EVELYN  CECIL  (Aston  Manor) 
said  he  could  not  understand  why  hon. 
Members  should  not  recognise  the 
possibility  of  equality  of  treatment 
between  Cowper-Templeism  and  denomi- 
nationalism. This  equaUty  existed  in 
the  day  industrial  schools,  the  poor  law 
schools,  and  the  military  and  naval 
schools  of  this  country,  and  in  no  single 
instance  had  it  given  rise  to  any  friction 
or  any  difficulty.  He  could  not  help 
greatly  regretting  that  the  (Sovemment 
had  not  been  able  to  proceed  upon  these 
lines.  They  had  the  instances  of  its 
success  before  them  which  he  had  already 
mentioned,  and  they  had  not  to  go  far 
abroad  to  see  how  the  same  principle 
succeeded.  They  had  only  to  go  to 
<3ermany  to  see  how  well  that  system 
worked,  especially  in  Bavaria,  and  there 
were  many  other  countries  in  Europe 
where  such  facilities  worked  as  well  as 
they  did  in  the  day  industrial  schools. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
reconsider  the  matter  and  adopt  some 
scheme  on  the  lines  he  had  indicated. 
Be  quite  failed  to  see  his  way  to  support 
the  Amendment.  It  only  provided  that 
religious  instruction  should  be  given  to 
A  child  if  the  parent  desired  and  asked 
for  it.  What  was  to  happen  to  the 
•child  whose  parent  did  not  ask  for  it  ? 
HeJ^resumed  that  if  the  Amendment 
passed,    the  child   whose    parents   had 
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failed  td  make  known  their  wishes 
would  get  no  feligious  instruction  at  alL 
If  that  were  the  case  the  Amendment 
created  a  purely  secular  basis,  and 
unless  parents  were  active  and  cared 
enough,  and  were  religious  enough  to 
ask  for  religious  instruction  for  their 
children  they  would  not  be  able  to  get 
even  Cowper-Temple  teaching  under  the 
Amsndment.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  could  not  support  the  Amendment, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  rejected.  He 
welcomed  the  spirit  of  conciliation  that 
was  abroad  and  he  was  sincerely  anxiom 
for  a  settlement,  but  he  was  anxiom 
for  a  settlenient  on  really  fair  terms. 
He  fully  recognised  the  advance  of 
Christian  brotherhood  in  bonds  of  peace. 
They  must  realise  that  there  must  be 
variety  in  Christendom,  but  not,  he 
hoped,  disunion. 

Mr.  LLEWELYN  WILLIAMS  saidthew 
was  a  great  deal  of  misconception  on  boiih 
sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  object  and 
effect  of  this  Amenmdent.  The  right  hon. 
(Jentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  seemed  to  think  that  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried  the  children 
of  drunkards  and  wastrels  would  have 
no  religious  education,  because  their 
parents  were  not  likely  to  ask  that  such 
teaching  should  be  given.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  apparently  for* 
gotten  that  unless  the  parent  did  apply 
that  his  child  should  receive  religions 
instruction  he  could  not  get  it  as  the  BiH 
stood.  In  Clause  1,  subsection  (b)  the 
parent  must  ask  for  religious  instruction 
to  be  given.  In  the  subsection  of  Oattse 
2,  also,  the  parent  must  ask  for  re&gioiu 
teaching.  So  that  there  was  reaDy  no 
point  in  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  with  regard  to  the  children  of  wasrtiek 
His  hon.  friends  sitting  around  him 
seemed  to  think  that  his  hon.  friend  who 
had  moved  the  Amendment  was  against 
Cowper-Temple  teaching.  For  himself, 
he  supported  the  Amendment,  and  h« 
had  never  said  a  word  against  Oowpe^ 
Temple  teaching  in  his  life.  Oowper- 
Temple  teaching  had  done  very  well 
during  the  last  thirty-eight  years. 
What  he  objected  to  was  not  the  chartc- 
ter  of  the  teaching  but  the  &ct  that  it 
was  paid  for  out  of  public  fandil,  and 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  Jifas  to  re* 
duce  Cowper-Temple  teaching  to  the  sama 
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position  under  the  Bill  as  denominational 
teacliing,  namely,  that  it  should  be  given 
in  school  hours  by  the  teachers  if  they  liked 
to  volunteer,  but  that  the  expense  of 
giving    that    Cowper-Temple     teaching 
should  fall  not  on  the  community,  many 
of   whom    objected  to    it,  or    did    not 
believe    in    it,   but    on    those    persons 
or    those    religious    organisations    who 
did    believe    in    it.      He    had    always 
been    taught    that    this    was    the    old 
Nonconformist  and  Liberal  position.      It 
was  a    position  which  had  never  been 
departed  from  as  far  as  he  knew  except 
at  the  instance  of  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  Nonconformists  all  over 
the  country  had  gradually  conceded,  for 
the  sake  of  peace,  the  giving  of  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  in  the  schools,  not  be- 
cause they  wanted  it,  but  because  they 
were  afraid,  or  imwilling,  to  pay  for  it 
out  of  their  own  pockets.    They  wanted 
to  come  to  some  sort  of  settlement  cf  the 
religious   difficulty   in   the   schools.    In 
Carmarthen    imder   the    Act    of    1870, 
every  school  in  the  county  was  a  secular 
school,  and  no  religious  teaching  of  any 
»ort  or  kind  was  given  in  it.    Not  that 
religious    education    was    not    wanted. 
There  were  more  scholars  to-day  in  the 
Sanday  schools  of  Wales  than  in  the 
day  schools,  and  it  was  absurd  to  say, 
tlieiefore,  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
secular  education  because  they  did  not 
care  for  religion.    They  did  not  have 
religious  teaching  in  the  schook  because 
they  did  not  Want  to  have  religion  dis- 
credited by  its  being  taught  by  people 
who  did  not  believe  in  it.     The  only 
way  to  teach  religion  was  by  having  it 
taught  by  people  who  believed  in  it,  and 
who  were  ready  to  sacrifice  themselves 
to  teach  to  others  the  religion  which  they 
loved,  and  not  because  it  was  part  of  their 
employment,  or  that  it  helped  to  keep 
discipline  in  the  school,  or  because  it 
furthered  their  Worldly  aims.    He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  no  real  religion  could  be 
taught    by  people  who    were  inspired 
hj  such  motives.    It  was  only  by  people 
who  felt  deeply  that  which  they  taught 
that  the  true  interests  of  religion  and  of 
education  could  be  advanced.    Noncon- 
foimists,  unfortunately  for  themselves, 
had  been  lured  step  by  step  from  an 
impregnable   position   for   the    sake   of 
peace.    He  was  sorry  to  say  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  around  him  had  now  come 


to  believe  in  established  and  endowed 
religion.  These  discussions  had  raised 
many  paradoxes,  and  it  was  especially 
paradoxical  to  hear  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  of  the  House  speaking  in 
favour  of  the  establishment  and  endow- 
ment of  one  form  of  religion.  The  ob- 
jection to  Cowper-Temple  teaching  was 
not  to  its  character,  but  to  the  fact  that 
it  Was  given  in  school  hours;  for  his 
part  he  abandoned  that  part  of  his  secular 
opinion  in  view  of  the  difficulties  which 
existed,  but  what  he  did  object  to  Was 
that  it  should  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates 
and  public  funds. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  the 
question  which  the  hoiL  Member  was 
discussing  did  not  arise  on  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  LLEWELYN  WILLIAMS  said 
he  was  obliged  to  the  Deputy-Chairman 
for  letting  him  deal  with  it  so  far,  and 
he  would  not  pursue  it  further.  He 
hoped  that  his  hon.  friend  behind  him 
would  carry  his  Amendment  to  a  division 
and  ^ve  them  this  one  last  chance  of 
entenng  their  protest  against  the  un- 
fairness to  those  who  did  not  ap- 
prove of  Cowper-Temple  teaching,  and 
to  those  who  did  not  believe  in 
that  teaching  being  paid  for  out  of 
public  funds.  He  hoped  that  they 
would  Ret  the  support  of  those  who 
voted  for  a  similar  Amendment  two 
years  ago,  and  of  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  West  Bromwich,  who  was 
willing  to  die  in  the  last  ditch  on  the 
question  of  the  right  of  entry,  which, 
while  other  points  of  the  Bill  might 
be  matters  of  expediency,  was  one  of 
the  vital  principles.  He  hoped  that 
when  they  got  into  the  division  lobby 
his  hon.  friend  behind  him  would  be 
supported  not  by  sixty-three  as  the 
hon.  Member  was  two  years  ago,  but 
by  such  a  phalanx  of  Liberals  and  Non- 
conformists, together  he  hoped,  with 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  believed  that  Cowper-Templeism 
should  be  placed  on  an  equality  with 
denominational  teaching  in  the  schools, 
that  at  last  they  would  have  a  solid 
expression  of  opinion  from  that  House 
in  favour  of  the  only  possible  solution, 
in  the  long  run,  of  this  difficulty,  namely, 
the  secular  solution. 
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I  Mr.  HUDSON  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said  that  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Attorney-General  he  could  not  refrain 
from  saying  a  word  or  two  on  this 
important  matter.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said :  "  Why  disturb 
the  harmony  which  already  exists  with 
regard  to  Cowper-Temple  teaching  in 
the  piovided  schools."  The  fact  was 
that  they  were  disturbing  it  by  this 
BO-called  bargain.  They  were  completely 
upsetting  the  harmony  which  existed 
to-day,  and  that  was  their  objection. 
There  was  only  one  logical  way,  and 
that  was  to  give  complete  equality  all 
Toimd.  He  had  been  among  the  working 
classes  all  his  life,  and,  though  in  his 
district  they  were  not  irreligious,  he 
said  emphatically  that  if  they  were  left 
alone  not  10  per  cent,  of  them  would 
ask  for  religious  teaching  of  any  kind 
in  primary  schools.  Yet  in  his  district 
they  would  find  the  Sunday  schools 
crowded  with  children  of  the  very 
parents  who  would  not  think  of  asking 
for  religious  teaching  in  the  day  schools. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  to  settle  this 
question  by  having  what  was  called 
a  State  endowed  system.  It  had  never 
been  endowed  up  to  now,  and  why 
endow  it  now  ?  Then^  was  no  single 
indica^  ion  that  this  difficulty  would  be 
any  nearer  settlement  when  this  Bill 
went  through  than  there  had  been  for 
many  years. 

♦The  deputy-chairman  :  Order, 
order.  These  observations  are  too 
general.  They  ought  to  be  confined  to 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HUDSON  said  he  did  not  want 
to  run  counter  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair, 
and  he  would  conclude  by  saying  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  went  to  a  division 
he  should  be  very  pleased  to  support 
him. 

♦Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Carmarthen  had  appealed 
to  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  We  t 
Bromwich  as  a  last  ditcher,  and 
to  do  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
West  Bromwich  justice,  he  was  the  very 
man  who  would  die  in  the  last  ditch  for 
a  cause.  But  he  thought  that  earlier 
in  the  afternoon  the  hon.  Member  for 


Carmarthen   was  engaged  in  exhihttirg 
himself   rather    as    a    hedger    than  u 
a  ditcher.     Being  prepared    to  defend 
his    own    vote    on    a    straight    ianie 
he  did  rather  think  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.   and  learned   Gentleman  jwt 
now  was  somewhat  at  variance  with  the 
hedger  speech  which  he  had  made  eaxlkr 
in  the  day.    But,  in  spite  of  that,  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  what  he  said 
about  Wales  and  education,   when  he 
stated  that  the  Welsh  might  with  lee* 
harm  adopt  the  secular  soluticm,  became 
their    Sunday    schools    were   crowded, 
while  England  had  not  got  her  Snndaj 
schools  developed  to  the  same  extent 
["Oh."]    He  did  not  wish   to  appear 
to    be    over-proud  of    Wales,   but   he 
did    think    that    the    Sunday    schoob 
were  developed  to  an  extent  in  WaW 
that  few  people  were  prepared  to  argue 
that  they  were   developed  in   BngUnd. 
However,  he  did  not  wish  to  exalt  the 
Welsh  case,  which  was  strong  enough  to 
stand  on  its  own  merits.    An  hffo.  ikm- 
ber  had  remarked  that  Cowper-Templeifln 
was  a  good  enough  religion  for  anybodr. 
He      understood      that      fondamentd 
Christianity  and  Cowper-Templeism  were 
identical ;     therefore,    if     fundamcntAl 
Christianity  was  good  enough  for  ererr- 
body,     Cowper-Templeism     waa    gpoi 
enough    for    everybody.     The  rehpo.f 
feelings  of  other  people,  howe\*er,  mivt 
be   respected.       He    thought    Cowp*r- 
Templeism    was  most  admirable  trsin- 
ing,    but    he    regarded    it    as  geaml 
moral   training   and  rot  as  a  reli|d'«* 
Let  the  hon.  Member  for   Buckin^tfB- 
shire    ask    any    Roman     Catholic,   for 
instance,    who    held    to  the  trmditiofti 
of     his     Church,    to    the    continnow 
discipline   and   dogma  that    had    bera 
handed  down,  generation  after  geaert- 
tion.       Such    an    one    would    »^^P^ 
Cowper-Templeism    as  an   undeimiain^ 
of  denomination,  and  not  a^  a  den  mi- 
nation  of  itself.    So  might  any  member 
of  the  Anglican  Church,  or  any  othrr 
Church.      It   was  not  a  position  tUt 
was  arguable.    In  this  religions  qw^tia 
they    must    allow    each    denomiasdoe 
and    even    individuals    to   have  thru 
views.        They     were     not     Japaaf»» 
who    could  send    delegates   roimd  the 
world   to   decide  which  was  the  nort 
suitable  religion  without  any  refwd  ^ 
the  inherited  traditions  and  ieehaffi  d 
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imagine  for  a  moment  that  this  so-called 
compromise    would    stand.    They    had 
heard  from  the  hon.  Members  for  Bethnal 
Green    and    North- West     Norfolk    that 
this  was  only  a  sort  of  temporary  settle- 
ment.   They  all  hoped,  even  those  who 
disliked   the   Bill  in   its  present   form, 
that  the  prophecies  of  these  two  hon. 
Members  would  not  come  true,   but  if 
Cowper-Temple    teaching    was    to     be 
endowed  by  the  State  and  made  a  State 
religion,      and      Anglicanism,      Roman 
Catholicism  and  Wesleyanism  were  to  be 
made  fashionable  extras  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  denominations,  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  that  this  should  be  a  perma- 
nent settlement,  or  that  the  great  county 
of    Lancashire     would     submit    for    a 
moment  to  a  settlement  on  those  lines. 
He  asked  hon.  Members  to  consider  the 
feelings  of  the  managers  and  trustees 
of  the  thousands  of  voluntary  schools 
in  the  single-school  areas  all  over  the 
country.     Up    to    now    these     Church 
schools    had    been    saturated    with    an 
Anglican    atmosphere,    though    perhaps 
the  Catechism  and  the  Apostles  Creed 
had  been  taught  only  one  day  a  week, 
and  on  the  other  days  of  the  week  the 
children  had  been  taught  to  become  in 
their  future  lives  good  Church  men  and 
women.    The  whole  object  of  the  schools 
which  had  been  built  by  these  denomi- 
nations,   very    often    at    great    priva- 
tions   to    themselves,    was    that    their 
children    should    become    of    the    same 
faith   as   themselves.    Under  this   sub- 
section they  were  given  a  right  of  entry  on 
two  days  of  the  week  in  exchange  for 
the  five  days  they  were  giving  up.    These 
people,  who  were  the  majority  of  the 
paients,  were  to  enter  on  two  days  of 
the  week,  and  the  minority,  who  had 
not  spent  a  penny  towards  building  the 
schools,  were  to  have  their  own  religious 
persuasion  taught  five  days  a  week  at 
the  expense  of  the  State.    It  was  not 
fair  or  just,  and  it  was  impossible  that  a 
settlement  could  be  built  up  on  those 
lines.    He  warned  hon.  Members,  from 
what   he   had   heard   from   Lancashire, 
that  if  the  Bill  was  passed  in  this  form 
it  would  not  be  a  reality,  the  schools 
would  not  be  handed  over  without  scenes 
of  disorder,    and   imless   they  met   the 
Anglicans   and   Roman    Catholics   in   a 
more  reasonable  spirit  this  compromise 
could  never  stand. 

3  A 


generations.  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  unduly  dogmatic  in  his  pro- 
nouncement upon  this  matter,  and  though 
Cowper-Templeism  was  full  of  merits, 
he  held  it  to  be  a  most  admirable  system 
rather  corresponding  with  Confucianism 
in  China  as  a  State  code  of  morj,ls 

The     deputy-chairman     called 
the  hon.  Member  to  order. 

Mb.  BEES  said  he  imderstood  he  was 
not  to  enter  into  any  general  remarks  on 
the  nature  of  Cowper-Templeism  in 
Committee  and  he  would  of  course  abstain. 
So  far  as  he  could  understand,  to  accept 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  strike 
out  the  provision  practically  of  any 
other  form  of  religion  but  Cowper- 
Templeism,  as  a  matter  of  course,  and 
in  the  absence  of  a  special  demand  by 
the  parent.  It  would  be  to  make  mince- 
meat of  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  and 
would  be  altogether  to  deprive  it  of  its 
significance.  In  spite  of  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carmarthen,  who 
seemed  very  positive  about  it,  he  hoped 
the  Amencinent  would  have  very  little 
support.  He  had  jotted  down  some 
notes  during  the  speeches  of  other  hon. 
Members,  which  were  more  discursive 
than  that  which  he  had  been  fortunate 
enough  to  be  permitted  to  make,  but 
it  would  be  more  respectful  to  the 
Chairman's  ruling  to  make  no  further 
observations  of  a  general  character. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) 
said  the  most  important  point  which 
had  been  discussed  on  the  Amendment 
was  whether  Cowper-Templeism  was  to 
occupy  a  favoured  position  as  compared 
with  denominational  teaching.  He  most 
earnestly  protested,  on  behalf  of  his 
constituents,  against  the  assertion  that 
Cowper-Temple  or  any  other  teaching 
should  be  given  preference  over  other 
forms  of  religious  instruction.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  only  fair-minded  way  to 
approach  the  subject — the  way  which 
he  should  have  thought  all  hon.  Members 
who  called  themselves  Liberals  would 
adopt — would  be  to  say  :  **  If  you  are 
going  to  have  religious  teaching  in  the 
schools,  all  religious  teaching  and  teachers 
must  be  put  on  the  same  footing,  on  a 
basis  of  equality,"  because  if  they  did 
not  do  that  surely  it  was  impossible  to 
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Mr.    BOWLES   (Lambeth,   Norwood) 
odid  he  only  wanted  to  ask  a  question 
arising  out  of  a  statement  which  had 
startled  him  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member    for     Carmarthen.      The    hon. 
Member  said  that  under  th3  Bill,  in  th3 
case   of  a  child  whose  parent  was  so 
apathetic   or   irreligious   as  to  make  no 
demand   for   any   religious  instruction, 
such   a   child   would   get   no   religious 
instruction  at  all.     On  looking  through 
the   Bill  that  appeared   to   be   so.     If 
it    was   true,   it  knocked    the    bottom 
out  of  the  argument  of  the  Attorney- 
General,   and  it  would  enlighten  great 
masses  of  people  in  the  country  with 
regard  to  the  real  character  of  the  Bill. 
Three-quarters  of  an  hour  was  to  be 
set   aside   for   religious   instruction    for 
children  whose  parents  desired  that  the 
child  should  receive  that  instruction.    It 
appeared  to  follow  that  if  the  parent  did 
not  express  his  desire  under  those  regu- 
lations, no  religious  instruction  of  any 
kind,    Covrper-Temple    or    other,    could 
be  given.    They  ought  to  be  informed 
if  that  was  so,  and,  if  it  was  not  so, 
why  not. 


Mr.   ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,   Ciren- 
cester) said  he  was  one  of  those  who  felt 
that  the  spirit  permeating  this  Bill  was 
of  profound  importance,  and  would  have 
a  great  deal  of  effect  in  tempering  the 
attitude  of  the  persons  who  would  have 
to  carry  it  out  on  the  whole  question  of 
religion.     He    was   extremely   sorry    to 
find  moved  by  his  hon.  friend  an  Amend- 
ment which  seemed   to   make   for  the 
secularism   of    the   school.    He    would 
be  glad  to  be  corrected  if  he  was  mis- 
taken.    As    he    read    the    Amendment 
it  made  out  that  only  in  those  cases 
where  a  child's  parents  asked  for  religious 
teaching  it  should  be  the  duty  of  the 
authority  to  give  it.     He  felt  that  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  closure  they  had  not 
an  opportunity  for  discussing  the  pro- 
visions of  the  clause,  and  it  had  now 
come  to  this,  that  if  the    first  clause 
became  operative  they  would  have  to 
apply  for  any  religious  teaching,  however 
small  its  quantity,  or  they  would  get 
none. 

Sir  W.  J.  COLLINS  :  That  does  not 
arise  in  consequence  of  my  Am'^udment. 
It  may  be  so  in  the  Bill  as  it  is  drafted. 


Mr.  ESSEX  said  fearlessly  that  if  it 
went  out  to  the  country  that  the  Bill 
laid  it  down  as  a  cardinal  principle  that 
only  those  parents  who  were  induistrioufl 
enough  to  ask  for  some  religious  instruc- 
tion would  have  the  satisfaction  of  know- 
ing that  their  children  had  it,  the  Bill 
was    doomed    to    failure.    Every    man 
amongst  them  was  moved  by  a  desire  that 
his  child  should  be  taught  in  the  day 
schools  of  the  country  the  underlying 
principles  of   morality  to  which  not  a 
man  of  them  did  not  pay  honour.     He 
wanted  to  break  a  light  lance  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Blackpool.     The  hon. 
Member,  like  a  good  many  more,  hurt 
the  feelings  of  simple-minded   Noncon- 
formists like  himself  when  he  suggested 
that  this,  which  they  hoped  and  begged 
must   be   the   irreducible   minimum    of 
teaching  in  the  schools,  Cowper-Temple 
teaching,  was  the  religion  of  the  Non- 
conformist.   Emphatically  that  waa  not 
so.     But  the  hon.  Member  for  Blackpool 
placed    it    in    direct    competition    and 
contrast     with     Anglicanism,      Roman 
Catholicism,  and  Wesleyanism.    Cowper- 
Templeism,  which  they  wanted  to  be  the 
normal  irreducible  minimum,  was  what 
they,    as   Nonconformists,   conceded   to 
their  Church  friends,  hoping  they  could 
at  least  agree  upon  that,  that  the  children 
might  understand  in  that  and  be  taught 
in  that   all  that  their  intellects  at  the 
time  of  elementary  education  were  capable 
of    assimilating,    and    that    when    they 
began  to  branch  oQ  from  that  common 
basis   of  simple   elemeuta   into    Roman 
Catholicism   or  Wesleyanism,   into    the 
creed  of  the  Baptist,  the  Unitarian,  and 
the  rest,  they  hawl  arrived  at  a  time  when 
the  children  were  no  longer  in  the  schools. 
In    short,    they   could    understand    the 
common  basis,  but  when  the  time  came 
for  differentiation  between  the   varioos 
colours    and    textures    of    these     more 
developed  creeds  based  upon  that  com- 
mon basis  they  had  left  schooL      If  he 
was    right    in    that,    his    hon.    friends 
ought    to    support    this     Amendment. 
There  were  in  his  own  division  eighty 
single-school    areas.    He    believed    that 
the    majority    of    them    desired    some 
religious    teaching,    but    many    of    the 
parents    would    hesitate    before    taking 
upon  themselves  tho  choosing  or  indicat- 
ing of  the  exact  formula  or  syllabus  of 
religious   instruction   they,  required    for 
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their  children.  If  he  had  been  in  the 
House  of  Commons  six  or  eight  years  ago 
he  would  have  been  found  supporting 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  in  his 
secular  solution,  biit  he  w(yull  not  dare 
to  do  that  to-day  with  his  knowledge  of 
mral  divisions.  He  had  had  all  his  own 
children  educated  by  Church  people,  and, 
Nonconformist  as  he  was,  he  would 
seoner  have  his  children  educated  by 
Roman  Catholics  than  have  them  go 
without  any  religious  education  at  all, 
He  hoped  hi?  Roman  Catholic  friends 
would  move  along  those  lines.  . 

Mr,  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
pointed  out  that  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried,  it  would  merely  be  a  repetition 
of  the  First  Lord's  Amendment. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R,  Thirsk)  hoped  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  would  give  them  an 
answer  to  the  questions  put  to  him.  It 
cArtainly  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  had  expressed 
the  true  view  of  the  Amendment.  Ite 
would  like  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
fact  that  no  child  would  rocejve  religious 
ia^ruction  in  the  school  unless  the  parent^ 
expressed  a.  wish  that  it  should  receive 
?uch  instruction.  The  clause  really  ought 
to  be  amended  so  as  to '  read  in  the 
negative,  and  the  child  ought  to  receive 
the  religious  instruction  unless  tte  parent 
expressed  a  desire  in  the  opposite 
direction. 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN  said  he  had  already 
explained  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
^vemment  to  leave  Cowper-Temple 
t^^king  in  exactly  the  same  position  in 
*hich  it  now  Was.  In  all  the  provided 
Rchoob  of  the  coimtry  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  was  given  to  the  children 
in  the  school  with  the  exception 
ol  those  whose  parents  desired  that 
<W  should  be  withdrawn.  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  not  to 
*iter  the  provision  of  religious  teaching 
in  so  far  as  that  was  concerned. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  asked  what  the  position 
of  denominational  instruction  would  be. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN'  said  the  child  would 
toot  get  specific  religious  instruction  if 
^5  parent  did  not  ask  for  it.    The  child 


would  get  Cowper-Temple  teaching  unless 
the  parent  asked  that  the  child  should  be 
withdrawn.  That  teaching  really  did  not 
supersede,  or  run  \in  antagonism  to,  or 
in  any  way  prevent,  purely  denomina- 
tional instruction.  When  they  talked 
about  Cowper-Tcmplo  instruction  they 
ought  to  remember  that  in  the  non- 
provided  schools  it  was  the  same  kind  of 
religious  instruction  as  that  which  was 
given  on  four  days  of  the  week,  and  it  was 
of  such  a  kind  as  not  to  prevent  its  being 
made  a  foimdation  for  a  superstructure 
of  purely  denominational  instruction. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  only  rose  to  make  sure  that  he  under- 
stood the  position  as  it  had  just  been 
declared  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education.  He  understood  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  that  the 
normal  instruction  to  every  ^hild  whose 
parents  expressed  no  wish  one  way  or 
the  other  should  be  what  was  called 
Cowper-Temple  teaching,  but  a  parent 
might  express  a  wish  that  his  child 
should  have  no  religious  teaching  at  all. 
He  took  it  if,  on  looking  into  Clause  1, 
the  Government  found  the  wording  did 
not  carry  out  that  intention,  they  would 
themselves  put  down  Amendments  on 
the  Report  stage  making  it  cleai;. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Yes,  it  is  our 
intention  to  make  that  quite  clear. 

♦Mr.  p.  BARLOW  (Bedford)  said  his 
hon.  friend  had  appealed  to  those  who 
voted  against  the  right  of  entry  to  support 
the  Amendment.  He  could  not  imagine  on 
what  possible  grounds  that  appeal  could 
be  made,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  result  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
not  to  limit  the  right  of  entry,  but  to 
extend  it  to  five  days  a  week,  and  also, 
to  extend  denominational  instruction 
to  every  child  on  every  one  of  those 
five  days  a  week.  This  was  supposed 
to  be  an  agreed  Bill,  and  the  majority  of 
Nonconformists  had  endeavoured  to  take 
a  broad  and  open  view  of  the  situation. 
They  had  consented  to  support  the 
compromise  because  of  its  bemg  a 
possible  agreement  upon  a  question  which 
had  so  long  disturbed  the  education  of 
the  coimtry.  The  two  days  right  of  entry 
was  one  of  the  points  upon  which  they 
found  it  most  difficult   to  support  the 
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Bill.  He  stood  in  the  position  of  having 
put  this  very  point  before  two  public 
meetings  in  his  constituency,  and  so 
far  from  finding  any  objection  either 
from  Nonconformists  or  Churchmen, 
he  had  to  say  to  the  Committee  that 
he  did  not  hear  at  either  of  those  meetings 
one  single  word  in  condemnation  of  the 
Bill  as  a  who!e.  The  opinion  was  that 
they  desired  a  settlement  to  be  arrived 
at  as  soon  as  possible,  and  they  believed 
that  this  measure  provided  a  basis  of 
settlement  which  would  put  an  end  to 
this  disastrous  controversy,  and  they 
agreed  with  him  in  supporting  the 
Government  in  their  effort  to  bring  this 
compromise  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  (Denbigh 
District)  said  he  was  not  quite  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
in  regard  to  undenominational  teaching. 
Was  he  right  in  assuming  that  the  sole 
difEerence  between  imdenominational 
teaching,  as  given  at  present  in  the 
coimcil  schools,  and  as  it  would  be  given 
under  the  Bill,  was  that  whereas  under 
the  existing  state  of  things  a  council 
might  in  its  discretion  decline  to  give 
any  religious  instruction  at  all,  imder 
the  Bill  the  coimcil  would  be  de- 
prived of  that  discretion,  and  would  be 
compelled  to  give  the  religious  instruc- 
tion t  That  was  his  first  point.  His 
second  was  in  regard  to  the  right  of  entry. 
He  would  like  to  know  whether,  if  a 
parent  belonging  to  any  denomination 
whatsoever  desired  that  his  child  should 
be  given  instruction  in  the  tenets  of  that 
denomination,  facilities  roust  be  provided. 
He  was  not  quite  certain  whether  that 
was  to  be  an  absolute  right,  or  a  right 
qualified  by  considerations  of  convenience 
as  determined  by  the  local  authority  or  the 
religious  instruction  committee.  For  in- 
stance, had  a  Mahomedan  parent  the 
right  to  demand  special  instruction  for 
his  child  in  that' religion  ?  He  was  in  a 
great  difficulty  about  this  point,  because 
ho  did  not  know  whether  the  right  was 
absolute,  or  whether  the  council  or 
religious  instruction  committee  had  a 
r*s»ht  to  say  who  should  or  should  not 
give  such  instruction.  He  presumed 
that  a  teacher  of  the  Church  of  England 
would  he  perfectly  entitled  to  teach  the 
chi'drcn  of  mcmbc/d  of  the  Church  of 

Mr.  P.  Barlow. 


England  the  doctrines  contained  in  the 
thirty-nine  Articles.  He  supposed  it 
would  be  quite  in  order  for  such  a  tescher 
to  teach  the  doctrine  of  the  thirty-eigktk 
Article.  If  a  teacher  of  the  Church  of 
England  could  go  into  a  school  and  tetck 
the  particular  doctrines  of  that  ChuKlu 
would  it  be  open  to  the  members  of  thr 
Socialist  group,  for  example,  to  claim  the 
right 

♦The  DEPUTYCHAIRMAN  said  Uie 
Committee  having  decided  on  ihf 
Amendment  to  leave  out  subsection  (1) 
of  this  clause  that  religious  instmctioa 
was  to  be  given  and  that  fadlitief 
were  to  be  provided  for  such  instmctioo. 
hon.  Members  must  now  confine  them- 
selves to  the  specific  Amendment  beiurt 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  said  if 
that  was  so  he  must  accept  the  ruling 
but  it  was  very  important  to  know 
exactly  what  was  proposed  bebre  ow 
was  called  upon  to  vote  on  this  pa^ 
ticular  provision  which  involved  the 
right  of  entry. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Hit 
I  point  out  that  by  rejecting  the  AmeiM* 
ment  to  leave  out  subsection  (1)  thr 
Committee  has  already  decided  the 
principle  of  the  right  to  receive  reliant 
instruction,  of  a  character  di&rent  fros 
that  to  be  given  under  Clause  1  (2)  (&> 
and  also  the  duty  of  the  local  educatioa 
authority  to  provide  accommodation  iot 
such  reUgious  instruction.  Tie  Cod* 
mitteo  is  now  only  dealing  with  matten 
of  detail  to  carry  out  that  principW, 
and  cannot  go  back  on  the  principW 
which  has  been  determined  by  that  votr. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  said  th^t 
was  precisely  what  he  anderslood.  H' 
thought  they  had  now  a  right  to  disrw* 
the  details  and  ascertain  from  the  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
precisely  what  the  proposal  ii 


♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: 
details  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  wiJ 
fall  to  be  discussed  under  sab«ectaoa  (A- 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  oalM 
attention  to  the  words  proposed  to  br 
left  out,  and  said  that  they  aU  kasw  vh*t 
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was  the  character  of  the  religious  in- 
Btniction  to  be  given  under  the  Education 
Act  of  1870.  What  he  was  not  sure  about 
was  the  precise  character  of  the  religious 
instruction  which  naight  be  given  under 
this  Bill. 


♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  That 
question  arose  on  the  proposal  to  leave 
out  the  subsection. 

« 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  said  that 
they  only  decided  the  general  principle 
on  the  question  to  leave  out  the  sub- 
aection.  Here  they  were  discussing  a 
very  important  point  of  detail.  He  was 
anxious  that  no  undue  time  should  be 
occupied  in  discussing  these  matters, 
but  they  were  really  of  vital  importance. 
It  had  been  represented  to  him  that  day 
that  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
who,  having  acted  illegally,  would  be 
prohibited  from  teaching  if  the  Report 
of  the  Ekiclesiastical  Commission  were 
carried  into  effect,  might  be  allowed 
to  go  and  teach  in  the  schools.  He 
wished  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentl  man  whether  that  was  so  or  not. 
He  had  the  impression  from  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  at  a  meeting 
of  Nonconformists  in  the  early  stages  of 
Ae  negotiations  that  it  was  intended 
stricth*  to  limit  the  right  of  entry  to 
denominations  to  two  days  a  week. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  That 
comes  imder  subsection  (2). 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  said  he 
would  not  trespass  further  on  that 
point.  He  desired  to  say  that  local 
authorities  with  experience  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  education  had  very 
considerable  objection  to  the  right  of 
entry.  He  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  an  important 
resolution  which  was  passed. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  Order, 
order.  The  duty  of  the  local  education 
authority  in  this  matter  is  provided  for 
in  subsection  (6). 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  said  he 
would  not  press  his  point  beyond  reading 
the  Resolution.  It  was  passed  at  Llan- 
drindod  Wells  some  time  ago  and  affected 
the  whole  Welsh  community, 


♦The  deputy-chairman  :  I  do 
not  see  what  that  has  to  do  with  the 
present  Amendment.  I  have  repeatedly 
called  the  hon.  Member  to  order. 

♦Mr.  MADDISON  (Burnley)  said  the 
Amendment  raised  a  clear  issue,  whether 
Cowper- Temple  teaching  and  denomina- 
tional teaching  should  be  put  on  an  equal 
footing  out  of  school  hours.  He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester 
should  again,  after  repeated  protests 
and  repudiations,  speak  of  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras  as 
endeavouring  to  enforce  secularism. 
This  was  no  effort  of  organised 
secularists  to  keep  their  activities  con- 
fined to  affairs  of  this  world  without 
recognising  a  life  beyond.  It  was  unfair 
to  those  who  supported  the  secular 
solution  of  thjb  education  question  that 
they  should  be  constantly  obliged  to 
make  these  protests.  What  they  de- 
sired by  the  Amendment  was  to  keep 
the  school  period  altogether  clear  from 
the  entanglement,  embarrassment,  and 
bickering  that  followed  the  giving  of 
religious  instruction  as  part  of  the 
curriculum. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  The 
Committee  has  already  decided  by  the 
vote  to  leave  out  subsedion  (1)  that 
religious  instruction  is  to  be  given. 

♦Mr.  MADDISON  said  that  if  this 
Amendment  was  in  order  at  all,  it  was 
surely  competent  for  him  to  say  that 
the  instruction  should  be  given  outside 
of  the  school  hours  altogether. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  The 
subsection  as  amended,  if  this  Amendment 
were  carried,  would  still  provide  for 
religious  instruction  being  given.  The 
Amendment  would  not  have  been  in  order 
otherwise,  because  it  would  have  been 
antagonistic  to  the  decision  of  the 
Committee.  The  time  within  which  such 
religious  instruction  might  te  given 
would  arise  later  under  subsection  (2). 

Mr.  MADDISON  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  St.  Pancras  would  probably 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House 
by  not  going  to  a  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  negatived.  .     i 
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Lord  E.  CECIL  moved  to  amend  the 
clause  by  omitting  the  words  "  it  is  open 
to  the  local  education  authority  to  give 
in  accordance  with  subsection  (2)  of 
Section  14  of  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870,"  and  inserting  in  their  place 
the  words  "  the  local  authority  gives,  or 
proposes  to  give  in  such  school."  He 
thought  the  Amendment  was  one  which 
the  Government  might  ac6ept.  It  was 
really  an  improvement  on  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill,  and  made  quite  clear  what  the 
subsection  actually  meant.  The  clause, 
as  it  stood,  gave  the  parent  the  right  to 
demand  special  religious  instruction  pro- 
vided that  he  demanded  instruction — 

**  Of  a  character  different  from  that  which  it 
is  open  to  the  local  education  authority  to  give, 
in  accordance  with  subsection  (2)  of  Section 
14  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act,  1870." 

That  was  to  say,  the  parent  was  to  get 
for  his  child  the  religious  instruction 
demanded  and  which  was  incapable  of 
l)eing  given  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Government  could  mean  that.  He  did 
not  believe  it  had  ever  been  decided  how 
far  they  could  give  denominational 
instruction  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause.  What  would  happen  if  the 
parent  was  not  satisfied  with  what  was 
known  as  the  London  County  Council 
syllabus  or  with  the  instruction  ordinarily 
given  in  the  school  which  his  child 
attended  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause  ?  He  ventured  to  think  that 
some  such  words  as  he  proposed 
in  his  Amendment  would  be  an  im- 
provement on  the  drafting  of  the  Bill ; 
would  describe  the  intention  of  the 
Government  better  than  those  used  in  the 
clause ;  and  would,  to  some  extent, 
further  the  execution  of  the  wishes  of  those 
parents  who  genuinely  objected  to  the 
instruction  ordinarily  given  in  the  schools. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  Government 
would  object  to  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  so  far  meet  him  as  to  accept  it. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  22,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  which  '  to  the  second  word  '  the,*  in  lino 
24,  and  to  insert  the  words  '  the  local  education 
Authority  gives  or  proposes  to  give  in  such 
school.'  ''^{Lord  B,  CccU,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  3tand  part." 


Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  ho  hoped 
to  convince  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
words  in  the  Bill  were  the  best  to  carry 
out  the  purpose  intended.  This  was 
not  merely  a  question  of  drafting,  but 
a  question  of  substance.  Ajs  the  Bill 
stood,  a  local  authority  might  give 
Coii^'per-Temple  instruction,  or  permit 
the  right  of  entry  in  order  that  a  partic- 
ular kind  of  instruction  might  be  given. 
It  might  be  th^t  some  parents  would 
say  that  they  did  not  want  Angii- 
can  instruction.  Catholic  instruction,  or 
any  denominational  instruction  for  their 
children  ;  that  they  were  quite  content 
with  Cowper-Temple  instruction,  but 
that  they  did  not  want  the  particular 
Cowper-Temple  instruction  which  was 
given  in  that  particular  school.  The 
effect  of  this  clause  would  be  to  enahk 
the  local  authorities  to  decline  to  me*t 
such  a  request.  A  demand  for  a  partic 
ular  kind  of  denominational  instruction 
could  be  made  under  the  Bill ;  but  the 
measure  did  not  permit,  so  far  as  Cowper- 
Templeism  itself  was  concerned,  the 
parents  to  analyse  and  divide  it  so  that 
they  could  demand  a  large  number  of 
different  kinds  of  religious  instruction 
being  given.  There  must  be  a  certain 
degree  of  generality  observed  with 
regard  to  Cowper-Temple  instruction. 
To  have  such  a  variety  might  lead  to  s«j 
many  class-rooms  being  occupied  fur 
different  kinds  of  Cowper-Temple  u\- 
struction,  that  the  working  of  the  right 
of  entry  would  be  interfered  with. 

Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS  asked  whether 
the  Bill  contained  any  definition  ui 
Co  wper-  Templeism. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  the  Bill 
did  not  assume  to  define  it.  The  jihr^^^ 
was  very  well  understood  ;  and  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  very  de^ira^'l-' 
to  define  it  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  said  he  woull 
like  to  have  a  clear  understanding  on 
this  point.  Supposing  they  had  a  local 
authority  giving  Cowper-Temple  instni-'- 
tion  in  the  simple  form  of  Bible-readin: 
and  that  some  parents  were  dissatisW 
with  it,  saying  that  they  wanted  th' 
Apostles'  Creed,  or  the  Ten  Command 
ments  taught ;  would  it  or  would  i* 
n.ot  be  competent  i^or  the  parents  to  go 
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a  little  further  and  ask  for  the  teaching 
of  some  catechism  or  some  form  of 
religious  teaching  common  to  many 
denominations  ? 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :  Will  the 
hon.  Member  say  whether  the  Ten 
Commandments  are  in  the  Bible  or  not  ? 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  CROOKS  :  One  would  imagine 
they  were  not  from  what  some  hon. 
Members  said. 

Mr.  CARLILE  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans)  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  elucidate  the  conditions 
under  which  this  clause  could  be  applied 
where,  in  a  school  in  a  large  borough, 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  took  the  form 
of  reading  passages  of  Scripture  without 
note  or  comment.  If  a  denominational 
school  in  that  borough  were  to  pass  over 
to  the  local  education  authority,  would 
that  local  education  authority  be  allowe  \ 
to  set  up  Cowper-Temple  teaching  ac- 
cording to  their  own  ideas  ?  If  so,  the 
result  would  be  that  there  would  be 
only  a  reading  of  passages  of  Scripture, 
but  no  questions  would  be  permitted 
to  be  asked  by  the  pupils  and  no  ex- 
planation given  by  the  teacher. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  How 
does  the  hon.  Member  connect  that  with 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  CARLILE  said  that  they  were  surely 
entitled  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  how  this  clause  in  the  Bill 
would  be  worked.  Apparently  it  would 
result  in  Church  children  getting  no  re- 
lipous  instruction  except  in  two  days 
in  the  week. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that  what  the 
answer  of  the  Attorney-General  came 
to  was  that  all  the  boasted  security,  on 
which  certain  well-meaning  people  had 
built  their  support  of  the  Bill,  that  there 
should  be  some  Bible  teaching  in  the 
whool  was  absolutely  non-existent. 
[Ministerial  cries  of  "No."]  There 
was  nothing  to  prevent  the  education 
authority  giving  any  kind  of  religious 
or  non-reli^ous  instruction,  but  if  some 
undeoominational  parents  went  to  the 


education  authority  and  said :  "^We 
do  not  desire  to  be  put  under  the  sectarian 
heel  of  the  clergy  of  any  denomination, 
but  we  do  desire  simple  Bible  teaching, 
the  elements  of  Christianity,"  the  local 
education  authority  would  be  bound  to 
reply  :  "  We  cannot  meet  your  wishes 
at  all;  You  can,  if  you  say  you  are 
Church  of  England  or  Roman  Catholic, 
have  special  religious  instruction,  but 
if  you  merely  want  the  elements  of  the 
Christian  faith,  you  cannot  have  it." 
He  was  quite  ready  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  but  he  hoped  hon.  Members 
who  supported  the  Bill  would  observe 
what  was  the  result  of  this  legislation. 

Mr,  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  said 
that  this  Amendment  raised  a  very 
important  point  indeed.  In  the  Preston 
case  it  was  expressly  held  that  the 
Athanasian  Creed  might  be  lawfully 
taught  under  the  1870  Act,  and  under 
the  Cockerton  judgment 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  The 
Amendment  does  not  raise  that  question 
at  all.  Is  it  the  pleasure  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Amendment  be  with- 
drawn ? 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS  thought 
he  would  not  be  out  of  order  if  he  asked 
a  definite  expression  of  opinion  on  this 
point  from  the  Attorney-General. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  A  ques- 
(ion  cannot  bo  asked  relating  to  a  matter 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westry) said  that  it  was  quite  a  common 
case  that  the  local  authority  might 
decide  that  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
(.mounted  only  to  reading  the  Bible  and 
looking  up  difficult  ii^rds  m  the  diction- 
ary. But  supposing  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  parents  wanted  more 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Amendment, 
which  simply  proposes  to  leave  out 
certain  descriptive  or  contrasting?  words 
in  the  clause,  and  substitute  other  words. 
As  the  clause  stands  it  provides  for  a 
child  receiving  religious  instruction  of  a 
character  different  from  that  which  ''  it  is 
open  to  the  local  education  authority  to 
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give  in  accordance  with  Bubfiection  (2) 
of  Section  14  of  the  Act,  1870."  The 
Amendment  is  to  leave  out  those  descrip- 
tive words  and  to  substitute  the  words 
"  the  local  authority  gives  or  proposes  to 
give  in  such  school.  The  religious  instruc- 
tion to  be  given  by  the  local  authority  is 
already  defined  under  Clause  1  (2)  (b)  as 
"  (not  being  in  contravention  of  sub- 
section (2)  of  Section  14  of  the  Act  of 
1870)/'  and  the  merits  of  that  religion 
are  not  open  to  re-discussion. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  he  thought 
the  Chairman  was  assuming  that  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  was  necessarily  all  of 
one  sort.  He  submitted  that  so  long 
as  catechisms  and  formularies  were  not 
used  the  teaching  given  under  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause  might  be  entirely 
denominational.  The  Amendment  pointed 
out  that  the  parent  might  object 
to  one  sort  of  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
when  he  might  not  object  to  another. 
That  was  a  substantial  distinction. 

♦The  deputy-chairman  said  that 
that  was  so,  but  such  a  queeti'^n  would 
have  to  be  raised  under  Clause  1.  The 
present  Amendment  dealt  with  the 
substitution  of  certain  words  for  those  in 
the  Bill  and  the  prnpriety  of  such 
substitution. 

Mr.  BRIDGEMAN  said,  with  respect, 
that  he  was  not  raising  a  general  question, 
but  the  special  question  of  the  very 
words  of  the  Amendment.  He  said  that 
in  many  schools  the  local  authority 
gave  what  would  come  under  the  Cowper- 
Temple  clause,  but  which  was  merely 
reading  the  Bible  and  picking  out  the 
difficult  words  in  the  dictionary.  That 
was  a  totally  different  thing  from  what 
was  regarded  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
as  simple  Bible  teaching  under  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  and  which  the 
Minister  for  Education  said  was  actually 
given  three  days  a  week  already  in 
nearly  all  the  voluntary  schools.  Sup- 
posing a  large  number  of  parents  said 
they  wanted  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
without  formulae  and  without  creeds, 
but  that  they  did  not  think  it  was  any 
good  merely  having  the  Bible  read  and 
not  explained  at  all,  they  were  entirely 
excluded  from  any  choice  for  their 
children  imlesa  they  accepted  te^chii\g 

MT'  Caldtoell, 


which  went  a  great  deal  further  than 
what  they  liked.  That  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  gross  injustice. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  undoubtedh 
the  parents  who  desired  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  must  take  the  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  provided  by  the  local  authority ; 
if  they  desired  a  different  kind  of  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  they  must  operate 
through  the  local  authority  ;  they  must 
change  the  local  authority.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  not  desire  that  every  parent 
should  dictate  to  the  local  authoritv 
the  precise  form  of  Cowper-Temple 
teaching,  or  require,  if  the  local  authoritj 
did  not  meet  his  wishes,  that  he  should 
have  special  accommodation  provided 
for  him  as  though  he  represented  a 
different  denomination.  To  give  tlut 
right  to  the  parents  would  very  serioa^ 
hamper  the  facilities  available.  He 
thought  the  words  of  the  Bill  were  thuee 
which  were  the  best  calculated  to  avoid 
possible  difficulties. 

Mr.  CLEMENT  EDWARDS  asked, 
if  the  remedy  when  parents  were  dis- 
satisfied with  the  particular  fonn  of 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  given  was  to 
change  the  local  authority,  how  he 
proposed  it  could  be  done  in  the  case 
of  the  non-elective  religious  instructioD 
committee. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  the  hon.  McmWr 
had  put  the  question  of  electoral  c<m- 
tingencies,  which  was  hardly  relevant 
to  the  point  before  them. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil) 
said  he  regretted  he  could  not  put  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  owing  to  the 
great  hurry  in  which  the  Bill  had  beei 
brought  forward.  The  Amendment  w»* 
very  simple  in  form,  if  far-reaching  is 
character.  It  was  to  leave  out  thr 
word  "  shall "  and  insert  the  word 
"  may,"  so  as  to  leave  the  discre- 
tion to  the  local  authority  as  ti 
whether  they  should  provide  accoir 
modation  for  special  religious  instmctioc 
or  not.  The  Government  claimed  that 
they  had  never  deviated  from  the  twi' 
fundamental  principles  upon  which  thei: 
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policy  was  based — the  one  being  popular 
control  in  all  State-aided  schools,  and 
the  other  no  tests  for  teachers.  He 
maintained  that  in  this  clause  they  had 
ofiended  grievously  against  both  these 
pnnciples.  As  to  the  first,  they  had 
sicesdy,  in  the  name  of  popular  control, 
UlieD  away  the  discretion  of  the  local 
authority,  which  they  always  hitherto 
possessed,  as  to  whether  they  would  give 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  or  not,  and 
now  they  went  a  step  further  and  insisted 
that  the  local  authorities  should,  whether 
they  liked  it  or  not,  give  sectarian 
teaching.  At  present,  in  the  council 
Khoob,  in  which  after  all  the  bulk  of 
the  children  of  this  country  were  educated, 
there  was  no  teaching  of  this  kind  at  all ; 
but  under  the  Bill,  in  the  name  of 
popular  control,  the  Government  insisted 
that  the  local  authorities  should  give 
it,  whether  they  liked  it  or  not.  He 
hoped  that  even  now  the  Government 
might  see  their  way  to  comply  with  his 
proposal,  BO  that  their  claim  that  they 
had  never  deviated  from  the  principle 
of  popular  control  should  be  well  founded. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'■lull.'  uid  insert  the  word  'may.'" — (J/r. 
A  A.  r&anuM.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'ihidl '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mk.  RUNCIMAN  said  his  hon.  friend 
hid  contended  that  the  clause  provided 
that  the  local  education  authority  should 
pve  sectarian  teaching,  but  he  would  like 
to  point  out  that  it  provided  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  merely  conferred  facilitii 
for  other  people  to  give  such  teaching 


his  best  to  preserve  the  equipoise  arrived 
at.  He  knew  that  the  right  of  entry,  as 
it  was  called,  was  a  very  grave  educational 
evil,  and  he  was  one  of  those  who  regarded 
the  interests  of  education  as  far  more 
important  than  the  religious  wranglings 
which  had  occupied  the  House  in  dis- 
cussing this  and  other  Bills.  Anyone 
who  had  had  experience  of  education — 
and  he  had  served  for  three  years  on 
the  Education  Committee  of  the  London 
County  Council — not  only  knew  that 
the  light  of  entry  was  an  intolerable 
nuisance,  but  also  that  the  parents 
cared  very  little  about  it.  A  compromise 
had  been  arrived  at  between  what  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  described 
as  the  high  contracting  parties ;  he 
did  not  know  who  they  were,  but  he 
knew  that  that  was  the  language  appro- 
priate to  iutemational  law  in  the 
case  of  the  sovereigns  of  independent 
States,  and  it  seemed  to  him  a  descrip- 
tion singularly  inapplicable  to  the  parties 
to  this  so-caUed  compromise.  He  would 
rather  liken  the  contending  forces  to 
two  rival  commercial  houses  who  had 
been  endeavouring  for  many  years  to 
supply  the  entire  public  demand.  Having 
failed  to  get  that,  they  had  arrived 
at  a  compromise,  or,  as  he  would  rather 
call  it,  in  trade  terms,  a  combine.  Now 
the  essence  of  the  combine  was  this,  that 
in  order  to  regulate  competition  and  to 
reduce  working  expenses  and  diminish 
friction,  each  firm  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  supplying  itaown  brand  to 
certainclassesofcustomers.  As  happened 
in  most  combines,  the  customer  had  not 
been  consulted  at  all.  The  customer 
in  this  case  was  the  parent,  and  the 
parent    did   no*   care    a    rap,    generally 
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the  whole  business.  They  were  imposing 
by  this  clause  on  the  local  authority  the 
obligation  to  supply  any  brand  of  re- 
ligion which  any  busybody  might  induce 
Any  parent  to  demand.  He  could  not 
describe  the  proposal  as  anjrthing  less 
than  foolishness.  He  welcomed  this 
Amendment  to  restrict  the  arer..  If 
carried,  it  would  leave  it  open  to  the 
local  authorities  to  decide  whether  they 
would  or  would  not  supply  that  de- 
nominational education  which  every- 
body knew  was  very  little  required  by 
the  parents  and  the  supply  of  which 
would  disturb  and  upset  the  administra- 
tion of  the  school.  He  had  pleasure 
in  seconding  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  clement  EDWARDS,  in  sup- 
port  of  the  Amendment,  said  that  the 
people  of  Wales  believed  in  the  principle 
of  local  option,  and  although  they  had 
not  succeeded  in  getting  it  in  another 
Bill  which  had  passed  this  House,  that 
was  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
attempt  to  obtain  it  in  this  Bill.  The 
Church  Co  Ingress  of  Wales  had  taken 
a  definite  stand  upon  this  matter.  At  a 
conference  called  to  consider  what 
amendments  should  be  made  to  the  Act 
of  1902,  they  carried  a  resolution  unari- 
mously  to  accept  no  amendment  to  the 
Education  Act  which  did  not  prevent 
the  right  of  entry  for  sectarian  teaching 
during  school  hours.  Upon  that  official 
and  definite  declaration  of  the  Church 
Congress  of  Wales  he  took  his  stand.  It 
represented  the  real  spirit  and  desire  of 
the  Welsh  people  in  a  way  which  had 
not  been  presented  by  the  majority  of  the 
Welsh  Party  in  this  House. 

Mr.  CARLILE  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment.   He  thought  from  the  speeches 


of  the  three  Members  who  had  wMp- 
ported  it  that  it  was  not  the  intentioQ 
of  many  people  that  the  provisioDf 
of  this  Bill  should  be  made  real 
If  these  rules  were  illusory,  and  the 
local  authorities  were  aUowed  to  pot 
all  sorts  of  difEculties  in  the  way  of  thi« 
instruction  being  given,  and  no  maekimrr 
was  put  into  the  Bill  to  prevent  them, 
then  the  concession  was  worthlees.  Hf 
regretted  that  that  tone  should  be  takrn 
up  by  Members  opposite,  aa  it  was  quite 
inconsistent  with  what  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Ministers  had  nid, 
and  confirmed  the  impression  among  these 
with  whom  he  sat  that  it  was  not  intended 
that  these  things  should  be  real,  bat,  on 
the  contrary,  that  they  should  be  sapped^ 
undermined,  and  made  absolutely  worth- 
less. 

'*'Mr.  ADKINS  said  that  he.  for  one, 
intended  to  be  perfectly  loyal  to  the 
right  of  entry  given  in  the  clause  and 
he  protested  against  the  suggestions  of  the 
last  speaker  which  were  quite  unjostifisd. 
If  the  matter  were  left  to  local  option,  it 
would  facilitate  the  worst  kind  of  con- 
troversy in  the  election  of  local  authorities. 
Those  who  had  had  to  do  with  looal  work 
were  most  anxious  that  administratioii 
should  be  as  free  as  possible  from  acate 
controversial  matter.  If  the  rirfit  ol 
entry  was  part  of  the  settlement  to  be 
carried  out  in  good  faith  and  (eelinfU 
it  was  surely  better  that  it  should  be 
statutory  so  that  people  concerned  mi^ 
know  their  obligations. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  3W ; 
Noes,  18.    (Division  List  No.  435.) 


AelAnd.  Francis  Dyke 
AolandHood.RtHn.SirAIpx.F 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 
A>{new,  George  William 
A  ins  worth,  John  Stirling 
Alien,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 
ArmiUge,  R. 


AYES. 

Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heat  on 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finnbury,  E.) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Baring,Capt.  Hii.G(  Winohester) 
Barker,  Sir  John 


Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
BarrAi,  Rowland  Hir«t 
BeMh»Hn.Mkha«l  Hofh  Bvb 
Beale.  W.  P. 
Beckett,  Hon.  GemM 
BeU,  Richard 
B«in,W.(T»  E»mktMjiO^ 


1377    Ektnentary  Education      {1   Decbmber   1908}  {England  and  W aha)  BiU.  1378 


Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

BowIm,  G.  Stewart 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 

^i^ggt  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brooke*  Stopford 

Bronner^.  F.  L.(Lanc8., Leigh) 

Bnumer.RtHn  SirJ.TCCheshire 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 

Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 

Burt.  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.  Sydney  Charles 

Bjies,  William  PoUard 

r»aieron,  Robert 

iVlile^E.  Hildred 

C-astlereagh,  Viscount 

<'<Mi8ton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

C*ve,  George 

<  Awley.  Sir  Frederick 

r«cil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

t'ecil.  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 

rhamberlain,RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 

dynes,  J.  R. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Cbrbett,C  H  (Sus8ex,E.Grin8t*d 

ComiraU,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Courthope,  G.  Loyd 

Qmig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

Cnik,  Sir  Henry 

Crooks,  William 

<^ro88.  Alexander 

Crossley,  William  J. 

Corran,  Peter  Francis 

Davieg,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

DftTics,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

IUrie83irW.Howell(BristoI,S. 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Dock worth.  Sir  James 

Dunran,  J.  H.  (York,  Otloy) 

Diinran,Robert  (Lanark,Govan 

Bdirards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 

Edwards,  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

EllU,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 

Erskine,  David  C. 

Ksiex,  R.  W. 

Evtns,  Sir  Samuel  T. 

ETwett,  R.  Laoey 

Fiber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 

FArdell.  Sir  T.  George 

F^'U,  Arthur 

Ffuwick,  Charles 

FereiiK.  T.  R. 

Findlay,  Alexander 

Fowter,  Henry  William 

Fofter.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 

Fuller.  John  Michael  F. 

FoIleTton,  Hugh 

Fbuoss,  Sir  Christopher 

Gardner,  Ernest 

Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 

«ill,  A.  H. 

<jlendinning,  R.  G. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 

^Jooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 

Gooch,Heniy  Cubitt(Peckham) 

Qwat,  Corrie 


Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Guinnes8,Hon.R.(Haggerston) 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Haddock,  George  B. 
Harcourt,Robert  V.  (Montrose) 
Hardie.  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Suffolk) 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,A8hford 
Harms  worth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 
Harrison-Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hart- Da  vies,  T. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  G.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  W.E.(Derby8hiro,N.E. 
Harwood,  George 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Helme,  Nerval  Watson 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hemmerde,  Edward  George 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S. ) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Hodge,  John 
Holden,  E.  Hopkinson 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Holt,  Richard  Duming 
Hooper,  A.  G. 

Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 
Hope,W.Bateman(Somer8et,N. 
Horniman,  Emslie  John 
Horridge,  Thomas  Gatdner 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Illingworth,  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
tlenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnso  1,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jono8,Sir  D.Brynmor  (Swansea 
Jones,  William(Carnarvon8hirc 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kennaway,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kinca id- Smith,  Captain 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
King,Sir  Honry  Seymour(Hull) 
Laidlaw,  Hobort 
Lambert,  George 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  W^m. 
Lamont,  Norman 
Lane- Fox,  G.  R. 
Lay  land- Barratt,  Sir  Francis 
I^e,Arthur  H.(Hants,Fareham 
JjOvy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lewisy  John  Herbert 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Lynch,  H.  B. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macdonald,  J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M' Arthur,  Charles 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M'Crae,  Sir  George 
M'Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 
M'Laren,Rt  Hn.SirC.B.(Leice8. 
M'MickinsT,  Major  G. 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 


Mallet,  Charles  K 

Marks.G.  Croydon  (Launceston) 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter  ; 

Mioklem,  Nathaniel 

Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Mond,  A. 

Montgomery,  H.  G. 

Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 

Morpeth,  Viscount 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophaa 

MiuTay,Capt.Hn  A.C.(Kincard, 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 

NichoIson,Charles  N.(Donca8t*p 

Nicholson,Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 

Norman,  Sir  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willians  , 

Nuttall,  Harry 

Parkes,  Ebenezer  I 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Philipps,CoLIvor  (S'thampton) 

Pollard,  Dr. 

Ponsonby,  Arthur  A.  W.  H» 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.  E.  (Edinb'gh,  Central 

Priestley  ,W.E.B.  (Bradford,E..) 

Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 

Rawlin8on,John  Frederick  Peel 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Remnant,  James  Farquharson 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Robert*,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Roberts,  S.(Sheffield,  Ecclesall) 

Robcrt8on,Sir  G.Scott(Bradrrd 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Ronaldshay,  Elarl  of 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

Salter,  Arthur  Clavell 

SamuelRt.Hn.H.L.  (Cleveland) 

Scott, A.  H.  (Ashton  under  Lyne 

Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 

Scdtlon,  J. 

Seely,  C'olonel 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,SirC1iarles  Edw.(Stafford 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Sheffield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorge  D. 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 

Suares,  Ernest  J. 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanier,  Beville 

Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 

Stanley,Hn.A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 

Starkey,  John  R. 

Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
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Straohey,  Sir  Edward 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
StrauBS,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 
Staart»  James  (Sunderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.(Oxf  d  Univ. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (RadolifiFe) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A. (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thome,  G.R.(Wolverhampton) 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 


Ure,  Alexander 

Valentia,  Viscount 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Walters,  John  Tudor 

Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 

Waring,  Walter 

Warner,  Thomas  0>urtenay  T. 

Wason,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Whitbread,  Howard 

White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 

White,  J.  Dnnda8(  Dumbart*nsh. 

Whitehead,  Rowland 


Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williams,Llewelyn(CarBartka 
Wilson,  Hon.  G.  G.  (Hall,  W.i 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mm!) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middle*bnM«h 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( WorcestenL  X. 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  PaacTM.  & 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wood,  T.  M'KinnoQ 
Wortley,  Rt  Hon.  C.K  8«w4- 


TkLLXBS  fob  TBS 

Joseph  Pease  and 
Elibank. 


Mastered 


Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Clough,  WiUUm 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Cory,  Sir  Cli£Ford  John 

Doughty,  Sir  George 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 

Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 


NOES. 

Kekewich,  Sir  George 

Lamb,  Edmund  G.  (Leominster 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Richards,  T.F.  ( Wolverh'mpfn 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 

Snowden,  P. 

Stoadman,  W.  C. 


Stewart,  Halley  (GreoDock) 
Yozall,  James  Henry 

Tbllxbs  vob  tbb  Noia— Hr. 
D.  A.  Thomas  and  Mr. 
Gement  Edwards. 


♦Mr.  CAVE  said  the  Amendment  he 
wished  to  move  had  to  be  read  in  con- 
junction with  a  consequential  Amend- 
ment later  on  the  Paper.  The  effect  of 
the  two  together  would  be  that,  when  a 
proper  demand  for  special  religious 
instruction  was  made,  the  authority 
would  be  bound  to  provide  suitable  ac- 
commodation for  the  child  to  receive  that 
instruction  on  two  mornings  in  the 
week.  He  did  not  speak  as  a  supporter 
of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  vot^  for  the 
Second  Reading,  and  h?  cauld  rot  pos- 
sibly vote  for  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape ; 
but,  in  common  with  other  Members,  he 
was  watching  to  see  whether  the  Govern- 
ment carried  out  their  declaration,  and 
made  the  right  of  entry  a  reality.  This 
was  one  of  several  Amendments  put  down 
on  the  J^aper  to  enable  the  (Government  to 
carry  out  that  declaration.  The  Bill  at 
present  provided  that,  when  a  parent 
desired  th  ^t  his  child  should  receive  special 
religious  instruction,  the  authority  should 
make  available  any  accommodation  in 
the  schoolhouse  which  could  reasonably 
be  made  so  available.  They  had,  how- 
ever, to  read  those  words  in  connection 
with  subsection  (6)  of  this  clause.  That 
subsection  provided  that,  in  considering 


whether  acconmiodation  waa  available, 
the  authority  should  take  into  account 
a  number  of  circumstances.  Thers  wrrr 
no  less  than  four  different  matters  vhick 
the  authority  were  required  to  take  iaw 
account,  viz.,  the  number  of  ckSdrefi 
or  groups  of  children  requiring  religieoi 
instruction,  the  proportion  of  lh.*m 
children  in  each  oase  to  the  toul 
number  of  children  in  the  Mhool^  th« 
number  of  persons  available  to  give  that 
instruction,  and  the  manner  in  which  thf 
classrooms  in  the  schoolhouse  could  hf 
most  conveniently  and  advantageoiuir 
used.  There  were,  therefore,  under  tlir 
Bill  as  it  stood  any  number  of  objectkxu 
which  might  be  raised  to  the  demand  fvr 
special  religious  instruction.  It  wooli 
be  perfectly  easy  for  a  reluctant  authoritj, 
acting  no  doubt  in  a  h<ma  fide  manner,  to 
find  within  the  four  comers  of  the  cUnm 
many  reasons  for  not  providing  accom- 
modation for  special  religious  instnctioa- 
He  wanted  to  make  that  impossible.  H' 
did  not  want  the  giving  of  special  relipuv* 
instruction  to  be  conditional  on  a  numbf 
of  matters  which  the  aatkority  ni|E^ 
decide  one  way  or  the  other.  He  ww^ 
it  made  imperative  upon  the  authority  t* 
provide   accommodation.    He  had  pot 
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down  an  Amendment  for  that  purpose  so 
that,  when  the  demand  was  made  in 
proper   form,   the  authority  should  be 
required  to  provide  suitable  accommoda- 
tion for  the  purpose.    He  had  only  heard 
one  objection  to  this  proposal,  and  that 
was  that  the  efEect  of  the  words  might 
be  that  the  authority  might  have  to  build 
and  add  to  their  premises.    He  did  not 
tlxink   that  would  arise.    If  there  was 
room  in  the]  school  for  the  giving  of 
aectdar  instruction,  surely  it  would  be 
possible  by  a  little  goodwill  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities  to  find  room   for  the 
giving  of  the  different  kinds  of  religious 
instruction.    He  would  not  object  to  a 
reasonable  mihimum  to  the  number  of 
parents  requiring  special  religious  instruc- 
tion so  that  they  should  not  have  a 
demand  for  one  or  two  children  ;  but  he 
felt  sure  that  with  a  little  goodwill  it 
would  alwa3rs  be  possible  to  find  room 
He  moved  his   Amendment   with   the 
genuine  intention  of  having  it  embodied 
in  the  Bill  if  possible.    He  thought  it 
pomted  out  a  real  danger  in  the  way  of 
the  smooth  working  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
hoped  either  it  or  something  of  equivalent 
value  would  be  given. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  2,  line  25,  after  the  word  *  shall,' 
to  insert  the  words  *  provide  suitable  accom- 
Bodation.' "— (iff.  Cave,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN  said  the  hon.  and 
kamed  Member  had  pointed  out  a  very 
serious  flaw  in  his  own  Amendment. 
It  pat  on  the  authority  the  obligation 
to  erect  special  premises  if  it  could  not 
provide  accommodation  in  the  existing 
premises  for  denominational  instruction. 
The  same  point  arose  earlier  in  the 
ftftemoon,  and  in  a  conversation  across 
the  floor  of  the  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ea^t  Worcester 
obtained  a  statement  from  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  efiect  that  in  so  far  as  any 
difficulty  arose  under  the  subsection  they 


would  do  their  best  to  remove  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  provided 
him  with  a  copy  of  his  suggested  Amend- 
ment, and  he  thought  it  Would  cover  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  point,  whilst 
it  w^uld  not  put  on  the  authority  the 
obligation  to  erect  new  premises,  which, 
he  presumed,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  not  put  forward.  The 
subsection,  if  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  incorporated, 
would  read  as  follows  :  "  The  aitthority 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  that  child 
to  receive  that  instruction  on  two  morn- 
ings in  the  week,  make  suitable  accom- 
modation in  the  schoolhouse  available, 
unless  they  satisfy  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion that  that  accommodation  cannot 
reasonably  be  so  made  available  without 
making  structural  alerations  or  additions 
to  the  schoolhouse.'*  The  Government 
had  considered  the  Amendment  carefully 
and  would  be  prepared  to  accept  it.  It 
would,  he  thought,  do  all  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  desired  in  the  proposal  he 
made. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBEELAIN  said 
that,  as  his  hon.  triend  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  observed  at  an  earlier  stage, 
he  could  make  no  claim  to  speak  for 
anyone  but  himself.  He  thought  that  he 
was  in  the  same  position  as  most  hon. 
Members  in  that  respect.  He  was  much 
obliged  to  the  Government  for  the  way  in 
which  they  had  met  him.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  clause  as  it  stood  put  all  the 
onus  of  proving  that  accommodation  was 
available  on  the  parent  who  desired 
Special  religious  instruction  for  his  child. 
He  wished  to  transfer  the  onus  of  proof 
on  to  the  authority  that  there  was  not 
such  accommodation,  and  that  was  what 
the  Amendment  which  the  Government 
had  consented  to  accept  did.  That  was 
a  substantial  concession,  for  which  he  Was 
grateful  to  the  Government.  They  recog- 
nised that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  local 
authority  to  provide  this  accommoda- 
tion if  it  possibly  could  without  having 
to  erect  new  buildings;    and  it  placed 
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upon  them  the  obligation,  if  they  refused 
to     provide     the     accommodation,     of 

proving  that  their  refusal  arose  out  of 

* 

their  inability  to  make  suitable  accom- 
modation. He  wished  to  make  one  other 
observation,  and  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  think  him 
ungenerous  after  the  way  in  which  he 
had  met  him.  lie  agreed  that  this 
subsection  had  to  be  read  in  connection 
with  subsection  (6).  He  had  read  sub- 
se'ction  (6)  very  carefully,  and  it  did,  he 
thought,  complicate  the  matter ;  but 
he  did  not  agree  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  that  the  object  ot  thtf 
subsection  was  to  throw  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  parents.  He  took  it  the  intention 
was  rather  in  the  opposite  direction, 
mid  that  it  was  meant  to  give  better . 
security  against  unnecessary  obstacles 
being  placed  in  the :  way  of  parents 
exercising  theit  rights.  He  hoped  they 
might  reach  that  subsection  in  time 
to  discuss  it,  because  he  thought  it  was 
very  important  they  should  do  so. 
He  beUeved  if  they  did,  they  would 
oome  to  something  like  a  general  agree- 
ment. In  accepting,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  the  concession  the  Government 
had  made  on  subsection  (1)  they  ought 
not  to  be  precluded  from  raising  the 
same  question  on  subsection  (6)  when 
they  came  to  it. 

I  Mb.  LA.NE.F0X  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,* 
Barkston  Ash)  said  that  if  this  alteration 
was  made  there  ought  to  be  8om3  limita- 
tion as  to  the  number  of  children  for 
whom  accommodation  was  made.  The 
number  thirty  had  been  suggested, 
but  most  of  them  thought  that  was  too 
many.  It  had  been  pointed  out  by  a 
Liberal  friend  of  his  that  if  every  parent 
chose  to  demand  special  instruction  for 
his  own  child,  that  might  be  made  a 
Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain. 


m3ans  of  wrecking  the  right  of  entry. 
It  had  also  been  suggested  that  this 
might  be  a  possible  means  for  hostile 
local  authorities  to  wreck  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  suggest  that  such  a  thiog  would 
be  done,  but  in  order  to  remove  the 
possibility  of  its  being  attempted,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consider 
the  possibility  of  putting  in  some  such 
limitation,  and  thus  make  it  very  much 
easier  for  them  to  believe  that  this  was 
really  a  genuine  concession  to  those  who 
desired  denominational  teaching. 

Mr.  LOUaH  (Istington,  W.)  said  if.  as 
he  understood,  the  Government  were 
going  to  propose  alternative  words,  it 
was  very  important  that  they  should 
have  them. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  said  that  when  thev 
came  to  the  Amendment  which  would  be 
proposed  by  tlic  right  hon,  Gentlernui 
opposite,  they  might  discuss  it.  The 
only  purpose  he  had  in  reading  it  was 
to  show  that  they  had  in  mind  the 
point  raised,  and  that  they  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  cave  asked  what  would  be  the 
eftect  on  subsection  (6)  if  the  Amendment 
was  accepted  in  lieu  of  this  one.  If  they 
were  takjng  away  the  decision  on  this 
question  from  the  authority  and  transfei' 
ring  it  to  the  Board  of  Education,  they 
did  not  want  the  words  in  subsection  (fi). 
line  33,  because  they  simply  supplied  a 
guide  to  local  authorities.  Would  it  not 
be  consequential  on  his  right  hon.  friends 
Amendment  to  leave  out  the  words  in 
subsection  (6),  to  which  he  took  som** 
objection  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  said  it  did  not 
necessarily  follow,  and  he  did  not  thini 
they  could  discuss  subsection  (6)  on  thi» 
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have  to  send  down  an  inspector  at  great- 
expense 'to  hear  evidence  on  both  sides, 
and  then  to  perform  one  of  those  duties 
which  tempted  i  the  Board  of  Education 
into  political  by-paths.  One  Board 
would  decide  one  way,  and  the  next 
another.  Their  decisions  would  be  very 
much  an  open  question.  He  was  glad 
the  Amandment  was  not  to  be  accepted. 


AmHidm^nt.  fie  would  rather  leave 
it  to  a  later  stage,  when  he  thought 
he  could  show  the  hpn.  Member  that  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  his  friends.  It 
vas  framed  with  that  intention. 

Mr.  lough  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient  if  they  could  make 
an  observation  or  two  when  the  words 
were  actually  before  them,  but  they  had 
to  remamber  the  way  the  discussion 
w«it  on,  and  perhaps  they  would  never 
be  before  them.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gcntlemin  set  them  the  example  of 
miking  a  suggestion  as  to  what  he  would 
agree  to  with  regard  to  this  clause, 
*Bd  just  say  one  word  about  it  now  ? 
He  suggested  that  while  he  could  not 
iccept  these  words  throwing  an  absolute 
(Migation  on  the  local  authority  to  make 
provision,  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  see 
tkat  if  they  did  not  make  accommodation 
tvailableit  should  be  left  to  the  Board  of 
Education  to  decide  whether  the  local 
education  authority  had  cometoitsconclu- 
iion  fairly  or  not.  In  short,  the  matter 
wduM  be  left  to  the  Board  of  Education. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  well 
consider  whether  that  was  not  throwing 
a  very  invidious  duty  on  the  Board  of 
Education.  These  local  authorities  had 
not  been  treated  very  well  up  to  the 
present.  No  option  whatever  was  left 
to  them,  and  as  the  clause  was  drawn  it 
read :  "  They  shall  if  it  is  reasonably 
practicable."  These  words  seemed  to  go 
quite  far  enough.  But  they  were  going 
now  to  subject  them  to  a  trial,  and  if  they 
nid  it  was  not  reasonably  practicable, 
tiwj  were  going  to  haul  them  up  to 
London  before  the  Board  of  Education. 
That  was  treating  these  authorities  rather 
kttdly.  The  Committee  ought  to  consider 
how  the  Board  of  Education  would  be 
able  to  decide  this  question.    It   would 


Mr.  cave  :  After  what  has  happened 
I  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  An^^nd- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn,  .  £ 

Lord  R.  CECJL  said  the  Amendment 
which  he  rose  to  move  was  one  of  con- 
siderable   importance.    Its    object    was 
to  provide  that  except  where  conditions 
were  expressly   varied  by  the  Act  the 
CO  adit  ions  of  denominational  instruction 
should  be  the  sanae  ^s  the  conditions  of 
•undenominational  instruction.     It    was 
;of    some    importance    in    the    practical 
working  of  this  matter.     For  instance,, 
children  whose  parents  desired  that  they 
should  receive  denominationalinstructioh 
might  say  :   "  Oh,  no  ;   we  are  not  goin^ 
in,  we  are  going  to  play  in  the  playground 
or  the  street.*'     There  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  giving  the  master 
any    disciplinary    authority    over    the 
scholars  in  this  connection.     There  was 
nothing  that  made  the  instruction  any 
part  of  the  ordinary  curriculum  of  the 
school.     All   the   clause   said   was   that 
the  local  education  authority  Were  bound 
to  provide  accommodation.     That  was 
the  whole  obligation,  and  the  only  power 
given  to  the  parents  to  obtain  the  in- 
struction.    He  was  not  asking  anything 
unreasonable   when   he   asked   that   all 
the  conditions  that  applied  to  the  ordinary 
curriculum  of  the  school,  the  discipline  to 
be  exercised  by  the  master,  the  furniture 
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of  the  school — all  that  kind  of  question 
should  be  the  same  as  if  the  denomina- 
tional instruction  were  undenominational. 
They  were  very  anxious,  where  the 
authorities  were  hostile,  that  the  matter 
should  not  be  put  on  one  side  as  a  matter 
of  no  importance  and  an  extra  which 
the  law  compelled  them  to  carry  out, 
and  which  they  might  carry  out  in  as 
perfunctory  a  way  as  possible.  They 
were  anxious  that  it  should  be  a  real 
thing,  and  he  imderstood  the  Govern- 
ment wished  that  too.  This  would  be 
a  real  advance  towards  making  the 
right  of  entry  effective. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  2,  liae  26,  after  the  word  '  in- 
struction,* to  insert  the  words  *  upon  the  same 
conditions,  save  as  in  this  Act  mentioned,  as  any 
other  religious  instruction  given  in  the  school.*  ** 
-^Lord  B.  CeeU,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  W.  ROBSON,  who  was  indistinctly 
heard,  thought  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment were  a  little  too  general.  The 
noble  Lord  said  the  discipline  of  th^ 
school  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  children 
while  they  were  receiving  the  special 
religious  instruction.  Obviously  it  should, 
and  he  thought  that  was  already  pro- 
vided for  in  the  clause.  The  special 
religious  instruction  would  undoubtedly 
be  given  between  the  hours  to  which 
the  bye-laws  applied,  and  even  though 
in  extreme  cases  it  was  not  given  between 
such  hours,  it  would  still  be  part  of  the 
instruction  of  the  school.  However,  it 
might  well  be  said  more  expressly  that 
the  children  should  be  made  subject 
to  the  discipline  of  the  school  during 
the  special  religious  instruction.  There 
would  be  a  little  danger  in  going  much 
further.    Supposing    the    whole    special 

LordR.OeeO. 


religious  instruction  was  placed  nude 
the  school  discipline,  it  migiht  have 
the  effect  of  placing  the  clergyman  who 
gave  the  religious  instruction  under 
the  schoolmaster.  Whatever  prorkioQ 
was  made,  it  must  be  in  a  better  fonn 
of  language.  If  they  specified  tiiat 
religious  instruction  should  be  on  the 
time-table  they  met  all  reaaonable  re- 
quirements. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  considered  that  tk» 
Attorney-General  had  met  his  point  very 
fairly,  but  he  asked  him  not  to  cloae  Vu 
mind  to  the  possibility  of  adopting  sock 
words  as  he  had  suggested.  The  diffi- 
culties of  drafting,  he  was  aware,  bad  be«n 
very  extreme,  but  he  hoped  the  ban.  and 
learned  Qentleman  would  consider  tW 
possibility  of  adopting  more 
words,  because  it  woold  be  u 
valuable  in  the  case  of  any  diflBcnhy 
arising  to  be  able  to  say  to  any  kxal 
authority  :  "  You  are  not  treating  these 
children  in  the  same  way  as  other  diil- 
dren,"  and  they  would  be  able  to  aay  to  th« 
local  authority  that  it  was  not  doing  iu 
duty. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  replied  that  th« 
Government  had  considered  the  point 
and  had  decided  upon  a  form  of  words 
which  would  shortly  appear  on  the  Paper. 
making  the  intention  clear. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPB  moved  to  imert 
after  the  word  "  instruction  ^  th* 
words  "  in  a  class  of  reaaonable  sije/' 
He  did  not  think  all  the  children  reqmna< 
special  instruction  should  be  lamped 
together  and  given  their  instmction  ia  a 
perfunctory  way.  He  wished  to  setm 
that  the  instruction  should  be  giiren  vndsr 
the    best    eduoati<Hial    condition^    aad 
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among  those  conditions  he  thought  a 
reasonably  small  class  was  one  of  the 
most  important. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  26,  after  the  word  *  instruc- 
tion,' to  insert  the .  words  *  in  a  class  of 
reasonable  size.'  " — {Mr.  James  Hope,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  assured  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  proposal  he  had  made 
was  fully  met  in  subsection  (6)  and  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  to  insert  those 
words  at  this  point. 

Lord  II.  CECIL  did  not  quite  agree 
that  this  point  was  met  in  subsection  (6) 
which  was  rather  a  different  matter. 
His  hon.  friend  wished  to  provide  that 
the  local  education  authority  should 
provide  accommodation  for  special  in- 
struction "  in  a  class  of  reasonable 
size,"  Subsection  (6)  provided  that  they 
were  not  to  provide  any  accommodation 
at  all  unless  certain  conditions  were 
fulfilled.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  his  way  to  meet  the  point 
raised  by  his  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  could  not  agree 
that  his  point  had  been  met,  but  he  would 
content  himself  with  having  called  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  which  might  perhaps 
be  raised  later  on. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*Mb.  MILDMAY  (Devonshire,  Totnes) 
moved  to  omit  the  words  "on  two 
mornings  in  the  week  on  which  the 
school  meets."  He  understood  from 
what  had  been  said  earlier  in  the  debate 
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that  the  right  of  entry  would   not  be 
restricted  to  two  mornings  ia  the  week, 
but  that  an  individual  child  would  not 
have  an  opportunity  to  receive  denomina- 
tional   instruction  on    more    than    two 
mornings  in  the  week.     That  was  a  very 
grudging    allowance,    and   once   it    was 
conceded  that  those  who  attended  the 
school  to  give  denominational  teaching 
could  be  present  in  the  schools  on  more 
than  two  mornings  weekly,  what  could 
be  said,   even  from  the  strictly  unde- 
nominational   point    of    view,    against 
granting  permission  to  the  children  to 
receive,  on  more  than  two  mornings  in 
the  week,  that  religious  instruction  which 
their  parents  wished  them  to  receive  ? 
There  was  much  to  be  said  on  behalt  of 
the  parents  who  conscientiously  urged 
that  plea.    He  had  never  strongly  upheld 
the  denominational  point  of  view,  and  he 
supported  the  Second  Reading  because 
he  desired  to  see  some  settlement  of  their 
religious  difl&culties  brought  about.    He 
voted  for  the  Second  Reading  because  it 
always  seemed  to  him  that  the  more 
they  discussed  these  matters  the  greater 
chance  there  would  be  of  understanding 
each  other  and  appreciating  the  depth  of 
each    others    religious    convictions.    He 
had  an  opinion  that  religious  teaching 
under    the  Cowper  -  Temple  clause  was 
valuable    as    far   as  it  went.      But   as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  had  said  upon  a  former  stage  of  this 
Bill,   no   one   could   call   such  religious 
teaching    as    he    had     in     mind    non- 
doctrinal.    Although  he  was  of  opinion 
that  religious  instruction  of  value  to  the 
children    could     be    imparted    and    in 
some  schools  was  imparted  under   the 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  at  the  same  time 
he  did  not  ignore  the  fact  which  they  had 
all  to  acknowledge  and  recognise  that 
there  a  large  body  of  people  who  took 
3  B 
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an  opposite  view,  and  "who  believed  that 
such  teaching,  if  not  harmful,  was 
absolutely  worthless.  They  had  a  pei^- 
fect  right  to  hold  that  view,  and  he  was 
certain  it  was  honestly  held,  and  no  man 
had  any  right  to  dictate  his  views  to 
another  in  this  connection.  Those  were 
matters  between  a  man  and  his  own 
conscience,  or  perhaps  he  should  say 
between  a  man  and  his  Maker.  When 
they  heard  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
say  that  the  teaching  under  the  Cowper- 
Temple  clause  ought  to  satisfy  all  Protes- 
tants, he  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  no 
right  to  dictate  what  should  be  the 
views  of  any  in  regard  to  the  religious 
teaching  to  be  given  to  their  children. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  lasting  settlement 
they  must  bear  in  mind  a  fact  of  very 
great  importance  in  connection  with  the 
right  of  entry.  What  had  Noncon- 
formists complained  of  with  regard  to 
their  position  under  the  Bill  of  1902  ? 
What  had  impelled  them  to  passive 
resistance  ?  It  was  that  they  had  been 
compelled  to  pay  for  a  religious  educa- 
tion of  which  they  did  not  approve.  How 
did  they  propose  under  this  Bill  to 
remedy  that  state  of  things  ?  They 
proposed  to  do  it  by  shifting  this  very 
same  grievance,  which  by  their  own 
admission  had  been  intolerable  to  them 
in  the  past,  on  to  the  backs  of  others 
They  proposed  to  compel  others  to  pay 
for  a  religious  education  of  which  those 
others  disapproved.  That  was  a  fact 
which  he  asked  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite 
not  to  forget.  When  they  said  this 
was  not  a  balanced  settlement,  and  that 
very  small  surrenders  were  required 
from  the  Church,  he  asked  them  to 
recall  the  violent  terms   in  which  they 

characterised  some  time  since  the  bondage 
Mr,  Mildmay. 


which  they  now,  under  this  Bill,  wer? 
seeking  to  impose  upon  others.  fMnns- 
TERIAL  cries  of  "Question."]  How 
could  anyone  with  any  sense  of  justice 
be  prepared  to  consider  the  poasiMity 
of  carrying  into  law  so  obviously  unjust 
a  provision  as  this  ?  It  was  only  because 
they  hoped  that  the  quid  pro  quo^  which 
was  the  right  of  entry  into  all  schooU. 
would  be  no  shadowy  conceasion,  but 
would  be  really  valuable  and  substantial 
in  its  nature.  Right  of  entry  was  of  no 
use  to  Roman  Catholics,  and  it  was  no 
use  in  the  Roman  Catholic  schoc^ 
in  the  single  school  areas,  of  which  he 
had  an  example  in  his  own  constituency. 
The  parents  of  those  Roman  Catholic 
schools  in  single  districts  would  in  futun 
be 

And,  it  being  Eleven  of  the  Clock,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


ASSIZES  AND  QUART  £R  SESSIONS  BIU 

[LOKDS]. 

Read  a  second  time. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  To-morrow.— 
(Mr.  Joseph  Pease). 

Whereupon  Mr.  Sp^akkr,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st  Jnlr, 
adjourned  the  House  without  QoeatioD 
put. 


Adjourned   at   one   minntc  Uur 
Eleren    o'clock. 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


TREATY  SERIES,  No.  31  (1908). 

Accessions  of  British  Colonies,  etc., 
i  to  the  Treaty  of  Friendship,  Commerce, 
and  Navigation  between  the  United 
;  Kingdom  and  Bulgaria ;  signed  at 
'  Sofia,  9th  December,  1905.  {See  Treaty 
i  Series,  No.  1.  (1908).) 

*       FOREIGN  IMPORT  DUTIES.  1908. 

i     Statement  of  the  rates  of  import  duties 

IJ' levied  in  European  (Countries,  Egypt, 
the  United  States,  Mexico,  Argentina, 
Japan,    China,    and    Persia,    upon    the 

I  produce  and  manufactures  of  the  United 

^  Kingdom. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (REGULATIONS  AS  TO 
FOOD)  ACT,  1907. 

Public  Health  (Foreign  Meat)  Regula- 
tions (Scotland),  1908.  Public  Health 
(First  Series,  Unsound  Food)  Regulations 
(Scotland),  1908. 


«     Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
*to 


lie  on  the  Table. 


DISEASES    OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,    1894  TO 

1903. 

V    Orders     permitting    the    landing    of 
animals — 

No.  7,608  (dated  24th  November,  1908) 
at  Deptford  Foreign  Animals  Wharf  (ss. 
"Crown  Point"). 

No.  7,608  (dated  24th  November,  1908) 
^  at  Birkenhead  Foreign  Animals  Wnarf 
^  (9?.  "Armenian  "). 

r  No.  7,610  (dated  25th  November,  1908) 
i^at  Deptford  Foreign  Animals  Wharf 
J  \88.  "  Minneapolis  "). 

^  No.  7,611  (dated  25th  November,  1908) 
^  at  a  foreign  animals  wharf  in  Great  Britain 
>l  (as.  "Manchester  Trader"). 

MERCHANT    SmPFING    ACTS.    1894     TO 

1906. 

Order  in  Council,  dated  21st  Novem- 
W,  1908,  exempting  (Jerman  ships 
when  in  British  ports  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1894, 
relating  to  overloading  upon  certain 
conditions. 

VAVAL  AND  MARINE  PAY  AND     PEN- 
SIONS  ACT,  1865. 

Six  Orders  in  CJouncil  under  the  Act. 
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WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  ACT,  1906. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Rules,  1908, 
(No.  2),  dated  24th  November,  1908. 

PENAL     SERVITUDE     ACTS,      1863-1891 
(CONDITIONAL  LICENCE). 

Licence  granted  by  His  Majesty  to 
Emma  Byron,  a  convict  under  detention 
in  Aylesbury  Prison,  permitting  her  to 
be  at  large  on  condition  that  she  enter 
the  Lady  Henry  Somerset  Home,  Dux- 
hurst,  Reigate. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
and  an  Appendix)  made,  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  234.) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL  [h.l.] 
Report  from  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Companies  (Consolidation)  Bill 
the  Post  Office  Consolidation  Bill 
and  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  ^  ^ 
That  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Bi 
[h.l.],  ought  to  be  allowed  to  proceed. 
The  said  Report  (with  the  Proceedings 
of  the  Committee),  to  be  printed.  [No. 
235.]  Minutes  of  Evidence  laid  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  delivered  out ; 
Bill  reported  with  Amendments,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next ;  and  to  be 
printed   as   amended.     [No.    236.] 


H.L. 
H.L. 
H.L. 
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MEDICAL     INSPECTION     OF    SCHOOL 

CHILDREN. 

Viscount  GALWAY  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  no  grant  had 
yet  been  received  by  county  coimcils 
towards  the  expenses  incurred  for  the 
medical  inspection  of  children.  The 
noble  Viscount  said  :  My  Lords,  it  may  be 
thought  that  in  alluding  to  the  education 
question  at  the  present  moment  I  am 
raising  a  somewhat  delicate  matter,  but  I 
can  assure  the  House  and  His^Majesty's 
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Groverninent  that  it  is  not  my  intention 
to  interfere  in  the  slightest  degree  with 
a  satisfactory  settlement  of  this  much- 
discussed  question  if  such  a  settlement 
can  be  arrived  at.  The  point  I  wish  to 
bring  before  your  Lordships'  notice  is  of 
a  different  character,  and  has  reference 
to  the  cost  thrown  upon  county  councL's 
for  the  medical  inspection  of  children. 
The  Act  of  1907  enacted  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  county  councils  to  provide  for  the 
medical  inspection  of  children  immedi- 
ately before,  or  at  the  time  of,  or  as  soon 
as  possible  after,  admission  to  the  public 
elementary  school.  Regulation  No.  576 
followed  in  November  of  that  year,  and 
in  Paragraph  4  the  respective  duties  of 
the  Board  of  Education  and  the  local 
education  authority  were  clearly  set  out. 
That  paragraph  stated — 

**  The  duties  thrown  upon  the  Board  oonBist 
in  advising  the  local  education  authorities  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  should  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  in  supervising  the 
work  they  are  caUed  upon  to  do.'* 

The  next  paragraph  stated  that — 

"'  The  duty  of  carrying  out  the  actual  in- 
spection  has  necessarily  been  entrusted  by 
Parliament  to  local  education  authorities  and 
not  to  the  Board." 

Therefore  it  will  be  seen  that  the  whole 
question  of  managing  the  medical  in- 
spection devolves  upon  the  local  educa- 
tion authorities.  Further  on,  the  Regula- 
tion stated  that  three  inspections  were 
advisable— one  when  the  child  entered 
the  school,  another  about  the  middle  of 
its  school  life,  and  again  before  it  left 
school. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  I  have  no 
wish  to  disparage  the  great  value  which 
the  medical  inspection  of  children  may 
be  to  the  nation,  or  to  thwart  its  being 
properly  carried  out.  My  point  is  that 
these  demands  on  the  local  education 
authorities  seem  to  go  on  increasing. 
The  form  as  to  diseases,  which  has  to  be 
filled  up  in  duplicate  in  regard  to  every 
scholar,  throws  enormous  labour  on  the 
medical  ofl&cers  appointed  to  carry  out 
this  work  and  on  the  chief  medical  officer, 
and  consequently  adds  to  the  cost  to  the 
ratepayers.  The  medical  officer  has  to 
report  on  a  variety  of  things,  and  it  is 
also  laid  down  that  he  shall  report  to  the 
Board  of  Education  if  the]  Schedules  of 
the  Board  are  not  carried  out  faithfully. 
I^may  be  wrong  in  my  interpretation  of 

Fiscouni  Oclway 


the  clause,  but  it  reads  as  if  the  iredictl 
officer  of  the  county  council  is  to  report 
to  the  Board  of  Education  if  their 
Schedules  are  not  carried  out.  Surely 
the  proper  course  would  be  for  the  Board 
of  Education  to  make  these  inquiries 
through  the  proper  channel — the  clerk 
to  the  county  council. 

When  the  Act  of  1907  was  under  ^ 
cussion  we  were  given  to  understaiwi 
that  county  councils  would  get  a  suh* 
stantial  grant  towards  the  extra  charge 
which  would  be  thrown  on  the  rate*, 
and  a  great  many  local  education  authori- 
ties hesitated  to  appoint  officers  ocder 
the  Act  until  they  knew  what  fiiancul 
assistance  they  were  likely  to  get  fn«i 
His  Majesty's  Government.  As  I  hive 
said,  I  do  not  wish  to  disparage  the 
great  value  of  this  medical  inspecti«i. 
but  it  is  of  na  ional,  and  not  merdr  of 
local,  importance,  ard  it  is,  therefore, 
not  unreasonable  to  hope  that  therr 
will  be  a  substantial  contributioD  htvni 
the  national  Exchequer.  I  would  wk 
His  Majesty's  Government  to  remember 
that  every  additional  burden  throfn: 
on  the  ratepayers  of  the  countrr  i»  ar 
additional  burden  also  on  the  indostrie* 
of  the  country,  and  thereby  tends  t*- 
the  imemployment  which  we  all  so  mnrb 
regret  at  the  present  time. 

There  is  one  other  point  to  which  I 
should  like  to  call  attention,  Sectiot 
10  of  Regulation  No.  576  says — 

''  The  directions  given  in  this  ciitMiUr  m  to 
the  degree  and  frequency  of  inspectioo  nfrf 
only  to  minimum  medic*!  inspect  ion,  tbr 
effectiveness  of  which  wiU  in  futoiv  be  ocw  o( 
the  elements  to  be  considered  in  deteminiaf 
the  efficiency  of  each  school  as  a  gimot-«iM 
school*' 

I  venture  to  think  that  if,  when  th«e 
medical  inspection  clauses  were  befcvt 
Parliament,  it  had  be^i  clearly  stated 
that  medical  inspection  of  children  va» 
going  to  be  made  one  of  the  points  w 
which  the  efficiency  grant  would  dvpeftl 
the  medical  inspection  clauaes  wodd 
not  have  passed  as  they  dkL  In  thv 
case  we  have  another  illastratioii  of  th* 
Board  making  regulations  beyond  vhst 
Parliament  ever  contemplated  or  it- 
tended.  It  is  not  the  first  time  we  har» 
had  to  complain  of  this,  and  I  hope  the 
tendency  will  dirainiah  in  the  fotm. 
The     question    of    medical    inqwctiA 
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should  be  kept  entirely  separate  from 
the  education  demandjs  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  and  it  should  not  be 
allowed  in  any  way  to  affect  the  efficiency 
grant.  I  hope  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  be  able-  to  give  the  House  a 
distinct  assurance  on  both  of  the  points 
1  have  raised. 

Lord  HELPER  :  My  Lords,  before  the 
noble  Earl  replies,  I  should  like  to  say 
%  few  words,  not  only  to  support  what  my 
noble  friend  has  said,  but  also  to  point 
out  what  the  exact  position  is  with  regard 
to  the  financial  promises  made  on  the 
iubject  of  medical  inspection.  This 
matter,  which  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  county  councils,  has  been  taken  up  by 
the  Count V  Councils  Association,  and 
there  has  been  more  than  one  deputation 
to  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Board 
of  Education.  A  very  strong  deputation 
from  the  County  Councils  Association 
waited  upon  Mr.  McKenna  in  February 
last,  and'  put  before  him  the  claims  of 
county  councils  that  medical  inspection 
should  be  recognised  as  a  national  matter 
tad  that  a  grant  should  be  made  towards 
it.  They  pointed  out  how  unfortunate 
it  would  be  if,  through  the  constant 
increase  of  the  rates,  the  ratepayers  got 
to  dislike  education,  and  as  far  as  they 
<^ould,  refused  to  allow  their  representa- 
tives to  spend  extra  money,  especially  on 
higher  education.  Mr.  McKenna  informed 
the  deputation  that  he  entirely  sym- 
pathised with  the  view  put  before  him. 
He  said  that  medical  inspection  should  be 
looked  upon  as  part  of  the  general  charge 
for  education,  but  he  agreed  that  there 
was  considerable  ground  for  the  view 
that  the  local  education  authorities 
should  receive  6ome  grant  from  the 
Exchequer.  He  went  on  to  say  that  he 
did  not  propose  that  that  grant  should 
be  earmarked,  but  that  a  new  grant  should 
be  given  that  would  do  far  more  than 
meet  the  cost  of  the  additional  require- 
ments of  the  Bill.  He  added  that  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  deputation  to 
meet  their  ratepayers  with  a  substantial 
redaction  in.  the  rates.  That  was  a 
promise  of  a  substantial  grant,  not  only 
to  cover  present  charges  for  education, 
Init  to*  allow  also  a  reasonable  sum  in 
addition  for  medieval  inspection. 


That  sounded  very  satisfactory,  but, 
when  they  looked  into  the  fi^uiies  lihe 
County  Councils  Association  came  to  the 
conclusion,  not  only  that  there  would  be  • 
no  grant  for  medical  inspection  at  all, 
but  that  the  grants  that  were  going  to  be 
given  would  not  be  sufficient  to  cover 
th«  services  of  the  Bill,  and  th^t,  so  far^ 
from  being  better  off,  the  majority  of  the 
county  councils  would  be  worse  off  than 
at  present.  A  deputation  from  the 
Association  waited  upon  Mr.  Runciman, 
who  was  then  Minister  for  Education^ 
and  laid  the  figures  before  him.  Mr. 
Runciman  made  certain  criticisms  re- 
garding the  figures.  No  doubt  the 
figures  were  open  to  criticism,  because 
they  had  been  prepared  by  different 
counties,  and  were  not,  of  course,  on 
precisely  the  same  lines.  When  those 
criticisms  were  made  we  at  once  offered 
to  have  new  figures  drawn  up  on  the  one 
basis,  and  to  submit  them  to  the  Board 
of  Education,  who^  officials  cduld  go 
thoroughly  into  them  with  the  officials 
of  the  County  Councils  Association  to  see 
whether  they  might  be  taken  as  fairly 
representing  the  charges  that  would  be 
thrown  by  the  Bill  on  the  county  coimcils. 
Those  figures  were  got  out  and  submitted 
to  the  Board  of  Education,  who  were 
m6re  than  once  asked  to  allow  their 
officials  to  go  into  them.  I  regret  to  say 
that  they  did  not  see  their  way  to  ex- 
amine the  figures  or  to  discuss  them  in 
any  way ;  but  the  effect  of  those  figures, 
which  I  contend  are.  now  imchallenged, 
is  that  upon  every  county  council  appear- 
ing in  the  list  I  have  in  my  hand  a  con- 
siderable extra  charge  will  be  thrown.  That 
varies  in  a  very  marked  degree.  The 
extra  charge  placed  upon  my  own  county 
if  these  figures  are  correct,  and  they  have 
not  been  disputed,  would  be  something 
over  £12,000  a  year,  or  an  extra  rat^ 
beyond  that  now  being  paid  of  something 
like  3d.  in  the  £,  that  is  a  40  per  cent, 
increase  on  the  rates  raised  for  education^ 
It  is  natural,  therefore,  that  we  should 
feel  very  great  anxiety  as  to  whether  we 
are  to  receive  assistance  towards  the 
expenses  incurred  for  medical  inspection. 

I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  matters  which 
are  before  the  other  House  and  which  will 
be   contained   in   the   Bill  now   imder 
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diBCUBsion  there ;  but  as  lir.  McKenna 
said  that  the  grant  for  medical  inspection 
must  be  included  in  the  general  grant 
given  by  the  Gk>yemment,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  see  whether  that  grant  is 
sufficient,  not  only  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  is  intended,  but  also  to  meet  the 
charge  for  medical  inspection.  That  b 
the  position  in  which  we  now  stand,  and 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  press  for.  an 
assurance  in  some  form  or  another  that  a 
reasonable  grant  will  be  given  towards 
the  cost  of  medical  inspection,  which 
admittedly  should  be  largely  a  national 
charge.  My  noble  friend  has  referred  to 
the  fact  that  we  are  threatened  with  the 
loss  of  the  education  grants  if  we  do  not 
carry  out  medical  inspection  efficiently. 
We  have  every  wish  to  carry  out 
this  work,  but  while  the  Govern- 
ment holds  its  hand  it  is  difficult 
to  persuade  the  ratepayers  to  put 
their  hands  into  their  pockets  and  find 
money  for  the  purpose. 

There  is  another  Circular — No.  596— 
to  which  my  noble  friend  did  not  allude. 
It  covers  liie  pages,  and  contains  not 
only  regulations  with  regard  to  medical 
inspection,  but  an  immense  clause — ^no 
other  word  can  be  used — setting  out 
what  the  annual  report  upon  medical 
inspection  is  to  contain.  It  goes  in  the 
greatest  detail  into  every  possible  con- 
sideration that  a  medical  officer  ought 
to  have  in  view.  I  need  only  quote 
one  short  subsection.  An  account  is 
asked  for  of  the  methods  of  inspection 
adopted,  including — 

**  General  review  of  the  relation  of  home 
eiroumstances  and  social  and  industrial  con- 
ditions to  the  health  and  phjrsioal  condition 
of  the  children  inspected,  so  far  as  facts  bearing 
on  this  point  have  come  under  notice.** 

If  you  take  that  literally,  it  is  a  report 
on  the  home  life  and  the  health  of  everv 
child  in  every  school  in  the  county.  I 
do  not  desire  in  the  least  to  criticise  the 
Report  asked  for.  I  understand  from 
those  who  have  the  technical  knowledge 
that  it  is  an  admirable  Memorandum 
for  the  purpose  with  a  view  to  what 
may  perhaps  eventually  be  carried  out, 
but  that  it  is  quite  imnossible  at  the 
present  time  that  the  Report  can  go 
into  the  vast  number  of  matters  men- 
tioned. I  am  informed  that  it  is  not 
expected  that  county  councils  should 
make  the  reports  in  this  detail  in  the 

Lord  B'lper. 


earlier  days.  Indeed,  the  Board  i>f 
Education  seem  to  have  been  satined 
of  the  impossibility  themselves,  because 
they  say — 

**  As  rt^ards  the  scope  of  the  Re^t,  hov. 
ever,  the  Board  consider  that  it  is  deatrablr  tW 
it  should  deal  with  the  whole  subject  of  ichool 
hygiene,  and  should  cover  as  much  as  poMibk  of 
the  ground  indicated  under  the  f oUowinf  besd*. 
It  is  recognised  that  these  heads  suggest  a  dcfrrr 
of  comprehensiveness  which  in  manj.  tad 
indeed  in  most,  cases  will  not  be  imaediticly 
attainable.'* 

That  qualification  points  out  that  in  t 
great  number  of  these  matters  we  are  not 
to  act  at  once.  I  hope  an  assurance  viU 
be  given  that  no  undue  severity  wiD  be 
used  against  county  councils  in  tkfir 
endeavour  to  carry  out  the  requiivmect 
as  to  these  Reports.  I  am  sure  tlut  tht 
work  will  be  better  done  if  efficiencT  i» 
reached  by  slow  degrees  rather  thin  br 
attempting  all  that  may  be  obtaijublf 
in  the  future  at  the  first  moment.  If 
there  is  any  dissatisfaction  with  tie 
heavy  cost  of  education,  the  higher  and 
scientific  education,  which  is  of  tb^ 
utmost  importance  to  the  coontrr,  viU 
be  certain  to  suffer.  I  have  ventured  tv 
make  these  remarks  not  in  any  spirit  of 
hostility.  This  is  not  a  political  mattfr 
in  any  sense,  and  I  cordially  agree  vrtb 
my  noble  friend  Viscount  Gslwar  it 
hoping  that  we  shall  see  the  Bill  nov 
bemg  discussed  in  the  other  Hov^ 
broiight  to  a  satisfactory  issue.  Bqt, 
in  the  meanwhile,  the  question  of  finanrr 
is  a  most  urging  and  pressing  one,  and  I 
therefore  think  that  this  is  not  an  ir<- 
opportune  moment  to  bring  this  nutter 
to  the  notice  of  His  Bfajesty^s  Gcven.- 
ment. 

♦The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  axi> 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  roa  m 
COLONIES  (The  Eael  of  Cmwi  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  been  aaked  to  reph  to 
the  (question  of  the  noble  Viaootf- 
opposite  and  I  make  no  complattf 
whatever  either  of  his  speech  or  of  th»i 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  lus  just  sat  ds^t- 
At  the  same  time,  as  I  shall  be  able  f*' 
show,  and  as  I  think  the  noUe  Lor! 
himself  is  aware,  there  are  circuDStaDC 
connected  with  the  discussion  in  aaoiher 
place  which  make  it  difficult  to  deal  91^' 
fully  with  the  matter  this  aftemooo. 

As  the  noble  Visooont  said,  tlM  dvtr 
of  medical  ina;)ectkA   is  thrown  e^c 
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the  local  education  authority  by  Section 
13  of  the  Administrative  Provisions  Act, 
which  we  passed  with  great  unanimity  of 
feeling  last  year.  The  noble  Viscount 
seemed  to  me  rather  to  belong  to  the  school 
which  regarded  this  not  so  much  as  a  matter 
of  education  as  of  public  health,  and  I  be- 
lieve there  have  been  all  through  people 
who  thought  that  this  burden  never  ought 
to  have  been  placed  on  the  education  rate 
at  ail,  and  that  the  duty  ought,  in  some 
form  or  another,  to  have  been  placed  on 
the  public  health  authority.  However 
that  may  be,  and  I  confess  I  do  not  agree 
with  that  view,  in  any  case  it  would 
have  caused  great  administrative  in- 
convenience in  the  counties,  because  there, 
as  we  all  know,  the  health  authority  is 
not  the  same  as  the  education  authority, 
and  you  would  have  started  dual  control 
of  a  very  inconvenient  kind.  I  might 
point  out  in  addition  that  even  before 
the  Act  of  1902  a  good  deal  of  very 
effective  medical  inspection  had  been 
carried  out  by  school  boards,  and  it 
was  generally  considered  that  it  was 
rather  a  matter  for  the  education  author- 
ity than  for  the  public  health  authority ; 
that  being  so^  it  is  clear  that  in  the  first 
instance,  whatever  may  be  done  after- 
wards, the  cost  must  fall  on  the  education 
rate. 

During  the  current  year,  as  I  under- 
stand, there  has  been  a  considerable 
outcry  on  the  part  of  local  authorities 
at  the  prospect  of  this  expenditure 
falling  upon  the  rates,  and  the  whole 
matter  has  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  what  has  been  said  as  to  increased 
grants  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion by  the  former  President.  Your 
Lordships  will  remember  that  early  in 
this  year — I  think  it  was  in  March — 
Mr.  McEenna  issued  a  White  Paper 
explaining  the  financial  proposals  of  the 
Education-Bill  of  1908.  The  general  effect 
was  that  the  seven,  I  think  they  are,  differ- 
ent kinds  of  grants  now  given  to  schools 
should  be  amalgamated,  and  only  a 
single  grant  given.  Mr.  McKenna  made 
it  quite  clear,  when  he  was  approached 
by  deputations  on  the  question  of  this 
medical  inspection,  that  if  help  was  to 
be  given   from   central   funds   for  that 

purpose  it  must  be  given  in  the  general 

grant,  and  that  it  was  not  the  intention 

of  the   Government  to  start  a  special 


I  grant  for  that  purpose.  Indeed,  I  tiiink 
it  stands  to  reason  that  the  moment  at 
which  you  are  doing  away  with  the 
multiplied  grants  would  be  an  unfortun- 
ate moment  at  which  to  start  a  new 
and  separate  grant  distinct  from  the 
general  grant. 

Then,  as  your  Lordships  are  aware, 
the  Education  Bill  came  to  a  pause,  and 
in  those  circumstances  the  outcry  of 
the  local  authorities  naturally  increased. 
The  financial  proposals  were,  part  of  Mr. 
McKenna's  BiU,  and  it  seemed  as  though, 
if  that  Bill  did  not  go  through,  the 
financial  proposals  would  not  go  through 
either.  Since  then,  however,  as  your 
Lordships  all  know,  the  situation  has 
changed,  and  the  financial  proposals 
equally  form  part  of  the  present  Bill ; 
and  it  is  this  fact  which  makes  it  difficult 
for  me  to  enter  into  any  financial  detaUs 
on  the  present  occasion.  I  understand 
that  the  clause  which  embodies  them 
will  be  considered,  according  to  the 
allotment  of  business  in  another  place, 
on  Monday  next,  when  the  whole  of 
this  matter  will  be  argued  out.  There- 
fore, I  think  noble  Lords  will  see  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  enter 
to-day  into  any  detail  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  grant.  When  Mr.  Runci- 
man's  statement  has  been  made  it  will 
be  clearly  open  to  the  noble  Viscount  or 
the  noble  Lord  to  reopen  the  matter 
at  any  time  on  the  question  of  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  grant  to  meet  this 
particular  charge.  It  is  generally  ad- 
mitted— I  think  the  Board  of  Education 
fully  admit  it — that  this  medical  inspec- 
tion, if  properly  carried  out,  must  involve 
a  new  burden  on  the  local  authorities; 
but  many  of  the  figures  quoted  on  the 
subject  have  been  undoubtedly  greatly 
exaggerated.  The  noble  Lord  men- 
tioned, I  think,  the  figure  of  £12,000 
for  Nottinghamshire — or  was  it  £18,000  ? 

Lord  BELPER  :  The  figure  was 
£12,000.  But  that  is  not  for  medical  in- 
spection. Medical  inspection  was  mixed 
up  by  Mr.  McKenna  with  the  whole  of 
the  grants.  He  said  that  the  total  grant 
would  be  more  than  enough  to  meet  the 
expenditure  and  leave  a  great  deal  to 
spare.  We  say  that  we  shall  get  £12,000 
less  in  Nottinghamshire. 
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*The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  I  am  gUd 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord's  explanation.  I 
linderstood  him  to  say  that  the  amount 
ehargeable  in  respect  of  medical  inspec- 
tion in  Nottinghamshire  would  be  £12,000 
a  y^r,  which  seemed  to  me  a  rather 
fanciful  estimate.  Although  I  can  quite 
imderstand  the  anxiety  of  the  county 
councils  upon  it,  the  matter  is  not  actually 
an  urgent  one,  because  the  amount  ex- 
pended anywhere  in  respect  of  the 
present  financial  year  can  only  be  very 
small.  Very  few,  I  think,  of  the  local 
Atithorities  got  to  work  much  before  the 
middle  of  this  year,  and  therefore  the 
whole  matter  will  be  settled,  we  assume, 
by  the  new  grant,  whether  noble  Lords 
thin  kit  adequate  or  not,  in  the  next  finan- 
cial proposals.  The  matter  consequently 
is  not,  in  point  of  cash,  so  immediately 
urgent  as  might  have  been  supposed 
from  the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lords. 
On  the  question  of  exaggeration,  a  deputa- 
tion from  a  great  county  borough  which 
waited  upon  the  Board  of  Education 
said  medical  inspection  there  would  cost 
2s.  9d.  per  child  ;  but  when  they  under- 
took it  on  a  larger  scale  than  was  supposed 
to  be  covered  by  that  sum  the  cost  was 
somewhere  between  6d.  and  Is.  There- 
fore I  think  we  may  venture  to  hope  that 
some  of  the  fears  of  local  authorities  as 
to  the  charges  which  are  likely  to  be 
made  under  this  head  are  somewhat 
groundless. 

Lord  HELPER  :  The  cost  of  medical 
inspection,  taken  in  the  whole  of  the  coun- 
ties, is  Is.  per  child.  That  is  for  next 
year. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :   It  is  worked 
out  for  next  year  at  Is.  per  child  ? 


Lord  BELPER  :  Yes. 

♦The  Earl  op  CREWE:  Exactly. 
The  estimate  that  is  made  for  the  whole 
country  is  a  farthing  rate.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  in  some  districts  the  charge  may 
be  relatively  higher  than  in  other  places. 
I  am  afraid  that  is  all  I  can  say,  because 
it  is  quite  clear  that  we  cannot,  in 
the  present  position  of  the  Bill  in  another 
place,  discuss  anything  in  the  nature  of 
actual  figures.  But  I  can  assure  the 
noble  Viscount  that  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion are  fully  aware  of  the  importance 


of  this  subject,  and  they  do  recognise 
the  fact  that  a  very  substantial  charge 
must  be  placed  upon  local  authorities 
by  the  Act  of  last  year.  I  do  not  entirely 
follow  the  complaint  of  the  noble  Viscount 
as  to  the  effect  of  this  being  regarded  as 
a  test  of  the  efficiency  of  the  school.  If 
the  noble  Viscoimt  looks  at  the  Act  he 
will  see  that,  under  subsection  (1)  of 
Section  3,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  local 
authority  to  provide  for  the  medical 
inspection  of  children  under  the  conditions 
which  the  noble  Viscount  read.  Well 
if  it  is  a  duty  and  that  duty  is  neglected, 
the  Board  of  Education,  I  should  have 
thought,  could  only  show  its  sense  of  the 
fact  that  the  duty  had  been  neglected 
in  the  manner  of  which  the  noble  Viscount 
complains.  We  caimot  regard  the  whole 
business  as  being  distinct  from  education 
for  the  reasons  I  have  stated  ;  and,  that 
being  so,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Board 
of  Education  is  entirely  justified  in  t&kinf 
the  view  which  the  noble  Viscount  thinb 
an  unreasonable  one.  I  have  nothinf 
to  add,  beyond  assuring  noble  Lord? 
once  more  that  the  Board  of  Educatiot 
is  fully  aware  of  the  position,  and  tha: 
in  considering  the  amount  of  the  gran^ 
this  question  of  medical  inspection  will 
be  borne  in  mind. 

Viscount  MIDLETON:  My  Lords, 
nobody  will  doubt  the  sympatheti 
tone  with  which  the  noble  Earl  h^^ 
just  spoken,  but  the  fact  that  he  has  to 
defer  to  a  future  day  anything  beyond 
an  academic  expression  of  sympathv 
is  not  at  all  encouraging,  and  my  noble 
friend  Viscount  Galway  can  hardly  be 
expected  to  let  the  matter  drop  witl 
any  feeling  of  complacency  and  satis- 
faction. I  do  not  know  whether  it  :^ 
of  any  use ;  but  I  have,  on  one  or  tw.^ 
occasions,  ventured  to  invite  the  atter- 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  extraordinarr 
anomaly  of  placing  additional  charge> 
on  local  authorities  without  any  previous 
consideration  having  been  given  as  to 
how  they  are  to  be  met.  I  speak  wit: 
some  feeling  on  this  subject,  becans^ 
within  the  last  few  weeks  the  Londoi 
County  Council  have  had  to  pass  » 
very  large  vote  for  an  increase  of  sta5 
I  think  even  for  this  year,  amountu. 
to  something  like  £10,000,  in  order  • 
begin  to  carry  out  this  very  hearr 
though  probably  very  desirable,   dutT. 
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I  ask  your  Lordships  to  consider  the 
very  different  manner  in  which  the  public 
exchequer  is  protected  as  compared 
with  the  local  exchequer.  A  Bill  which 
even  takes  a  ten-pound  note  out  of  the 
public  exchequer  has  to  be  brought  in  in 
Committee  of  Supply ;  those  provisions 
which  involve  a  charge  on  the  exchequer 
have  to  be  specially  underlined,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  considers  that 
point  before  it  proceeds  to  the  general 
consideration  of  the  Bill.  But  when 
a  measure  is  proposed  which  lays  a 
considerable  charge  on  local  authorities 
it  very  often  slips  through  Parliament 
without  consideration,  or,  at  all  events, 
without  the  smallest  estimate  being  asked 
for  aa  to  whether  the  charge  is  to  amount  to 
a  Id.  rate,  a  2d.  rate,  or  a  much  higher 
rate.  The  House  should  bear  in  mind 
the  enormous  indebtedness  of  the  local 
authorities,  and  the  great  pressure  al- 
ready existing  on  the  rates.  Some 
poUcy  should  be  adopted  of  bringing 
these  measures  forward  in  a  special 
manner  before  the  notice  of  Parliament, 
and  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  being  referred  to  a  special 
Committee  with  orders  to  report  as  to 
the  likely  incidence  of  the  charge.  The 
medical  inspection  of  school  children, 
especially  in  view  of  the  statistics  which 
have  been  laid  before  us,  is  a  matter  of 
national  moment  and,  probably  a  national 
necessity ;  obviously,  therefore,  it  should 
be  a  national  and  not  a  local  charge.  I 
did  not  rise  to  do  more  than  throw  out 
the  suggestion  I  have  made. 

Lord  CLIFFORD  op  CHUDLEIGH  : 
My  Lords,  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
for  more  than  a  minute,  but  I  rise  to 
reply  to  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Leader  of  the  House  that  he 
could  not  understand  our  particular 
grievance  in  objecting  to  the  Board  of 
Education  taking  neglect  on  the  part 
of  the  local  education  authority  to  have 
a  proper  system  of  medical  inspection 
as  a  test  of  the  efficiency  of  the  school. 
The  noble  Earl  said  the  duty  is  cast  on 
the  local  education  authority  to  do  this, 
and  therefore  it  is  quite  proper  that  the 
grant  given  to  them  should  be  stopped 
if  they  fail  in  their  duty.  But  our 
grievance  is  this,  that  this  duty  was 
cast  upon  us  because  it  was  the  most 
convenient  way  of  having  medical  in- 


spection carried  out.  It  was  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  the  object  of  the  in- 
spection was  not  purely  educational, 
but  partly  national ;  therefore,  it  was 
something  quite  distinct  from  anything 
which  the  local  education  authorities 
ever  thought  to  be  part  of  their  duty 
in  providing  educational  instruction  in 
the  schools.  The  grants  which  have 
up  to  this  point  been  given  have  been 
awarded  invariably  for  educational  work 
done  in  the  schools  or  for  the  educational 
efficiency  of  the  buildings  themselves, 
and  it  is  very  hard  that  neglect  of  this 
new  duty  cast  upon  local  education 
authorities  should  be  met  by  taking 
ofE  a  grant  which  was  given  for  a  totally 
different  purpose.  We  entirely  deny 
that  medical  inspection  is  a  form  of 
education ;  it  is  a  duty  cast  upon  us 
for  the  national  good,  and  we  maintain 
that  the  National  Exchequer  should 
assist  us,  and  that  the  Department 
should  not  adopt  the  expedient  of 
cutting  off  grants  for  which  services 
have  been  already  rendered. 

Viscount  GALWAY  :  My  Lords,. 
although  we  have  not  obtained  quite  as 
satisfactory  an  answer  from  the  noble 
Earl  as  we  should  have  wished,  we  at  any 
rate  have  the  admission  that  this  work  of 
medical  inspection  does  demand  some 
contribution  from  the  National  Exchequer, 
As  to  stopping  the  grant  in  respect  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  school,  I  should  like  to 
have  had  some  assurance  that  in  the 
present  transition  stage  there  will  be  no 
question  of  withdrawing  the  grant  from 
county  councils,  at  any  rate  for  another 
year,  while  they  are  appointing  inspectors 
to  carry  out  this  work. 

♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  DUCHY 
(Lord  Fitzmaurice)  :  My  Lords,  the 
question  which  the  noble  Viscount  oppo- 
site has  brought  before  the  House,  and  in 
regard  to  which  he  has  received  the 
support  of  my  noble  friend  who  is  chair- 
man of  the  County  Councils  Association, 
is  undoubtedly  one  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  Parliament ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment feel  that  owing  to  the  course  of 
business,  especially  in  regard  to  education, 
they  are  not  in  a  position  to  make  a 
statement  in  every  way  as  satisfactory 
as  could  be  wished.  Naturally,  it  was 
our  hope  that  the  financial  proposals 
which   were    an  ^integral    part   of    the 
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educational  proposals  of  the  Government 
might,  with  others,  have  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  and  in  that  case 
the  matter,  even  if  it  had  been  urgent, 
still  would  not  have  been  as  urgent  as 
undoubtedly  it  is  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  eyes  of  local  education  authorities. 
I  certainly  can  say  that,  in  regard  to  the 
policy  of  the  immediate  future,  the  Board 
of   Education  will   bear   in    mind    the 
financial  complications  of  this  matter. 
At  the  same  time,  we  feel  that  physical 
training,  of  which  medical  inspection  is 
really  at  the  root,  is  a  matter  of  great 
urgency  and  importance,  in  some  ways 
as  important  almost  as  education  itself. 
Indeed,  the  two  things  are  so  closely 
connected  from  a  scientific  point  of  view 
that  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  labour 
that    point.     I    think    this    particular 
question  has  also  been  unfortunate  in 
that  it  has  arrived  in  the  world  of  local 
finance  at  the  same  time  as  other  ques- 
tions which  have  not  been  the  result  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  or  of  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  local  authorities 
themselves  to  spend  more  money  upon 
what  may  be  called  ancient  services,  but 
which  have  been  entirely  due  to  causes 
beyond  the  control  of  Parliament  and 
the  local  authorities.     I  refer  to  such 
matters  as  the  greatly  increased  cost  of 

,  the  upkeep  of  roads  and  highways.  This 
additional  expenditure,  coming  simul- 
taneously with  the  increase  in  educational 
charges,  has  exasperated  the  local 
authorities,  and  I  could  only  wish  that 
the  whole  situation  was  more  under  the 
control  of  the  Government  than  it  is. 

*  But,  clearly,  the  great  increase  in  the 
cost  of  the  upkeep  of  our  roads  through 
motor  and  similar  traffic  is  not  a  matter  1 
for    which    the    Government    has    any , 
responsibility.     I  am  afraid  that  what  I ! 
am  saving  is  rather  cold  comfort ;  but 
noble  Lords  opposite   know   that,  as  a 
former  chairman  of  a  county  council,  I 
am  entirely  in  sympathy  with  them,  and 
I  can  assure  them  that  in  regard  to  the 
immediate  future  the  Board  of  Education 
will  do  its  best  to  recognise  the  difficulties 
of    local    education    authorities    in    the 
matter. 


INCEST  BILL. 
[Second  Readiko.] 
Order  of    the    Day    for    the   Second 
Reading  read. 

Lord  FUzmaurice. 


♦The  lord  BISHOP  of  ST.  ALBANS : 

My  Lords,  I  think  I  shall  best  conimend 
this  Bill,  the  subject  of  which  is  of  a  very 
painful  and  distressing  nature,  by  self- 
restraint  and  reserve  rather  than  by  any 
force  of  words.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  make  incest  what  it  is  in  Scotland, 
what  it  is  in  a  number  of  our  Colonies, 
what  it  is  in  certain  of  the  States  of 
America  and  in  a  large  number  of  civilised 
countries,  but  what  at  the  present 
moment  it  is  not  in  England — ^a  crime. 

The  Bill  enacts  that  any  male  person 
who  has  carnal  knowledge  of  a  female 
person,  who  is  to  his  knowledge  his  grand- 
daughter, daughter,  sister,  or  mother,  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour,aiid  upon  con- 
viction thereof,  shall  be  liable,  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Judge  of  Assize,  to  be  kept 
in  penal  servitude  for  any  term  not  less 
than  three  years,  and  not  exceeding  seven 
years,  or  to  be  imprisoned  for  any  time 
not  exceeding  two  years  with  or  without 
hard  labour.  All  else  is  detail,  which 
can  be  better  discussed  in  Committee  than 
on  Second  Reading.  The  special  reason 
for  introducing  the  Bill,  which  has  already 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  is  the 
great  frequency  of  incest.  It  appears, 
from  a  communication  made  to  the 
Home  Office  by  the  National  Society  for 
the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children, 
that  the  society  has  records  of  no  less 
than  forty-two  cases  brought  to  their 
notice  in  the  last  twelve  months,  some 
of  which  are  described  as  being  of  the 
most  appalling  nature.  The  Home  Office, 
I  am  also  informed,  has  been  told  that 
the  Birmingham  education  authority 
know  of  eleven  cases  of  persons  living 
under  these  circumstances  at  present 
in  that  city,  ten  being  cases  of  father 
and  daughter  and  one  of  brother  and 
sister.  I  am  further  told  that,  as  regards 
cases  of  rape  and  carnal  knowledge  of 
girls  which  came  before  the  Home  Office 
on  petitions  for  remission  of  sentence,  it 
was  found  that  in  no  fewer  than  fifty- 
one  out  of  193  cases  the  criminal  inter- 
course was  incestuous.  Thirty-six  cases 
have  also  come  to  the  notice  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  alone,  and  twelve 
to  the  notice  of  the  Liverpool  police. 

I  had  hoped  that  the  noble  and  leamec 
Lord  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  would  havf 
been  able  to  be  present  to-night  x^* 
support    this    Bill.     He    is,    howeTer, 
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detained  at  the  Assizes  at  Birmingham, 
but  he  has  sent  me  this  telegram — 

**  Yoa  can  state  that  I  support  the  BilL  I 
bare  received  and  sent  to  the  Home  Secretary 
pnsentments  of  grand  juries  pointing  out  the 
urgent  necessity  for  an  amendment  of  the  law, 
in  consequence  of  the  frequency  of  assaults  by 
fathers  on  their  daughters.** 

These,  my  Lords,  are  facts  which 
speak  for  themselves,  and,  I  venture 
to  think,  justify  thiis  Bill.  There  are 
objections  which  might,  perhaps,  be 
taken,  such  as  the  objection  to  the  evil 
of  publication ;  but  I  am  told  that  in 
Scotland,  where  incest  has  been  a  crime 
for  more  than  three  centuries,  the 
newspapers  treat  these  cases  with  very 
great  discretion  and  that  no  real  evil 
lias  arisen.  It  may  be  said,  again, 
that  this  would  offer  opportunity  for 
blackmail.  I  reply  that  this  is  not 
the  experience  of  Scotland ;  and,  further, 
if  this  is  to  be  made  a  reason  of  itself 
against  the  Bill  it  is  surely  a  reason 
also  against  dealing  with  any  of  the 
offences  included  in  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act.  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  frequency  of  this  terrible  form 
of  crime,  as  I  hope  it  will  be  now  formally 
made  in  England,  justifies  this  measure  ; 
and,  without  further  language,  I  will 
move  its  Second  Reading,  in  the  hope 
that  the  Bill,  which  has  passed  through 
the  other  House  with  the  good  wishes 
of  both  sides,  may  receive  similar  treat- 
ment at  your  Lordships'  hands. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
^r—iThe  Lard  Bishop  of  St.  Albans,) 

The  lord  STEWARD  (Earl 
Beauchamp)  :  My  Lords,  I  think  all 
yonr  Lordships  will  agree  that  we  owe 
a  very  great  debt  of  gratitude  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  has  just  spoken. 
As  he  very  rightly  said,  this  is  not  a 
pleasant  topic  or  one  which  any  member 
of  your  Lordships'  House  would  wish 
to  discuss  at  length.  My  chief  object 
in  rising  is  to  say  that  while  His  Majesty's 
Government  do  not  think  this  is  a 
matter  which  they  would  be  justified 
in  bringing  to  your  Lordships'  notice 
or  taking  full  responsibility  for,  yet 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Home  Office 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  see  your 
way  to  pass  the  Bill  into  Maw.  They 
are  convinced  of  the  necessity  for  legis- 
ktion  to  deal  with  this  evil,  and,  there- 


fore, they  hope  the  Bill  may  become 
law  during  the  present  session.  I  do 
not  know  that  it  is  necessary  to  add 
much  to  what  was  said  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  but  this,  however,  I  might 
say.  In  a  certain  number  of  crimes 
of  a  similar  character  it  might  be  argued 
that  it  would  be  desirable  not  to  take 
steps  with  regard  to  them,  because 
they  afiect  nobody  but  those  immediately 
concerned;  but  your  Lordships  will 
see  that  that  is  not  the  case  with  regard 
to  crimes  of  this  character,  and  that 
there  are,  as  the  result  of  intercourse 
between  the  various  people  mentioned 
in  the  Bill,  offspring  on  whom  the 
punishment  chiefly  falls.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  venture  to  hope  your 
Lordships  will  give  the  Bill  a  Second 
Reading. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  My  Lords,  the 
mischief  aimed  at  by  this  Bill,  is  one 
which  your  Lordships  must  all  admit  to 
be  a  very  serious  and  grave  one  ;  and  not 
in  this  House,  or  I  should  think  any- 
where in  the  country,  are  there  two 
opinions  as  to  the  desirability  of  reducing 
that  mischief.  But,  personally,  I  have 
some  little  hesitation  in  feeling  certain 
that  a  Bill  which  turns  this  particular 
mischief  into  a  crime  in  the  eyes  of  the 
law  will  necessarily  reduce  it.  I  do  not 
know  the  statistics,  but  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  amount  of  the 
mischief  is  really  very  small,  and  that 
in  the  great  majority  of  families  in  this 
country  such  a  mischief  as  is  aimed  at  by 
this  Bill  never  enters  into  the  heads  of 
anyone.  Newspapers  may  exercise,  in 
regard  to  trials  of  this  kind,  a  very 
proper  discretion,  but  you  have  people  in 
Court,  the  jury  and  neighbours,  and  there 
is  the  danger  of  something  which  had 
never  entered  the  heads  of  people  being 
put  there  by  proceedings  of  this  kind. 
I  think  I  remember  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  the  ex-Lord  Chancellor 
used  sometimes  to  express  doubts  as  to 
the  wisdom  of  legislation  of  this  character. 
I  agree  that  this  particular  Bill,  if  it  is 
desired  to  deal  with  the  matter  by  legisla- 
tion, is  drawn  in  what  I  venture  to  say 
respectfully  is,  perhaps,  the  best  possible 
way  that  it  could  be  drawn,  and  meets  the 
mischief  in  the  best  possible  manner ; 
and  in  the  subsidiary  clauses,  as  to  the 
custody  of  the  children,  I  am  sure  your 
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Lordships  must  all  concur.  I  cannot 
lielp  myself  feeling  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  measure  will  in  the  end 
prove  remedial.  The  matter  is  one  which 
it  is  obviously  difl&cult  to  discuss,  but  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  that  if  the  Bill  is 
read  a  second  time  it  should  be  sent  to  a 
Select  Committee,  so  that  the  evidence 
of  those  who  have  to  deal  with  the 
administration  of  the  law  may  be  obtained 
as  to  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  this 
matter. 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Loreburn)  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  state 
in  two  or  three  words  my  own  view  about 
this  matter.  I  do  hope  that,  whatever 
the  House  does,  it  will  not  send  this 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  That  would 
only  mean  the  destruction  of  the  Bill 
by  a  side  wind.  If  it  is  wrong,  it  is 
much  better  to  throw  it  out  now  and 
be  done  with  it.  The  question  is  whether 
this  will  be  an  efEective  remedy.  There 
is  no  other  remedy  known  to  the  law 
except  to  punish  people  who  commit 
acts  which  are  considered  to  be  crimes. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  better 
that  the  community  should  stigmatise 
as  a  crime  that  which  is  a  crime  in 
substance,  seeing  that  it  produces 
not  only  moral  depravity  but  also 
physical  deterioration.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  see  your  way  to  give  the 
Bill  a  Second  Reading. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  My  Lords, 
I  wish  to  add  one  word  to  what  has 
fallen  from  other  speakers  on  this  Bill. 
The  course  of  legislation  dealing  with 
this  exceedingly  unpleasant  subject  has 
been  a  peculiar  one.  A  Bill  was  intro- 
duced in  the  last  Parliament  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  Lord  Donoughmore. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl,  Lord  Hals- 
bury,  rose,  I  think  at  once,  and  strongly 
objected  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill — I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
he  still  maintains  that  opinion — and 
a  general  agreement  was  expressed  in 
the  House  that  it  should  not  be  proceeded 
with.  Therefore,  the  practical  unanimity 
with  which  the  Bill  has  been  received 
on  this  occasion  is,  in  itself,  perhaps, 
rather  singular.  I  somewhat  differ,  with 
great  respect,  from  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  Home  Secretary,  as  regards  the 
advantage  of  passing  a  measure  of  this 
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kind,  mainly  on  the  ground  tkkt  1  ai& 
under  the  impression  that  a  very  hm 
proportion  of  the  cases — 90  per  cent. 
or  more — can  already  be  dealt  vitL 
either  under  the  Cruelty  to  CliildreL 
Acts  or  under  the  Criminal  Law  Amend 
ment  Act.  I  also  to  some  extent  skar? 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  noble 
Earl  behind  me.  I  do  not,  however. 
desire  to  oppose  the  Second  Readiae. 
Perhaps  this  is  one  of  the  cases  wberf 
the  Bill  might  with  advantage  go  t. 
the  Standing  Committee,  where  n 
consideration  could  be  more  freely  anc 
profitably  carried  on  than  in  Committ?' 
of  the  Whole  House.  I  therefore  h^ 
the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to  go  to  tb^ 
Standing  Committee  when  the  tim? 
comes. 


On  Question,  Bill  read  2",  and  ol 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Wt-^ 
House  To-morrow. 


THE  ALIENS  ACT. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  r^ 
"  to  call  attention  to  the  administratio: 
of  the  Aliens  Act ;  and  to  move  U 
Papers."  The  noble  Earl  said:  M' 
Lords,  I  have  not  placed  this  notice  o: 
the  Paper  with  the  intention  of  in  «• 
way  raising  the  policy  of  the  Aliw^ 
Act,  or  troubling  your  Lordships  wit: 
any  lengthy  observations  upon  th' 
general  question  of  whether  or  not  ^ 
should  exclude  aliens  from  this  counts 
I  rather  wish  to  take  the  view  that  tV 
Act  is  on  the  Statute-book,  and  tba* 
it  is  one  of  the  few  great  Acts  of  the: 
predecessors  which  His  Majesty's  Goven 
ment  are  not  busily  attempting  ' 
modify  by  new  legislation.  I  thereic* 
accept  the  Act  as  a  starting  point 
do  not  desire  in  any  way  to  go  into  > 
merits.  At  the  same  time  I  am  s- 
noble  Lords  opposite  will  allow  me  * 
say  that  a  new  theory  has  been  import? 
into  the  administration  of  this  court: 
during  the  last  few  years.  I  do  r. 
think  the  Home  Ofl&ce  were  the  originatf^ 
of  it.  I  think  the  Lrish  Office  can  fl*- 
that  distinction.  But  a  new  idea  ^^ 
to  be  abroad  that  it  is  the  duty  of  t- 
Government  not  to  administer  A- 
as  they  fi^i  them,  but  in  a  way  as  fsv*^  * 
able  as  possible  to  their  own  ptr^* 
opinions,  even  though  it  may  be  cocrr*' 
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to  the  intentions  of  Parliament.  That 
is  what  hi^  taken  place  undoubtedly 
in  the  case  of  the  Aliens  Act.  In  fact, 
bj  its  administration  it  has  been  turned 
into  a  farce. 

May  I,  very  briefly,  remind  your 
Lordships  of  what  is,  after  all,  the  salient 
point  in  the  working  of  the  Act  ?  One 
of  its  most  important  clauses  defined 
an  immigrant  ship — and  the  Act  applies 
to  no  ship  that  is  not  an  immigrant 
ship — as  a  ship  arriving  with  twenty 
steerage  passengers  or  such  smaller 
number  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  should  deter- 
mine. Inquiries  made  between  the 
passing  of  the  Act  and  the  coming  into 
office  of  the  present  Administration 
evidently  convinced  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  time  that  twenty  was  too 
large  a  number  if  the  Act  was  to  be 
made  effective,  and  twelve  was  therefore 
substituted.  That  was  in  December, 
1905;  but  in  March  of  the  following 
year  the  present  Home  Secretary  cha,nged 
the  number  again  to  twenty.  Thus 
all  that  the  most  criminal  or  most 
diseased  alien  has  got  to  do  is  to  wait 
in  one  of  the  large  ports  abroad  and 
keep  his  eye  steadily  glued  on  vessels 
leaving  for  England,  and  when  he  finds 
a  ship  leaving  with  only  eighteen  steerage 
passengers  he  can  join  it,  knowing  that 
the  Act  would  be  unable  to  keep  him 
out  of  this  country.  The  result  has 
been  that  the  traffic  has  been  regularly 
organised,  and  whereas  the  sheep,  as 
I  may  describe  the  desirable  aliens 
according  to  the  Act,  are  fully  inspected 
by  medical  and  immigration  officers, 
the  goats — those  aliens  whom  it  is  known 
are  unlikely  to  pass  such  inspection — 
are  sent  over  to  this  country  in  batches  case,  and  in  that  instance  four  Russian- 
of  nineteen  or  less,  and  in  that  case  the    Jew  immigrants  who  had  been  refused 


half  of  the  total  number  having  arrived  in 
non-immigrant  ships.  The  result  must 
be  that  large  numbers  of  aliens  are  coming 
in  whom  the  Act  was  intended  to  exclude 
and  who  ought  to  be  excluded  in  the 
interests  of  the  community. 

Two  cases  will  show  how  the  Act  is 
working.  The  first  was  the  well-known 
case  of  twenty-six  German  gipsies  who, 
having  been  rejected  at  Hartlepool,  left, 
and,  dividing  themselves  into  two  parties 
qf  fourteen  and  tyrelve  respectively, 
landed  at  Leith  about  two  years  ago. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  when  questioned 
on  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
pointed  out  that  the  objectionable  prac- 
tice on  the  part  of  shipowners  of  dividing 
a  party  in  order  to  secure  entry  was  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and  as 
regards  the  ships  of  the  firm  concerned, 
the  Secretary  of  State  cut  down  the  num- 
ber from  twenty  to  two,  and  claimed  that 
his  action  in  that  case  prevented  any 
further  entry  of  undesirables.  Those 
twenty-six  persons,  who  had  been  stamped 
by  the  officers  at  Hartlepool  as  undesir- 
ables, roamed  about  the  country,  causing 
a  nuisance  in  many  places  and  putting 
the  local  authorities  to  considerable 
expense.  In  Cheshire  it  was  found 
necessary  to  tell  off  159  policemen  for 
special  duty  in  regard  to  aliens  who  had 
been  allowed  to  land  before  the  Home 
Secretary's  Special  Order  was  issued. 
The  country  has  been  saddled  with  the 
presence  of  these  aliens,  who  could  and 
should  have  been  kept  out  if  the  Act 
had  been  carried  out  in  a  proper  spirit, 
and  twelve  had  been  allowed  to  remain 
the  nimaber  of  steerage  passengers  con- 
stituting a  vessel  an  immigrant  ship. 
The  second  case  is   known  as  the  Hull 


medical  officer  makes  a  merely  formal 
examination  of  them,  and  there  is 
absolutely  no  power  of  rejection. 

According  to  the  latest  Return,  61,758 
aliens  arrived  in  this  country  last  year, 
a  decrease  of  2,555  as  compared  with  the 
total  for  1906.  Owing  to  the  fact  that 
20,564  arrived  in  non-immigrant  vessels, 
the  number  inspected  was  41,194,  a 
decrease  of  3,089  as  compared  with  the 
number  inspected  in  the  previous  year. 
Of  6,143  passengers  who  arrived  in  London 
only  2,354  were  inspected,  more  than  one- 


permission  to  land  were  promptly  landed 
from  a  non -immigrant  ship.  The  Home 
Secretary  stated  that  he  had  little  doubt 
that  such  a  practice  was  carred  on  in  a 
systematic  way  at  Hull,  and  he  told  us 
that  it  was  engaging  his  attention.  So 
far  as  we  know,  it  is  still  engaging  his 
attention,  and  presumably  this  infamous 
practice  still  remains  possible. 

The  only  remedy  is  to  cut  down  the 
number  of  steerage  passengers  who  con- 
stitute the  vessel  carrying  them  an 
immigrant  ship,  and  render  the  passengers 


1415 


The  Aliens 


{LORDS} 


Au. 


1416 


subject  to  inspection  in  accordance  with 
the  Act.  In  regard  to  the  Leith  case,  the 
Secretary  of  State  claimed  that  by  catting 
down  the  number  from  twenty  to  two 
any  further  entry  of  th^se  undesirables  has 
been  prevented  ;  and  I  submit  that  there 
is  no  reason  for  the  (Government  refusing 
to  adopt  a  similar  procedure  in  all  the 
ports  in  the  kingdom  to  which  this  Act 
applies. 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the 
House  Papers  relating  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the 'Aliens  Act."— (fA^;  Earl  of 
Donoughmare.) 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Earl  has  directed  attention  to 
one  feature  in  the  administration  of  the 
Aliens  Act,  ana  to  one  alone.  There  is, 
however,  another  feature  in  connection 
with  which,  I  hope,  he  thinks  His 
Majesty's  Grovemment  does  deserve  some 
credit.  I  allude  to  that  part  of  the  Act 
which  has  reference  to  the  deportation 
of  aliens  whose  expulsion  has  been 
recommended  by  various  Courts  of 
justice  throughout  the  country.  I  hope 
the  noble  Earl  will  kindly  look  at  the 
Reports  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  your  Lordships'  House,  and  I 
am  sure  he  will  be  satisfied  with  the 
action  taken  by  the  Home  Ofiice  in  that 
regard.  Admittedly,  prevention  is  better 
than  cure  ;  but  if  aliens  want  to  enter 
this  country,  it  is  possible  for  them  to 
£nd  more  than  one  way  of  evading  the 
Act.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of 
first-class  passengers.  First-class  passen- 
gers can  enter  without  let  or  hindrance, 
for  the  provisions  in  the  Aliens  Act 
apply  only  to  steerage  passengers.  I 
cannot  help  being  struck  by  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Earl  has  mentioned  the  cases 
of  only  thirty  undesirable  people  having 
come  into  the  country  during  the  period 
of  two  years  and  nine  months  that  the 
Act  has  been  in  force.  With  regard  to 
the  case  of  the  German  gipsies,  I  would 
point  out  that  there  is  no  immigration 
officer  or  medical  inspector  at  Hartlepool, 
because  it  is  not  an  immigration  port, 
and  therefore  those  gipsies  could  not 
have  been  stamped  there  as  undesirables. 
But  supposirg  the  course  recommended 
by  the  noble  Earl  had  been  taken  and 
the  number  of  passengers  reduced  from 
twenty  to  twelve,  it  would  still  have  been 
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possible  for  those  gipsies  to  have  divided 
themselves  into  three  parties  instead  of 
two  and  thus  to  have  evaded  the  Act. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  made  an  order  reducing  the  number 
to  two  in  the  case  of  a  particular  line  of 
steamers,  and  I  think  the  action  of  my 
fight  hon.  friend  in  that  case  shows  that 
it  is  within  the  power,  and  that  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  prevent 
such  aliens  from  coming  i'\to  this  countiv. 
I  am  informed  that  these  gipsies  to  whom 
the  noble  Earl  referred  have  all  since 
left  the  country.  In  the  case  of  the 
systematic  importation  of  destitute  alien 
to  Hull  from  a  particular  port  abrotd 
on  a  particular  line  of  ships,  the  Home 
Secretary  has  been  enabled  to  take  such 
steps  as  have  led  to  the  cessation  of  that 
traffic.  The  fact  is  that  the  machineiv 
of  this  Act,  with  its  constant  stati&tks 
which  are  always  coming  to  the  notice 
of  the  Home  Office,  enables  the  Secretarr 
of  State  to  keep  in  touch  with  the  con- 
stantly varying  features  of  this  alien 
traffic,  and  to  strike  w^henever  any 
necessity  is  really  shown.  I  think  we 
may  fairly  claim,  on  behalf  of  the  Goveni- 
ment,  that  the  Home  Secretary  ha? 
exercised  his  powers  fairly  and  fully,  and. 
I  hope,  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Viscount  RIDLEY :     My  Lords,  a? 

far  as  I  understood  the  speech  of  my 
noble  friend  who  initiated  thisd'scussicL 
the  two  specific  cases  that  he  raised  were 
given  as  instances,  and  not  as  in  any 
sense  a  representation  of  what  is  realK 
happening.  The  noble  Earl  the  Lori 
Steward  has  not,  I  venture  to  say,  given 
any  reason  why  the  Home  Office  regula- 
tion should  not  have  fixed,  if  not  twi, 
at  any  rate  twelve,  as  the  number  under 
the  clause  in  question.  I  find,  from  ^ 
perusal  of  the  figures,  that  in  certain 
ports  of  the  kingdom  the  proportion  ct 
immigrants  who  come  in  in  non-immigrant 
ships  is  larger  than  it  was,  and  that  ir 
some,  cases  there  are  actually  n'on* 
immigrants  coming  in  in  non-immigrar 
ships  than  in  immigrant  ships.  Tb'^ 
Home  Office  have  only  to  alter  th* 
number  in  order  to  fum  these  mir- 
immigrant  ships  into  imn\igrant  skip* 
and  thus  have  these  people  investigate^^ 
There  is,  too,  a  distinct  increase  in  th' 
nimiber    of    aliens  to  whom   poor  la^ 
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relief  has  been  granted,  and  in  particular 
there  is  a  large  proportionate  increase 
in  the  number  of  aliens  of  unsound  mind 
who  pass  through  the  hands  of  the  Poor 
Law  authorities.  Are  not  those  the 
kind  of  undesirable  aliens  for  instance 
of  whose  entry  the  Lord  Steward  asked  ? 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  at  this  par- 
ticular time,  when  unemployment  is 
BO  serious  a  question  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  driven  to  adopt  special 
measures  to  deal  with  it,  the  Govern- 
ment have  at  least  one  remedy  for  that 
evil  to  their  hand,  for  they  can,  by  a 
stroke  of  the  pen,  render  ships  which 
are  non-immigrant  ships,  whose  un- 
desirable aliens  are  not  properly  in- 
vestigated, immigrant  ships,  whose 
passengers  could  be  investigated.  It 
might  be  that  you  would  not  thereby 
keep  out  a  great  many  more,  but  perhaps 
YOU  would.  It  is  a  mere  matter  of  ad- 
ministration;  and  surely  His  Majesty's 
Government  might  try  it.  It  does  not 
conflict  with  any  principle,  but  is,  as  I 
have  said,  merely  a  question  of  altering 
the  number  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen ; 
and  I  venture  to  think  the  noble  Earl 
has  given  no  reason  why,  in  the  present 
state  of  affairs,  the  Government  should 
not  take  this  very  simple  and  obvious 
step.  It  might  do  some  good,  and 
obviously  it  could  not  do  any  harm. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  think  the  noble  Earl  who 
represents  the  Home  Office  may  very 
fairly  take  credit  for  the  manner  in  which 
the  Act  has  been  used  for  what  always 
seemed  to  me  one  of  its  most  valuable 
oljrcts — tae  ex^ul  ion  «f  uniesi table 
people  who  had  settled  in  this  country. 
With  regard  to  the  turning  back  of 
sach  persons  when  attempting  to 
land  on  these  shores,  I  think  my  two 
m>ble  friends  have  shown  that  there  is 
reason  to  suppose  that  a  little  more 
vigilance  is  required  than  has  yet  been 
exercised.  It  is,  of  course,  true  that 
many  people  disliked  the  Aliens  Act  and 
were  doubtful  as  to  the  wisdom  of  any 
measure  of  the  kind.  But,  now  that  it 
is  on  the  Statute-book,  it  seems  to  me 
obvious  that  it  should  be  administered 
in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it  really  effectual 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  designed. 
And,  at  this  moment,  there  does  seem 
to  be  soinething  almost  farcical  in  the 


way  in  which  the  Act  is  put  into  opera- 
tion. You  have  a  state  of  things  under 
which  the  same  individual  can  be  turned 
back  if  he  happens  to  form  one  of  a 
party  of  twenty-one  persons,  but  cannot 
be  turned  back  if  he  happens  to  form  one 
of  a  party  of  nineteen.  And  then,  again, 
as  I  understand  it,  the  same  ship  becomes 
an  immigrant  ship  if  she  happens  to  have 
twenty  steerage  passengers,  whereas  she 
ceases  to  be  an  immigrant  ship  if,  on  the 
next  voyage,  she  has  only  fourteen  or 
fifteen.  I  do  not  say  it  is  very  easy  to 
deal  with  these  points,  but  I  do  think 
that  just  now,  in  particular,  the  matter 
should  be  watched,  because,  obviously,  it 
is  not  beyond  the  power  of  these  people^ 
and  of  those  who  endeavour  to  land  them 
in  this  country,  so  to  organise  the  traffic 
that  they  will  altogether  elude  the  meshes 
of  the  Aliens  Act.  I  do  not  know  that 
we  can  take  the  matter  further  this 
evening.  I  would  only  express  my 
hope  that  the  evidence  that  has  been 
produced  will  be  carefully  considered  by 
the  Home  Office,  and  that  whatever  can 
be  done  to  meet  this  difficulty  will 
be  done. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE, 
who  had  the  following  Question  on  the 
Paper — namely  :  "  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  what  Govern- 
ment measures  are  likely  to  be  submitted 
to  thb  House  during  the  remaining  days 
of  the  session ;  and  whether  he  is  able 
to  state  approximately  the  amount  of  time 
which  Hb  Majesty's  Government  pro-^. 
pose  to  allot  to  each  of  those  measures'' — 
said  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
Earl  to  whom  I  am  going  to  address  this 
Question  will  complain  of  me  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  in  any  way  irrelevant  or 
even  premature.  Indeed,  many  of  my 
noble  friends  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have,  I  know,  for  some  time  past,  been  ex- 
tremely anxious  that  information  should 
be  elicited  from  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  probable  course  of  events 
during  thie  remainder  of  the  session,  but  I 
certainly  felt  that,  so  long  as  the  Licen- 
sing Bill  was  still  in  suspense,  it  was  not 
fair  to  invite  His  Majesty's  Government 
to  make  any  statement  of  the  kind  to  the 
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House.  Now,  however,  we  are  able  to 
count  the  measures  which  still  remain 
undisposed  of,  and,  also,  to  count  the  days 
which  will  be  available  for  dealing  with 
them  on  the  assumption  which,  I  notice, 
is  freely  made  out-of-doors,  that  the 
appropriate  date  for  prorogation  will  fall 
before  the  arrival  of  Christmas. 

I  see  that,  of  the  Bills  mentioned  in  the 
King's  Speech,  the  following  have  still 
to  come  before  your  Lordships'  House. 
In  the  first  'place,  there  is  the  Education 
Bill,   which,  of  course,  is  not  the  Bill 
which  came  before  Parliament  earlier  in 
the  session,  but  an  entirely  new  measure 
of  which  we  are  all  aware.     Then  there  is 
the  Bill  dealing  with  the  hours  of  labour 
in  coal  mines.     There  is  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
and  Town  Planning.     That,  I  may  men- 
tion, is  a  Bill  covering  thirty-three  pages 
besides  six  schedules — a   Bill  in  which 
many  of  your  Lordships  take  a  great 
interest.     There  is  the  Port  of  London 
•  Bill — another  very  lengthy  Bill,  covering 
fifty-three   pages  and  dealing  with  an 
expenditure  of  no  less  than  twenty-three 
millions  of  money.     Besides  these,  there 
is  a   Bill  dealing  with  the  Irish  land 
question,  and  there  are  the  two  Scottish 
Bills   which   were   revived   this   year — 
the  Bills  which  your  Lordships  dealt  with 
during  the  last  session  of  Parliam-ent. 
And  to  these  there   have    been  added 
several    other    Bills,    one    dealing   with 
Scottish  Education,  one  with  the   Pre- 
vention of  Crime,  and  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  use  of  White  Phosphorous,  in  which,  I 
am  told,  much  interest  is  taken.     The  only 
Government     measure    which    is     now 
down  on  your  Lordships'  Paper  is  the 
Scottish  Education  Bill,  which,  I  under- 
stand, will  come  on  on  Monday  next. 
According  to  my  calculations,  and  on  the 
assumption    which    I    made   just    now, 
there  will  be  thirteen  working  days  left 
for  this  House  between  Monday  next  and 
Christmas  Eve,  and  what  I  wish  to  elicit 
from  His  Majesty's  Government  is  some 
information  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
those  few  davs  are  to  be  turned  to  account. 

I  will  venture  to  make  one  or  two 
observations.  In  the  first  place  with 
regard  to  the  Education  Bill.  This  is 
a  Bill  which,  I  will  take  it  upon  myself 
to  sav,  is  regarded  in  this  House  with 
the  most  intense  interest.    The  subject 
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is  one  with  which  your  Lordships  hAv* 
had  a  great  deal  to  do,  and  this  particoUr 
Bill,  I  might  almost  say,  had  its  onsis 
in  this  House,  because  I  doubt  extreroelr 
whether  we  should  ever  have  heard  of 
it  had  it  not  been  for  the  initiativf  of 
the   most   rev.    Primate,   whose   effort* 
to  bring  about  an  amicable  settlement 
of  this   difficult    question   have  elicited 
the    sincere    admiration    even    of  tho*r 
Who  do  not  entirely  agree  with  him,    1 
am  told  that  the  earliest  date  on  which  th^ 
Education    Bill  can   come   up  to  vour 
Lordships'  House  is  Monday,  the  Uth 
of  this   month.     The   usual   soun-e*  of 
information  acquaint  us  that  upon  that 
evening  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
intends   to    make    a   statement    of  tbt 
very  utmost  importance  to  your  Lord- 
ships, but,  assuming  that  the  Secrftarr 
of  State's  statement   does  not   prevent 
our    commencing    operations    with    th^ 
Education  Bill,  I  do  not  think  it  b  to(» 
much  to  assume — indeed,  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  have  any  right  to  make  nvtch. 
an  assumption — that  the  Education  BiH 
if  it  is  to  be  at  all  discussed,  would  take 
the  whole  of  that  Week.     It  comes  t** 
us  recommended  as  an  amicable  sHtW- 
ment  of  the  education  question,  and  for 
that  reason  we  shill  all  of  us,  ro  t  oubt, 
approach    it    with    a    favourable    ptr- 
disposition.     But  we  shall  most  certain! v 
expect  to  have  time  to  consider  it  fuQi 
and  to  discuss  it,  not  only  in  the  debatr 
on  Second  Beading,  but  on  the  Comraittrr 
stage.     Therefore,    I    think    I    am    not 
making  an  extravagant  assumption,  wbrt 
I  assume  that  at  least  the  whole  of  the 
week  beginning  14th  December  wiB  W 
required  for  the  Education  BilL 

How,  then,  shall  we  stand  at  tht 
beginning  of  the  following  wctek— 
Monday,  the  21st  ?  We  shall  be  witbir 
four  days  of  Christmas  Eve,  andweshafi 
still  have  to  deal  with  the  whole  of  tkf 
other  Bills  I  have  mentioned — the  Coa! 
Mines  Bill,  the  Housing  of  the  WorkiBC 
Classes  Bill,  the  Port  of  London  Bill; 
I  do  not  refer  to  the  Irish  Land  BiQ 
because,  I  take  it,  it  is  not  teriowlT 
intended  that  it  should  be  perae\*«rFl 
with  at  present.  It  is,  I  think,  pretty- 
obvious  that  it  will  be  a  physical  itt- 
possibility  for  your  Lordship*'  Hoiwe. 
even  if  we  proceed  with  the  extraordiaarr 
expedition  which  aomelimes  ckaractemes 


1121 


Businesa 


[2    ftECEMBBR    1908} 


of  the  House. 


1422 


our  debates  at  the  end  of  the  session, 
to  undertake  the  consideration  of  all 
these  important  measures,  and  I  want 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  he  can 
tell  us  how  His  Majesty's  Government 
suggest  we  shoiild  proceed.  They  must 
obviously  have  had  this  matter  under 
their  consideration.  They  must  have 
plans  of  some  kind  of  their  own.  We 
have  had  in  the  past  many  protests 
and  many  promises-  in  regard  to  this 
subject,  but  I  do  not  think  I  am  exag- 
gerating when  I  say  that  at  this  moment 
the  prospect  is  more  hopeless  than  it 
bas  ever  been  towards  the  end  of  a 
session.  We  were  asked  to  meet  again 
in  the  autumn  with  the  idea  of  giving 
more  time  to  the  discussion  of  public 
business.  The  only  result,  so  far  as  I 
can  see,  is  that  still  further  measures 
have  been  added  to  those  ^which  were 
already  before  Parliament,  and  that 
the  congestion  of  business,  instead  of 
being  less,  is  greater  than  it  was  before. 

I  can  assure  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
that  I  raise  this   question  without  any 
desire  to    make    party   capital    out    of 
it.    The   difficulty   is    one   which   con- 
fronts   noble    Lords   opposite    at    this 
moment,    but   it   is   a  difficulty  which 
has    confronted,     and     must    confront 
again  whatever  Government  is  in  power. 
It  arises    from    several    causes.       One 
of  these,  if  I  may  say  so  without  dis- 
respect,  is   the   voracious   appetite   for 
legislation  which   prevaih  at  the  time 
in  which    we    live — an  appetite    which 
the  Government  of  the  day  must  en- 
deavour   to    some    extent    to    satisfy. 
Another  cause  is  the  extreme  length  and 
complexity  of  the  Bills  which  are  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.     That,  again,   i& 
perhaps,    inevitable,    because    it    seems 
to  me  to  stand  to  reason  that  the  more 
Bilk  you  place  upon   the  Statute-book 
the  more  complex  and  intricate  become 
the   Bills    which    succeed    then\,    and 
which,  in  most  cases,  amend  or  modify 
them.    And   in   the   third   place   there 
is  another  obvious  cause,  which  is  the 
desire   of   Members    of    Parliament    in 
both  Houses,  to   take  more  part  than 
thev  used  to  do  in  the    discussion  of 
public  business.    I  say,  therefore,  that 
both  parties  are  interested  in  discover- 
ing some  means  of  relieving  this  conges- 
tion,  this    intolerable    pressure,     which 
arises  year  after  year,   and,   although 


this  is  not  the  occasion  for  making 
suggestions — it  would  not  be  our  business 
to  make  them — I  will  take  upon  myself 
to  say  that  I  do  not  believe  that  it  should 
be  beyond  the  power  of  Parliament  to 
discover  some  means  of  solving  this 
difficulty.  I  observed  the  other  day 
that  a  distinguished  colleague  of  the 
noble  Earl,  the  Irish  Secretary,  made 
an  intimation  to  the  efject  that  if  any 
Bills  were  to  be  carried  over  this  session 
he  expected  his  Bill,  the  Irish  Land  Bill, 
to  be  carried  over.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  revealed  a  glimpse  of  the 
intentions  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
— I  do  not  pursue  that  suggestion 
further — ^but  I  am  deeply  convinced 
that,  if  both  Houses  and  both  political 
parties  set  their  minds  to  it,  it  should 
be  possible  to  discover  some  reasonable 
means  of  relieving  Parliament  of  the 
necessity  of  doing  twice  over,  in  two 
successive  sessions,  work  which  has 
been  done  in  the  previous  session,  and. 
of,  at  any  rate,  relieving  this  House 
from  what  I  think  I  have  before 
described  as  the  scandalous  situation  in 
which  we  too  often  find  ourselves  placed 
in  the  expiring  days  of  the  session. 

♦The  Earl  of  CREWE  :  My  Lords, 
I  am  afraid  I  am  not  able  to  give  a  very 
full  reply  to  the  Question  asked  by  the 
noble  Marquess  for  reasons  which  I  will 
explain  in  a  moment.  I  desire  to  say  at 
once  that,  in  my  judgment,  nothing  could 
have  been  fairer  than  the  tone  or  temper 
in  which  the  noble  Marquess  has 
approached  the  subject,  which  is  itself 
one,  as  we  all  know,  of  extreme  diffi- 
culty. In  regard  to  the  work  at  the 
moment  it  is  the  case,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  has  said,  that  the  Scottish  Bill 
is  the  only  Government  Bill  of  any 
importance  which  is  likely  to  be  before 
the  House  in  the  immediate  future.  The 
Second  Reading  has  been  put  down  for 
Monday  next.  Therefore,  this  week  and 
next  are  not  fully  occupied.  The  noble 
Marquess  has  supplied  a  reason  for  that 
in  alluding  to  what  I  cannot  help  thinking 
he  somewhat  facetiously  called  the  state 
of  suspense  in  which  the  Licensing  Bill 
was  supposed  to  be.  These  are  the  days 
in  which  you  would  naturally  have  been 
giving  consideration  to  that  Bill  in 
Committee  had  it  passed  a  Second 
Reading.    Unfortunately,     as    I    have 


.'.  > . 


•\ 


1423 


Business 


ILORDS} 


of  the  House* 


1424 


said,  I  am  not  able  to  give  a  full  account 
because  I  cannot  anticipate  the  state- 
ment which  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Prime   Minister  will   make   in   another 
place,  and  which,  I  tmderstand,  he  may 
not  be  able  to  make  this  week.    But  I 
can  say  that,  in  addition  to  the  Scottish 
Bill,  I  should  hope  that  the  Port  of 
London  Bill  will  reach  its  last  stage  in 
another  place  some  time  in  the  middle 
of  next  week,  and  it  will  then,  of  course, 
be  available  for  our  discussion.      If  the 
Education  Bill  finds  a  successful  passage 
through  another  place  it  would  be  read 
there  a  third  time  on  Saturday,  the  12th, 
and  a  sitting  would  be  held  here  to  read 
it  a  first  time  upon  that  afternoon.    That 
would  enable  the  Second  Reading  to  be 
taken  on  Tuesday,  the  15th.    I  do  not 
quarrel   with   the   noble   Marquess   for 
saying  that  at  any  rate  the  greater  part 
of  that  week,  even  if  we  were  to  sit,  as  I 
think  the  House  might  be  disposed  to 
do,  both  on  Friday  and  on  Saturday,  if 
necessary,  would  have  to  be  given  to  the 
discussion   of   the   Education    Bill.    At 
the  same  time  I  think  it  is  reasonable 
to  point  out  that  the  subject  is  so  exceed- 
ingly familiar  to  the  House  from  the 
various    occasions    on    which    it    has 
been    discussed    here,    that   discussion 
upon  it  ought  to  pass  more  rapidly  than 
would  naturally  be  the  case  with  a  Bill 
of    that    length    and    importance.    At 
any  rate  the  whole  terminology  is  known 
to  everybody — even  to  the  point,  I  should 
imagine,  of  disgust — and  discussion  may 
therefore  be  fairly  supposed  to  be  more 
concentrated  than  would  otherwise  be 
the  case.    I  am  not  in  a  position  to-day 
to  mention  any  more  measures.    It  is 
perfectly  true,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
points  out,  that  all  the  measures  men- 
tioned   in    the    King's    Speech    cannot 
possibly  become  law  during  the  present 
session.    It  is,  of  course,  our  hope  and 
desire  that  the  prorogation  should  take 
place  before  Christmas,  and  supposing  we 
sat  on  Friday  and  Saturday,  it  would 
leave  nine  working  days  from  Monday, 
the  14th.    I  can  at  this  moment  only 
leave  it  to  noble  Lords  to  imagine  how 
much  more  work  besides  the  Education 
Bill  can  be  included  in  those  nine  da3r8. 


Lord  NEWTON:  My  Lords,  these 
discussions  upon  the  time  which  is 
available   for   business   have    long   ago 

The  Earl  of  Crtm. 


lost  the  attraction  of  novelty  for  mt. 
as  I  presume  they  have  for  everrbodr 
else.  I  have  sat  in  this  House  now 
for  ten  years,  and  I  have  a  distinct 
recollection  of  hearing  similar  specclM* 
made  from  both  sides  once  if  not  twice 
in  the  course  of  the  year.  The  onhr 
difference  between  the  discussion  od 
this  occasion  and  similar  discusaions  in 
previous  years  is  that  what  I  wwM 
venture  to  call  the  Parliamentarr  hsait- 
quinade  is  to  take  place  at  a  more  ap- 
propriate season  than  usual.  There  is 
only  one  really  effective  means  of  deahiig 
with  a  situation  of  this  kind.  I  do,  ts  s 
matter  of  fact,  remember  one  occasoo 
on  which  it  was  effectivelv  dealt  witk, 
when  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  succeeded,  much  to  their  credit 
in  talking  out  the  Finance  BiH  But 
there  is  a  haroic  method  bv  which  tW 
difficulty  can  be  confronted  if  necessarr. 
I  would  remind  the  House  of  a  Resolu- 
tion unanimously  passed  by  your  Lard- 
ships'  House  on  6th  April,  1905.  It 
ran — 

**  That  this  House,  recognising  it«  dvtie*  a«  t 
deliberative  Assembly,  nrote^ts  against  tW 
practice  of  introducing  Bills  into  it  under  con- 
ditions  which  afford  insufficient  time  for  tbr* 
oonsideration,and  declares  its  intention  to rrfwr 
to  consider  any  Bill  unless  sufficient  opport«utr 
be  afforded  for  dne  deliberation  thefvoo.** 

This  appears  to  me  to  be  an  admirtUp 

occasion  on  which  to  put  this  Re«ohmai» 

into    force.    There    is    one    important 

measure  in  the  Government  progranuM 

in  which  I  take  a  personal  intemt.    It 

is  the  Mines  (Eight  Hours)   BiH    TV 

noble  Earl    has   preserved    a    judicfow 

silence  about  the  fate  of  that  measair. 

and  I  would  be  much  obliged  if,  beibiv  «r 

separate,   some   light   could   be  tbrovr 

on  what  is  likely  to  happen  to  it.    I 

do  not  wish  to  add  mv  voice  to  tb* 

general  grumble  on  this  occasioii.  l<* 

I  would  venture  to  point  out  that  tkfrr 

is  no  use  in  passing  blood-and-thurd^ 

Resolutions  of  this  kind  nnlew  tdb  ar» 

prepared  to  act  up  to  them.    At  tk# 

present  moment  I  am  afraid  that  if  «^ 

were  to  act  up  to  this  Reaolotion  oor 

I  attitude  would  be  liable  to  miuepieigef- 

I  tion.    We  should  be  accused  of  hntt 

,  actuated  not  so  much  bv  want  of  tnw 

I  tf 

j  as  by  want  of  sympathy  with  the  nwacai^ 
.  brought  up.  But  if  we  on  this  ndv  ^ 
I  ever  sit  upon  the  oppodte  side  of  tW 
!  House  again,  I  hope  we  ^U  art  is  s 
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different  way,  and  that  if  our  own  party 
send  up  Bills  of  great  importance  in 
Ae  last  dajB  of  the  session,  allowing 
practically  not  much  more  than  a  few 
minutes  apiece  for  consideration,  we  shall 
decline  to  consider  them.  I  submit 
that  it  is  not  much  use  making  these 
protests  unless  we  are  in  earnest,  and 
die  best  way  of  showing  that  we  are 
in  earnest  is  to  pursue  when  we  are  in 
oflSce  the  policy  I  have  indicated. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH: 
My  Lords,  one  Bill  has  entirely  escaped 
notice.  I  refer  to  the  measure  to  ron- 
wlidate  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Acts 
of  Scotland,  which  has  been  down  for 
«ome  time  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agricidture.  I  think  the  fate 
of  that  Bill  can  be  decided  pretty  easily 
one  way  or  the  other.  I  imderstand  it 
hw  not  been  through  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  it  is  not  entirely  a 
Consolidating  Bill,  there  being  new  matter 
in  it.  Li  these  circumstances,  I  suggest 
that  either  the  Bill  should  have  been 
hroQght  on  for  consideration  in  this 
Honae  before  now,  or  we  should  be  told 
that  it  is  not  to  be  carried  through  this 
tession. 
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pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  * 
20rd  July,  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Perth  Corporation  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,— Kjonsidered ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  upon  Friday. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Holywell,   in    favour  • 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MONASTIC  AND  CONVENTUAL 
INSTITUTIONS. 

Petition  from  Hackney,  for  legislation  : 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  I  will  bring 
the  matter  to  the  notice  of  my  noble 
friend,  who,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is  not 
b  his jplace  to-day. 

Lord  NEWTON  :  What  is  the  position 
of  the  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  ? 

The  Eakl'op  CREWE :  I  am  afraid 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
noble  Lord.  I  should  be  very  glad  to, 
if  I  could. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  Seven  o'clock, 
tiU  To-morrow,  half-past  Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  2nd  December,  1908. 


RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OF 
LABOUR). 

Copy  presented,  of  Return,  in  pur- 
suance of  Section  4  of  The  Regulation  of 
Railways  Aqt,  1889,  of  Railway  Servants 
of  certain  classes  who  were  on  one  or 
more  occasions  durine  the  month  of  July 
1908  on  duty  on  the  Railways  of  the 
United  Kingdom  for  more  than  twelve 
hours  at  a  time ;  or  who,  after  being  on 
duty  more  than  twelve  hours,  were 
allowed  to  resume  work  with  less  than 
nine  hours'  rest  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

STATISTICAL  ABSTRACT  (FOREIGN 
COUNIRIES.) 

Copy  presented,  of  Statistical  Abstract 
for  the  principal  and  other  Foreign 
Countries  in  each  year  from  1896  to 
1905-6  (Thirty-fourth  Number)  [by  Com- 
mand]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Liverpool    Corporation    (Streets    and 
Bnildingg)  Bill,— rLords  Amendments,  in 

VOL.  CXCVIL    [Fourth  Series.]  , 


PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1906, 

Copy  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Rules,  1908  (No.  2)  dated  24th  Novem- 
ber, 1908  [by  Act], 

LAND  PURCHASE  PRICES  (IRELAND). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  average 
number  of   years    purchase    under  the 

3D 
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Ashbourne  Act  for  the  years  1901  And  i  31st  July,  1908,  in  the  different  eoandes 
1902,  and  under  the  Act  of  1903  to  the  |  of  Ireland,  as  follows  :— 


1901. 

1902L 

1908  Act. 

- 

With  Bonus. 

Exclodinf 
Boon«. 

Ulster:— 

Antrim...        ...        ... 

Armagh          ...        ... 

Ni/Cb  T&U    ...                ...                ... 

Donegal          

l>own   ...        

Fermanagh     

Londonderry 

Monaghan      

Tyrone           

Leinster  : — 

v/ariow ...         ...         ... 

Dublin ... 

Kildare           

Kilkenny        

King*8  ...        ... 

Longford        

Louih 

Meaih  .. 

Queen's           

Westmeath     

Wiexford       

Wicklow         

Munster :— 

L/J&ro    •••        ••          ••• 

V.^vsK         •••               •«•               ••• 

Kerry  ... 

Limerick         

Tipperary       

Walerford      

Connaught : — 
Galway 
Leitrim 

Mayo 

HoBoommon    

Sligo 

• 

1 
1 

1 
1 

—(Mr,  Flynn,) 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  (SCHEMES 
FOR  REGULATION  OF  HOURS  OF 
EMPLOYMENT). 

Paper  [presented  30th  November]  to 
be  printed.     [No.  341.] 

DUBLIN  METROPOLITAN  POLICK 

Setum  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  24th  November ;  Mr.  Field]  \ 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  342.] 

NAVAL  AND  MARINE  PAY  AND  PEN- 
blUNS  ACT,  1805. 

Copy  presented,  of  six  Orders  in 
Council  under  the  Act  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS,  im 
AND|190e. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  C*oudc:I 

dated  21st  November,  1908,  exeupc 

German  ships  when  in  British  ports  fr 

the  provisions  of  The  Merchant  Shipf  r 

Act,  1894,  relating  to  overloading  npi 

certain  ccmditions  [by  Act]  ;  to  b«  np 

the  Table. 

PENAL'  SERVITUDE  ACTS  <CONWniK\- 

UCENCEV 

Copy  presented,  of  licence  granted  '*{ 

His  Majesty  to  Emma  Bjron,  a  coavi 

under    detention  in  Aylesburj  Pr» 

permitting  her  to  be  at  larse  on 

tion  that    she  enter  the  Ladjr  H^ 
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Somerset  Home,  Duxhurst,  Reigate  [by  I  where  light  brown  and  pink  rock  salt 
Act] ;  to  he  upon  the  Table.  have  been  added  to  the  free  list. 


DISEASES    OF    ANIMALS    ACTS, 
1894  TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  No.  7608 
dated  24th  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  the  D^ptford  Foreign 
Animals  Wharf  of  Animals  carried  on 
board  the  8.s.  «  Crown  Point ''  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

M8EASES    OF    ANIMALS    ACTS 
1894  TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  No.  7609, 
dated  24th  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  kmd^  at  Birkenhead  Foreign 
Animals  Wharf  of  Animals  carried  on 
board  the  s.s.  "  Armenian  "  [by  Act] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES    OF    ANIMALS    ACTS, 
1894  TO  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  No.  7611, 
dated  25th  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  a  Foreign  Animals  Wharf 
in  great  Britain  of  Animals  carried  on 
board  the  ss.  "Manchester  Trader" 
[by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE    VOTES, 

Import  Dnties  on  British  Salt  abroad. 

Mr.  C.  B.  HA  RMS  worth  (Wor- 
cestershire, Droitwich):  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what 
M«  import  duties  on  British  salt  in  the 
wveral  European  countries,  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  in  India,  and  in  the 
wlf-govcming  CJolonies  of  the  Crown, 
{jeapectively,  classifying  the  salt  as  brown, 
'«bt  brown,  pink  and  dark  red  rock,  and 
*«  manufactured  table  salt. 


.  (Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill)  The 
mformation  desired  by  my  hon.  friend 
^  be  found  fully  set  out  on  pages  589- 
590  of  the  Foreign  Import  Duties  Return 
[Cd.  3859],  and  on  pages  383-385  of  the 
Colonial  Import  Duties  Return  [Cd.  3708]. 
•nie  only  amendments  to  be  made  to 
tms  information  since  the  publication  of 
tbese  Returns  refer  to  Bulgaria,  where 
^  doty  on  rock  and  kitchen  salt  is  now 
6  frs.  per  100  kUogs.  (2s.  SJd.  per  cwt.) 
^th  an  additional  octroi  duty  of  20  per  i 
<»nt.  of  the  Customs  duty,  and  Australia  I 


Isle  of  Ely  Small  Holdings  Committee 
and  Co-operative  Associations. 
Mr.  beck  (Cambridgeshire,  WisbBch) : 
To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Somerset,  as  representing  the  IVesident 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  small  holdings  committee 
of  the  Isle  of  Ely  County  Council,  in  their 
report  to  the  council  upon  the  work 
already  done  in  acquiring  land  for  small 
holdings,  recommend  that  for  the  present 
land  be  let  to  individuals  and  not  to 
co-operative  associations;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Holdings  Act  and  of  the  many  benefits 
resulting  to  all  concerned  from  a  system 
of  co-operation,  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
will  immediately  point  out  to  the  Isle  of 
Ely  County  Council  the  necessity  for  not 
adopting  upon  this  particular  point,  the 
policy  advocated  hy  their  committee. 

(Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Strachey,) 
The  Board  are  already  in  communication 
with  the  county  council,  and  one  of  tho 
Commissioners  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  matter  personally 
with  them. 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease  in  the  United 

States. 

Mr.    LAURENCE     HARDY    (Kent, 
Ashford) :   To  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
South    Somerset,    as    representing    the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  in  view  of  the  proclamation  of 
two  more  States  in  the  United  States  as 
infected  with  foot-aid-mouth  disease,  he 
can  state  the  policy  of  the  Board  with 
regard  to  this  condition  of  affairs ;   and 
whether  the  Board  does  not  consider  that 
the    time     has     come     to    prohibit    all 
importations    of    live    stock    from    the 
United  States,  even  for  slaughter  at  the 
port  of  entry. 

(Answered  by    Sir    Edward  Strachey.) 
The  Board  are  carrying  out  their  statu- 
tory obligations  in  regard  to  the  outbreak 
of  foot-and-mouth    disease   in  America. 
They  are  satisfied  that  the  very  stringent 
measures     adopted     by     the     Federal 
Government  of    the    United    States  of 
America  for  stamping  out  and  preventing 
the  spread  of  the  disease  are  sufficient  to 
render  the  action  suggested  by  the  h  )n. 
Member  unnecessary  at  the  present  time. 

3  D  2 
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Hew  Lighthouse  Sites. 
Mr,  DUNDAS  white  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  if  he  wiU  saj  what  sites  have 
been  acquired  within  the  last  ten  years 
by  the  Trinity  House  and  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights,  respectively, 
for  purposes  connected  with  the  erection 
of  new  lighthouses,  but  not  including 
those  acquired  for    buoys,   beacons,   or 


other  purposes,  stating  as  regards  e*di 
site  the  date  of  purchase,  the  approzimAte 
area,  and  the  purchase  price. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  ChurchilL)  The 
following  statements  which  I  have  re- 
ceived from  the  Trinity  House  and  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lif  htt  will  give 
my  hon.  friend  the  informatioQ  be 
desires : — 


Statement  No.  1 : — Particulars  of  Sites  acquired  by  the  Trinity  House  daring  the 
last  ten  years  for  purposes  connected  with  new  Lighthouses. 


Lighthousefl. 

Date  acquired. 

Price. 

Area. 

Remarkt. 

Lundy  North 
Lundy  South 

Oct.  1899 
Oct.  1899 

Nil 
Nil 

2r.  28p. 

Right  of  way  490 

yards 

la.  Ir.  Op. 

Right  of  way  380 

yards 

Old  liffhthooM  site 
*    exchanged     for 
new  sitea. 

Pendeen 

Nov.  1899 

£35 

4a.  2r.  15p. 

Right  of  way  1,100 

yards 

Jennington  Point, 
River  Thames 

Jan.  1901 

£75 

100  square  yards. 

Right   of  way  41 

yards 

Tripcock     Point, 
River  Thames 

Sept.  1901 

2s.  W. 

per 
annum 

178  square  yards. 

Right   of  way   38 

yards 

Penleo 

Oct.  1902 

£500 

la.  Or.  18ip. 

Right   of  way   1| 

mile 

Coldharbour, 
River  Thames 

Dec.  1903 

£125 

100  square  yards. 

Right   of  way   33 

yards 

Portland  Bill 

July  1904 

£890 

Half  an  acre. 

Approach  520  yards. 

lught  of  way  for 

sewer  72  yards 

Valuable      qoanr 
land. 

Berry  Head 

Aug.  1906 

£75 

404  square  yards. 

Right  of  way   12 

mile 

1 

Strumble  Head    • 

June  1907 

£400 

5}  acres           ,  An  island. 

Bideford  Bar 

May  1908 

£50 

178  square  yards. 
Right    of  way   2}  j 
miles 

i 
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Statement  No.  2  : — ^Particulars  of  additional  Land  acquired  by  the  Trinity  House 
during  the  last  ten  years  in  connection  with  Lighthouses  existing  prior  to  this  period. 


lighthouses. 

Date  acquired. 

Price. 

Area. 

Remarks. 

Foreland,  Bristol 
Channel 

June  1899 

£5 

500  square  yards 

Extra  land  required  to 
extend  site  to  obtain 
satisfactory  founda- 
tions for  building. 

Dungeness 

May  1903 

£100 

22  poles,  and  right 

of  w^y  480  yards 

long 

New  site  for  low  light- 
house. 

Foreland,  Bristol 
Channel 

Oct.  1905 

£20 

140  square  yards 

Site  for  magazine  and 
hut  for  explosive  fog- 
signal. 

»        >» 

Aug.  1906 

£3 

385  square  feet 

Extra  for  ditto. 

Flat^olm   - 

Oct.  1906 

£150 

Half  an  acre. 

Right  of  way  100 

yards 

For  new  siren  fog- 
signal. 

Blacknore 

Feb.  1908 

£26 

182  square  yards 

For  establishment  of  a 
gas-holder  in  con- 
nection with  im- 
provement of  light. 

Lundy  South     - 

Oct.  1908 

£53 

50  square  yards 

Extra  piece  of  land 
required  as  part  of 
site  for  automatic 
explosive  fog-signal. 

Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights. 

Betum  showing  Sites  acquired  during  past  10  years  for  purposes  connected  with  the 
erection  of  new  Lighthouses,  but  not  including  those  acquired  for  Buoys, 
Beacons,  or  other  purposes,  giving  names  of  Lighthouses,  Date  of  Purchase, 
Approximate  Area,  and  Purchase  Price. 


Name  of  lighthouse. 

When  site  acquired. 

Area  approximately. 

Purchase  Money  or  rent. 

Blackhead   - 

1900 

2a.   2r.   37p. 

£119  1S«.  6rf. 

Barr  Point 

1904 

2a.   Or.    31p. 

£33. 

loishtrahull 

1905 

Not  stated 

Is.  per  annum  for  ever. 

hlizen  Head 

1908 

30a.   Ir.   2p. 

£91  195.  lOrf. 

Sligo  Lights 

1908 

12  poles 

£1  per  annum.     Term 
99  years. 
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Flooding  of  Irish  Bivers. 
•  Mr.  DUFFY  (Galway,  8.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
serious  and  increasing  injury  is  being 
done  to  tenant  purchasers  whose  holdings 
lie  iJongside  the  small  rivers  and  water- 
courses of  Ireland  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  rivers  are  choked  with  weeds 
and  invading  the  neighbouring  lands ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  bring 
the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
Estates  Commissioners  in  order  to  see  if 
anything  can  be  done  to  provide  against 
such  flooding  in  the  future. 

{Amnvored  by  Mr,  Birrell)  In  districts 
not  under  the  control  of  a  drainage 
board  the  cleansing  of  small  watercourses 
would  seem  to  be  a  matter  for  voluntary 
co-operation  on  the  part  of  tenant 
purchasers.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  any  powers 
in  the  matter,  but  I  will  consult  them  on 
the  subject. 

.Women  Clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office. 

Mr.  cooper  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  there  are 
any  women  clerks  in  the  First  or  Second 
Division  in  his  Department,  and,  if  any, 
will  he  state  the  number  in  each  division. 

(Answered  by  Secretary  Sir  Edward 
Grey.)  There  are  no  women  clerks  of 
the  First  or  Second  Division  in  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Persons  Prosecuted  for  Corrupt  Monioi- 
pal  Administrations. 
Mr.  SUMMER  bell  (Sunderiand) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  if  he  can  state 
the  number  of  persons  during  the  past 
two  years  that  have  been  successfully 
proceeded  against  in  the  London  area  for 
corrupt  municipal  administration,  and  the 
professions  of  such  persons. 

(Answered  by  Sir  fFilliam  Rchmm.) 
Twenty-two  persons  have  been  success- 
fully prosecuted  in  the  Londcn  district 
for  corrupt  municipal  administration 
during  the  past  two  years,  and  at  the 
present  moment  further  cases  of  the  same 
character  affecting  ten  persons  are  pend 
ing.  Of  the  twenty-two  persons  con- 
victed, five  were  workhouse  officials, 
.three  were  contractors,  and  the  remainder 


were  mostly  small  tradesmen  or  persons 
in  somewhat  poor  circamstanoes.  One 
convicted  person  had  been  three  times 
mayor  of  a  Metropolitan  borough,  and 
another  had  been  an  alderman  of  the 
London  County  Council 

British  Subjects  and  the  Berne  Copyright 

Union. 
Mr.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Noranodj 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  <)l 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  hardship  and  loss  which,  bj 
the  adhesion  of  any  country  for  the  fint 
time  to  the  Berne  Copyright  Union,  will 
be  inflicted  upon  British  subjects  wh«« 
before  such  adhesion,  may  have  purchased 
but  not  yet  published  manuscript  arrance- 
mentd  of  musical  and  other  works 
originating  in  that  country  ;  whether  the 
free  publication  in  the  United  Kingdoo 
of  works  so  purchased  has  been  urovklec 
for  by  the  Berne  Conference  or  otherwise . 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  can  take  any  sup» 
to  secure  that  British  subjects  shall  do( 
be  deprived  of  rights  which  they  karv 
lawfully  purchased  by  the  action  of  anr 
foreign  Power. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  ChurchUi)  Sectioo 
6  of  the  International  Copyright  AtC 
1886,  provides  that  where  any  person 
has  before  the  date  of  the  publication  d 
an  Order  in  Council  lawfully  prodooid 
any  work  in  the  United  Kingdom,  (Jm 
issue  of  the  Order  shall  not  diminish  or 

(prejudice  any  rights  or  interesta  arisio| 
rom  or  in  connection  with  »uch  prodoc- 
tion  which  are  subsisting  and  valuable  «t 
the  said  date.  A  period  of  some  mootb 
usufklly  elapees  between  the  definite 
adhesion  of  a  new  country  to  the  BeriM 
Convention  and  the  publicati<m  of  th« 
consequent  Order  in  Council  in  thM 
country,  and  this  interval  wouM  prohahlf 
be  sufficient  to  allow  of  the  prodoctiaB 
of  any  work  which  may  be  existing  in 
manuscript  at  the  time,  and  an^  riffati 
which  may  have  been  acquired  br 
purchase  or  otherwise  can  thui  U 
preserved. 

Irish  Agrienltnnl  Ssporta. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Olouce^tershi  e,  C  rrs 
cester) :  To  ask  the  Vice-Presideot  of  tW 
Department  of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  if  b« 
will  state  the  value  of  Irish  exports  a 
the  years  1897  and  11K)7,  raspwtiTslr. 


1437 


Questions. 


{2    DECEBiBBR    1908} 


Qtiestions. 


1438 


of  cattle,  sheep,  horses,  bacon,  eggs,  and 
batter. 

(Anstoered  hy  Mr.  T.  W,  Ruaadl)  The 
Department  have  no  information  as  to 
the  value  of  exports  in  1 897.     The  follow- 


ing table  shows  the  number  of  cattle, 
sheep,  and  horses  exported  from  Ireland 
in  the  years  1897  and  1907  respectively, 
and  the  quantitite  of  bacon,  eggs,  and 
butter  exported  in  19Ci7,  also  the  value  of 
the  exports  in  1907 : — 


• 

Quantity. 

Value. 

1897. 

1907.    . 

1897. 

1907. 

Cattle 

No. 

746,869 

843,010 

10,419,430  _ 

Sheep 

No. 

810,264 

663,363 

1,267,410 

Horses 

No. 

38,502 

33,356 

1,588,441 

Bacon* 

Cwts. 

No  informa- 
tion 

859,608* 

No  infornia- 
tion 

2,492,863* 

%« 

Gt.  hhds. 

• 

6,675,599 

- 

2.920,539 

Butter      - 

Cwte; 

>i 

818,004 

• 

-  4,008,220 

Not  including  Hams. 


Pottage  Eates  for  Aostralian  Hews- 

papers; 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  rCanter- 
bory):  To  ask  the  Postmaster-Greneral 
whether  any  arrangement  has  been 
entered  into  with  the  Government  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Australia  for  the 
delivery  of  Australian  newspapers  in  this 
country  for  Id.  postage  on  each  news- 
paper weighing  eight  ounces;  and  whether 
A  similar  reduction  in  the  postage  rate  of 
newspapers  will  be  eiven  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  Austr^ia. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton.)  The 
Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question  is  in  the  affirmative, 
snd  to  the  second  in  the  negative. 

Closing  of  Foreland  Coastguard  Station, 

Ventnor. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire,  Chor- 
ley) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty if  he  can  state  on  what  date  it 
was  officiallv  decided  to  withdraw  the 
coastguard,  from  the  Foreland,  Ventnor 
division. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  McKenna.)  The 
official  authority  for  the  closing  of  the 
station  was  given  on  the  24th  November. 


Payment  of  Salaries  of  Lrish  Vational 
School  Teaohersi 
Mr.  GINNELL  (Westmeath,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  inspectors  of  national  schools 
in  Ireland  are  paid  their  salaries  monthly 
while  the  teachers  frequently  are  not 
fully  paid  until  the  money  is  six  months 
overdue,  and  then  not  directly ;  whether 
this  is  due  to  deficiency  of  staff  or  a  bad 
system  at  head-quarters;  whether  he 
can  promise  that  in  future  teachers  will, 
like  other  public  servants,  be  paid  their 
salaries  in  full  re^larly  and  directly 
every  month ;  and,  if  this  be  not  done, 
whether  the  teachers  will  be  paid  interest 
on  arrears  of  salary. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  C!om- 
missioners  of  National  Education  inform 
me  that  inspectors  of  national  schools 
are  paid  their  salaries  monthly.  The 
teachers  are  paip  punctually  every  quartei; 
and  it  is  only  when  there  are  irregu^ 
larities  in  the  payment  forms  or  claims  of 
individual  teachers  that  any  delay  takes 
place.  Teachers  cannot  be  paid  monthly, 
as  this  would  involve  a  very  large 
increase   of    staff   and  a  corresponding 
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addition  to  the  Vote.  The  Answer  to 
the  concluding  portion  of  the  Question  is 
in  the  negative. 

Indian  Telegrams. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HBATON  :  To  ask 

the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  India  if 

he  will  state  the  number  of  words  in 

telegraphic   messages,   and  their  value, 


despatched  from  India  to  places  ontade 
India  during  each  year  in  1903,  1904, 
1905,  1906,  and  1907,  disUngaishtDg 
those  from  India  itself  and  trans-Iadiaii 
messages. 

{Ansrvered  hy  Mr,  Buchanan.)  IW 
reply  is  given  in  the  following 
statement : — 


» 

Mesiages  sent  from  India. 

TnuM-lDdUn  Mcaaafti. 

Words. 

Indian  Valne* 

Word*. 

Indian  Vshw* 

1903-4 

3,009,365 

£ 

45,777 

4,121,200 

54,898 

1904-6 

3,450,456 

55,833 

5,080,407 

65,959 

1905-6 

3,491,616 

62,759 

5,119,111 

68,459 

190e-7 

3  740,423 

57,677 

4,421,212 

1       60,58» 

1907-8 

1 

3,997,327 

61,848 

4,561,908 

61.933 

*  The  figures  in  these  columnt  show  the  sterling  equivalent  (at  Is.  4d.  the  rupee)  ol  the 
Indian  share  of  the  receipts  in  respect  of  the  messages,  a^  shown  in  the  Administration  Rsptrt 
ol  the  Indian  Telegraph  Department. 


Evicted  Tenants  in  Connty  Westmaafh. 

Mr.  GINNELL:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  will  furnish  a  list  of  the 
bona  fide  evicted  tenants  (including  re- 
presentatives of  deceased  evicted  tenants) 
m  Westmeath  whose  claims  are  recog- 
nised by  the  Estates  Commissioners  as 
valid,  but  who  have  not  yet  been 
reinstated,  showing,  in  connection  with 
each,  the  date  of  eviction,  name  of  the 
estate  from  which  evicted,  whether  the 
evicted  farm  is  now  tenanted  or  not,  the 
reason  why  not  yet  reinstated,  the 
purpose  of  the  Commissioners  regarding 
the  case^  and  when  they  expect  to  be 
able  to  carry  out  their  purpose. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  BirrelL)  For  the 
reasons  which  are  fully  stated  in  my 
reply  to  a  Question  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armagh  on  the  8th 
July,  1907,  I  am  not  prepared  to  furnish 
the  list  in  question. 

Said  of  the  Estate  of  John  H.  Beinn  of 

Creenelea. 

Mr.  F.  MEEHAN  (Leitrim,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary   to   the  Lord- 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  tht 
estate  of  John  H.  Beinn,  of  Creenelaa, 
County  Leitrim,  has  been  offered  for  wsk 
to  the  Estates  Commissioners;  and,  if 
bought  by  the  Estates  Commissiooen^ 
will  he  explain  why  the  agent  ol  th» 
landlord  endeavours  to  collect  rents  or 
takes  proceedings  for  recovery  ol 


{Answered  by  Mr.  BirrdL)  No  fnh 
oeedings  for  the  sale  of  the  estate  wooid 
appear  to  have  been  instituted  before 
the  Estates  Commissioners. 

Evicted  Tenants  in  County  SUfo. 

Mr.  McHUOH  (Sligo,  N.) :  To  ssk 
the  Chi«'f  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieo- 
tenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  number  d 
evicted  tenants  in  the  county  of  Shgo . 
how  many  of  these  are  in  occupatioB  as 
caretakers;  and  how  many  erkt^ 
tenants  in  this  country  were  reimufisd 
or  given  new  holdings  during  the  iv* 
years  ended  the  1st  November,  1908. 

{Anstcerid  hy  Mr.  BtrrelL) :  I  am  oo( 
in  a  position  to  say  how  many  encM 
tenants  there  are  in  County  SUgo  or  ho* 
many    of    them   are  in   oocopatMia  ss 
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caretakers.  The  Estates  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  of  the  persons  who 
applied  to  them  for  reinstatement,  as 
evicted  tenants  or  the  representatives  of 
evicted  tenants,  thirteen  have  been  rein- 
stated or  provided  with  other  holdings, 
and  the  cases  of  twentv-eight  others  have 
been  noted  for  consideration  in  connec- 
tion with  the  allotment  of  untenanted 
land. 

Completion  of  Sale  of  the  Venohoyle 
Estate  at  Tanrago. 

Mr.  McHUGH:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  agreements  for  the 
purchase  of  the  Verschoyle  estate,  at 
Tanrago,  Beltra,  County  Sligo,  were 
signed  over  twelve  months  ago ;  has  the 
sale  been  completed  ;  and,  if  not,  will 
he  state  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Estate 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  the  agree- 
ments referred  to  must  have  been  pro- 
viaiooal  agreements  indicating  the  terms 
at  which  the  tenants  would  be  prepared 
to  purchase.  The  estate  is  pending  for 
sale  in  the  Court  of  the  Land  Judge,  to 
whom  the  Commissioners  have  made  an 
offer  under  Section  7  of  the  Irish  Land 
Act,  1903. 

Sale  of  the  Hazelwood  Demesne  Estate 
of  Owen  Wynne. 

Mr.  McHUGH:  To  ask  the  Chief- 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  much  money  has  been 
advanced  by  the  Estate  Commissioners 
for  the  Hazelwood  demesne  estate  of 
Owen  Wynne,  in  the  rural  district  of 
Sligo;  is  it  the  practice  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners  to  advance  money  for  the 
sale  of  demesnes  before  advances  are 
made  for  the  purchase  of  the  agricultural 
holdings  on  estates ;  what  was  the 
average  number  of  years  purchase  paid 
by  tenants  on  this  estate  who  signed 
agreements;  and  how  many  tenants  on 
the  estate  have  refused  or  failed  to  sign 
agreements. 

(Answered  by  Afr.[BirrelL)  The  Estates 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  have 
advanced  £79,378  for  the  purchase  of 
the  Hazelwood  estate,  of  which  £13,564 
was  advanced  in  respect  of  the  demesne 

torchased  under  Section  3  of  the  Irish 
•and  Act,  1903.     It  is  not  the  practice 
of  the  Commissioners  to  advance  the 


purchase-money  payable  in  respect  of  a 
demesne  before  the  advances  are  made 
for  the  purchase  of  the  agricultural 
holdings  on  an  estate.  The  purchase- 
money  of  the  120  holdings  on  this  estate 
in  respect  of  which  advances  were  made 
represented  an  average  of  23*9  years 
purchase.  Purchase  agreements  were  not 
signed  in  respect  of  six  of  the  holdings. 

Untenanted  Lands  on  the  OoreBooth 

Estate. 

Mr.  McHUGH:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  purchase  price  for  the 
estate  sold  to  his  tenants  in  the  barony  of 
Carbury,  County  Sligo,  at  Magherow  and 
Ballintrillick,  by  Sir  Jocelyn  Gore-Booth, 
Baronet,  has  been  advanced  by  the  Estatea 
Commissioners ;  is  he  aware  that  the  un- 
tenanted land  on  this  estate  at  Ballintril- 
lick has  been  offered  for  sale  by  the 
vendor  to  the  Estates  Commissioners  ; 
how  long  have  negotiations  as  to  the 
price  of  the  untenanted  land  been  pending 
in  this  case;  and  will  he  request  the 
Estates  Commissioners  to  acquire  these 
untenanted  lands  without  further  delay. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Es- 
tates Commissioners  inform  me  that  the 
purchase  money  of  this  estate  has  not 
been  advanced.  The  untenanted  lands 
have  been  inspected,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners informed  the  owner  in  July  last 
ot  their  estimated  price,  but  they  cannot 
acquire  the  lands  until  the  negotiations 
have  been  completed  and  the  require- 
ments of  the  statute  have  been  complied' 
with. 

Fixing  of  Second-Term  Bents  on  Joint 

Holdings. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  (Galway,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  competent 
for  joint  tenants  of  a  holding,  who  have 
had  a  fair  rent  fixed  by  the  Court  over 
fifteen  years  ago,  to  apply  to  the  Court 
for  the  fixing  of  second-term  rents  separ- 
ately on  the  holding  against  the  wishes 
of  the  landlord,  who  desires  the  joint 
tenancy  to  continue. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  subsection  4  of 
Section  5  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1896,  which  would  appear  to  answer 
his  Question  in  the  negative. 
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Salaries  and  Allowances  of  County  In* 
speetors,  Bo]^  Irish  Constabulary, 
stationed  in  County  CkJway. 
Mr.  HAZLETON  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what  are    the    salaries     of    the 
two    county    inspectors    of    the    Roval 
Irish  Constabulary  at  present  stationed  in 
County  Galway;   what  allowances  thev 
received  during  the  financial  year,  with 
the  cost  of  the  same ;  and  what  was  the 
expense  incurred  by  them  in  mileage  and 
travelling.    . 

{A  nswered  by  Mr,  BirreU. )  The  present 
salary  of  the  county  inspector  of  the  East 
Biding  of  County  (Salway  is  £390  per 
annum,  and  that  of  the  county  inspector 
of  the  West  Riding  is  £450  per  annum. 
The  annual  allowances  in  each  case  are 
as  follows  : — ^lodging,  £50 ;  horse,  £50  ; 
servant,  £45 ;  office,  £18  5s. ;  stationery, 
£10;  makine  a  total  of  £173  5s.  The 
accounts  and  vouchers  showing  the  ex- 
penses incurred  by  these  officers  in 
1907-8  for  subsistence  and  travelling  are 
before  the  Comptroller  and  Aumtor- 
General.  Tho  figures  are  not  therefore 
immediately  available. 

Charge  for  Extra  Police. 
Mr,  HAZLETON :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land why  the  average  cost  of  the  entire 
force  is  taken  into  account  in  fixing  the 
XSLte  of  charge  for  extra  sergeants  and 
constables  in  a  county,  and  what  bearing 
it  has  upon  the  cost  of  extra  police  drafted 
from  one  county  to  another;  whether 
«the  only  extra  expenses  incurred  on 
account  of  drafting  extra  police  from  one 
county  to  another  are  travelling  expenses, 
subsistence  allowances,  medi^  attend- 
ance where  necessary,  and  barrack 
accomn/odation ;  and,  if  so,  why  is  not 
the  charge  for  such  extra  police  based 
upon  the  average  of  these  expenses  exclu- 
sive of  other  considerations. 

{Aaswerexi  by  Mr,  BirreU,)  The 
manner  in  which  the  rates  of  charge 
referred  to  in  the  Question  are  to  be 
determined  is  clearly  laid  down  by 
Section  5  of  the  Constabulary  (Ireland) 
Act,  1874,  to  which  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member. 

Aoqnitition  of  Lands  of  Anghacreira  and 

Moydristian. 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 


Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  wiD 
state  whether  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  acquired,  or  are  about  to  acquire, 
the  lands  of  Aughacreira  and  Moydristian, 
in  the  parish  of  Ballymachugh,  County 
Cavan,  the  property  of  Mr.  William 
Webb;  what  is  the  area  of  the  lands 
mentioned  ;  and,  in  view  of  the  fact  Uut 
the  surrounding  holdings  are  unecmiomic, 
will  this  land  be  reserved  for  the  evicted 
tenant  on  the  estate  and  the  small  local 
tenant  purchasers  who  recently  signed 
purchase  agreements. 

(Answered  ly  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  Estat« 
Commissioners  infonA  me  that  they  haT« 
not  acquired  the  lands  referred  to  in  the 
Question,  but  they  have  directed  inquiiia 
to  be  made  with  regard  to  the  untenanted 
land  owned  by  Mr.  Webb.  They  are  not 
at  present  in  a  position  to  give  the  f urtbff 
information  asked  for. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Admiralty  Contraets  in  Jarrow. 
Mr.  CURRAN  (Durham,  Jarrow): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  is  aware  of  the  natxue 
of  the  distress  due  to  unemployment 
now  prevailing  in  Jarrow  ;  and  whether 
he  will  be  able  to  place  any  Admiralty 
orders  there  at  an  early  date. 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  McKenna,  Monmouthshire, 
N.) :  Messrs.  Palmer  of  Jarrow  have 
tendered  for  all  the  recent  Admirahv 
contracts,  but  have  not,  up  to  the  pres^tt 
been  successful  in  obtaining  an  order. 
Tenders  for  machinery  for  a  battleship 
and  cruiser  are  now  under  considera- 
tion. 

Vayy  Bum  Supplies. 
Mk.  H.  C.  lea  (St.  Pancras,  E.) :  I  beg  .o 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admirahy  if 
he  will  grant  a  Return  stating  the  total 
number  of  gallons  of  rum  bought  by  his 
Department  in  each  of  the  last  three 
years  ;  the  date  of  each  purchase  ;  the 
number  of  gallons  bought,  and  the  priw 
per  gallon  paid  on  each  ocasion,  and  the 
marks  and  the  names  of  the  ships  of 
the  respective  parcels  involved  in  these 
various  transt^clions ;  will  he  st»:s 
whether  the   whole  of  these  purchase* 
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were  made  by  one  firm  of  brokers  without 
competition  or  tender  ;  and,  if  so,  what 
reason  is  adduced  for  this  departure 
from  ordinary  procedmre  in  obtaining 
supplies  for  a  Government  Department. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  quantity  of 
rum  purchased  in  London  for  the  Navy 
in  each  of  the  three  latest  years  to  date, 
is  as  follows — 

Gallons. 

1906  .        -        -        .  400,000 

1907  ....  120,000 

1908  ..        -        .  420,000 

Prices  and  other  particulars  of  Admiralty 
porchases  of  supplies  of  all  commodities, 
are  treated  as  confidential  in  the  public 
interest,  and  it  is  not  considered  desirable 
to  furnish  the  information  asked  for  in 
the  second  and  third  parts  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  whole  of  the  purchases  were 
made  through  one  firm  of  brokers,  who 
obtained  offers  in  the  open  market  without 
restriction  of  free  competition.  There 
was  no  departure  from  the  ordinary 
trade  procedure. 

Mb.  H.  C.  lea  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  the  Admiralty  purchases  of 
rum  are  carried  out  by  one  firm  of 
brokers  who  accept  only  one  kind — 
Demerara  rum,  and  that  the  result  of  the 
purchase  of  large  quantities  is  absolutely 
to  dislocate  the  whole  trade  ?  Will 
he  receive  a  deputation  of  people  con- 
cerned in  the  market  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  should  Uke  notice 
of  that  Question. 

Iile  of  Wight  Coastguard  Stations. 

Mk.  W.  F.  D.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  has  been 
decided  to  close  the  Foreland  Detach- 
ment, Ventnor  Division,  of  the  Coastguard 
on  Ist  January ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  all  the  men  of  that  detachment 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  rendering 
anistance  in  the  saving  of  life  at  sea, 
and  whether  he  will  postpone  the  carrying 
OQt  of  this  and  simiUar  reductions  of 
tiie  Coastguard  until  the  House  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  them. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  detachment 
was  closed  as  such  on  the  1st  December, 


but,  as  stated  yesterday,  the  same 
number  of  Coastguard  men  are  retained 
there.  The  answer  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question  is  in  the  afltenative, 
As  I  have  stated  before,  the  House  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
question  early  next  session,  and  in  the 
meantime  I  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  reduction  of  Coastguard  stations 
which  would  take  away  Coastguard  men 
from  accustomed  life-saving  work. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  (Hampshire,  Fare- 
ham):  Will  these  coastguard  men  be 
available  at  all  times  for  life-saving  ser^ 
vice ;  and  is  it  contemplated  that  they 
may  be  away  from  their  signalling 
duties  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  They  will  be  just  as 
available  as  before.  Of  course,  they 
must  not  neglect  their  official  duties. 

Mr.  W.  F.  D.  smith  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recollect  that  last  July 
he  promiBed  no  further  reductions  should 
be  made  till  next  year  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  No  reductions 
that  would  entail  a  reduction  of  service 
for  life-saving  purposes;  I  adhere  to 
that. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) :  How  long  is  it  since  this  detach- 
ment was  reduced  to  three  men  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  I  cannot  say  for 
certain,  but,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  it 
has  always  consisted^of  three  men. 

Coattguard  Conferenoe  Beport. 

Mr.  W.  F.  D.  smith  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  further  Report  of  the  Inter-Depart- 
mental Conference  on  the  Coastguard 
has  been  received  by  the  Admiralty 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  proposes  to  make 
it  public. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  Report  has 
been  received  and  is  being  dealt  with  in 
the  Department.  The  question  of  pub- 
lishing it  will  be  considered  when  the 
Admiralty  are  in  a  position  to  make  a 
statement  upon  their  policy  in  the 
matter  of  the  Coastguard. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  Shall  we  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Report  before 
the  discussion  of  next  year  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  cannot  undertake 
to  publish  the  Report.  I  must  consider 
it. 

Earl  WINTERTON  (Sussex,  Hor- 
sham) :  On  what  grounds  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refuse  to  publish  the 
T^Dort? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  have  not  refused ; 
X  have  said  the  Admiralty  are  considering 
it. 

Earl  WINTERTON  :  But  on  what 
ground  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refuse  to  give  an  undertaking  to  publish 
the  Report  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Because  at  present 
it  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Admiralty. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  advis- 
ability of  inviting  the  noble  Lord  to  join 
the  Coastguard  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.'^ 

Wages  on  Admiralty  Contracts  at 
Portamonth. 

MR.T.F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhampton, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  is  aware  that  Messrs. 
Morrison  and  Mason,  at  Portsmouth, 
have  reduced  their  labourers' wages  from 
27s.  9d.  per  week  to  23s.  for  fifty-six 
hours,  such  reduction  taking  place  from 
14th  September ;  that  they  are  also 
deducting  from  the  men's  wages  l|d. 
for  tools  and  1  Jd.  for  doctor ;  whether 
they  have  the  consent  of  the  Admiralty 
for  such  deductions ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  some  unions  have  claimed  and  been 
paid  by  the  contractors  the  wages  hitherto 
paid  by  the  firm,  viz.  6d.  per  hour ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  most  towns 
the  bricklayers'  labourers'  rate  is  taken 
as  fair,  which  is  always  more  than  that 
paid  on  railwa3rB,  whose  wages  for  plate- 
layers' labourers  are  invariably  the  lowest ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  com- 


parison cannot  be  made  between  these 
men  who  are  casually  employed  and  ih 
dockyard  men  for  whom  his  Department 
claim  continuity  of  employment ;  whether 
he  has  obtained  or  asked  for  any  infor- 
mation from  any  of  the  labour  repre- 
sentatives of  the  trade  unions  in  the 
district,  and,  if  so,  from  whom,  or  whether 
the  information  has  been  obtained  from 
the  employers  only;  and,  if  so,  would 
he  supply  a  list  of  those  employers. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  firm  in  question 
have  not  reduced  labourers'  rates,  bat  tb 
hours  of  work,  which  were  fifty-five  snd 
a  half  per  week  in  September,  are  tt 
the  present  time  forty-seven.  The  Ad- 
miralty is  aware  that  a  deduction  is  made 
of  2d.  a  week  per  man  for  medical  atten- 
dance and  Id.  a  week  for  tools.  The 
matter  is  one  over  which  the  Adminhr 
would  have  no  control  unless  it  c<Nild 
be  shown  that  the  deduction  constituted 
an  infraction  of  the  Fair  Wages  CUase. 
With  regard  to  the  later  points  raised 
in  the  Question,  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  terms  of  the  Fair  Wages 
Clause,  as  set  out  in  the  present  contract, 
are  as  follows  :  *'  The  wages  paid  in  the 
execution  of  the  whole  of  the  work  ahtU 
be  those  generally  accepted  as  coirent 
in  each  trade  for  competent  workmen 
in  the  district  in  which  the  work  is  carried 
out.  This  condition  shall  apply  to  sU 
sub-contracts  entered  into  by  the  con- 
tractor in  connection  with  the  said  woHb, 
and  the  contractor  shall  procure  the  in- 
sertion of  a  provision  to  the  same  efiect 
in  any  sub-contract."  Upon  a  represen- 
tation from  the  local  Trades  and  Labour 
Council,  the  Admiralty,  as  I  stated  on 
Monday,  instituted  very  full  inquiry, 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  » 
review  of  all  the  circumstances,  it  could 
not  be  said  that  there  had  been  any  in- 
fraction of  the  Fair  Wages  Clause.  I 
do  not  think  I  should  be  entitled  to  fur- 
nish the  hon.  Member  with  the  list  of 
employers  for  which  he  asks. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  Cantherigh^ 
hon.  Gentleman  say  at  what  date  tht 
hours  were  reduced  from  fifty-six  to  fortr- 
seven  ?  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsn 
not  had  this  case  under  consideration  for 
three  weeks,  and  can  he  give  me  no  it^J 
to  the  question  whether  unions  have  not 
claimed  and  some  firms  paid  6d.  per  hour  t 
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Did  not  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke-on- 
Trent  successfully  demand  that  in  one 
case  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  Yes,  we  have  had  the 
matter  under  consideration  for  three 
weeks,  and  the  delay  has  been  due  to  our 
desire  to  make  the  fullest  possible  inquiry 
into  all  the  circumstances.  I  believe — 
but  I  am  not  sure — that  the  reduction 
of  hours  took  place  last  September. 

Oats  for  Army  Hones. 
Captain  FABER  (Hampshire,  An- 
dover) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  will  state  whether 
kiln-dried  oats  are  allowed  to  be  issued 
to  Army  horses. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Haldane,  Haddington)  : 
Kiln-dried  oats  are  only  allowed  to  be 
i&sned  to  Army  horses  provided  that 
sQch  oats  fully  comply  with  the  contract 
specification  in  regard  to  quality,  i.e., 
that  the  oats  must  be  good,  sound, 
sweet,  dry,  clean,  without  any  admixture 
of  light  or  damaged  oats,  barley,  peas, 
or  other  grains,  and  mudt  weigh  not 
less  than  30  lbs.  per  imperial  bushel, 
or  in  the  case  of  clipped  oats,  40  lbs. 

Captain  FABER :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  kiln-dried  oats  have  generally  been 
wet  oats? 

Mr.  haldane  :  In  anticipation  of 
that  Question,  I  have  provided  myself 
with  the  best  opinions  I  could  get,  and 
I  will  read  them.    They  are  :— 

Opinion  of  the  Director  of  Supplies. — 
Oats  grown  in  this  country  are  kiln-dried 
only,  1  believe,  when  they  have  become 
damaged,  in  which  case  they  would  not 
come  under  our  present  specification  as 
being  "good,  sound,  and  sweet,"  and 
wooM  be  rejected.  Foreign  oats, 
especially  Russian,  are  frequently 
sKghtly  kiln-dried  to  improve  their 
keeping  powers,  and  this  process,  if  the 
oate  are  m  good  condition,  is  almost 
unobjectionable.  It  is'  extremely  difficult 
to  tell  whether  a  sound  oat  has  been 
kUn^ned  or  not,  and  it  would  be  useless 
to  put  a  condition  into  our  specification 
that  we  could  not  prove. 

Opinion  of  the  Director-General,  Army 
Feterinary  Services.  —  Foreign    oats    are 


kiln-dried  for  safety  in  transit.  Damaged 
oats  are  sometimes  kiln-dried  in  order 
to  effect  sales.  Kiln-drying  is  an  abso- 
lutely harmless  process.  If  the  grain  is 
damaged,  it  is  chemical  changes  in  the 
oato,  and  not  kiln-drying  which  cause 
disease. 

Captain  FABER :  But  are  not  wet 
oats  kiln-dried  ?    That  is  the  point. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Is  it  not  often  very 
difficult  to  tell  whether  or  not  oats  are 
kiln-dried  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Innitkilling  Dragoons. 
Captain  FABER :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State^  for  War  if  he  will 
state  what  number  of  officers  have  been 
transferred  to  the  Inniskilling  Dragoons 
from  other  regiments  since  October, 
1906 ;  what  special  reason  exists  for 
transferring  so  many ;  from  what 
regiments  were  they  transferred ;  what 
the  rank  of  each  transferred  officer 
was ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  hardship  thereby  inflicted,  there  is 
to  be  any  relaxation  of  the  rule  whereby 
an  officer  has  to  retire  in  the  event  of 
his  not  having  attained  a  certain  rank 
by  a  certain  age. 

Mr.  HALDANE:  Since  October, 
1906,  seven  officers  have  been  brought 
into  this  regiment  which  contained  a 
number  of  officers  who  had  abnormally 
short  service  or  were  not  qualified  for 
promotion.  Two  captains  were  trans- 
ferred, one  being  promoted  to  major, 
four  lieutenants,  one  being  promoted  to 
captain,  and  one  second  lieutenant. 
These  officers  came  one  from  5th  Dragoon 
Guards,  two  from  Royal  Artillery,  and 
four  from  Northumberland  Fusiliers. 
There  is  very  little  likelihood  of  any  of 
the  officers  affected  by  these  transfers 
having  to  retire  for  age,  the  senior 
captain  having  fourteen  years  in  which 
to  attain  his  majority  and  the  lieutenants, 
other  than  those  brought  in,  being  also 
proportionately  young  for  their  positions. 

Earl  WINTERTON:  In  view  of 
the  wide  difference  of  opinion  that 
prevails  on  this  subject,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recommend  the  Army 
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Council  to  issue  a  Memorandum  dealing 
with  the  whole  subject  of  the  transfer 
of  officers  of  the  lane  to  cavalry  regi- 
ments ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  These  things  must 
be  decided  entirely  on  the  merits  of  the 
oMcers.  I  cannot  say  what  the  standard 
of  qualification  should  be. 

Captain  FABER:  Has  not  the 
character  of  the  Tnniskilling  Dragoons 
been  good  ? 

Mb.  HALDANE  :  Oh,  yes,  excellent ; 
but  the  difficulty  arose  from  the  number 
of  officers  with  abnormally  short  service 
or  not  qualified  for  promotion. 

Captain  PABER  :  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  put  the  whole  service  on  an 
equality  ? 

Mb.  HALDANE  said  the  difficulty 
would  not  have  arisen  had  the  Innis- 
kiUings  had  their  full  quota  of  officers. 

Soldiert  as  Boot-makers. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  can 
state  the  date  and  year  when  his  Depart- 
ment decided  to  teach  soldiers  the  trade 
of  Army  boot-making;  whether  he  can 
state  how  many  are  usually  employed 
at  this  work,  and  how  long  does  it  take 
on  the  average  to  make  them  efficient 
and  what  is  the  usual  price  per  pair  of 
boots  produced  in  this  way. 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  Action  was  taken  on 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
on  the  emplo3anent  of  Reserve  and 
discharged  soldiers  and  sailors  in  1906. 
There  is  no  attempt  made  to  teach  the 
trade  in  its  entirety,  but  only,  on  the 
one  hand,  to  give  men  who  have  a  prior 
knowledge  of  the  trade  an  opportunity 
to  acquire  further  experiences  by  prac- 
tising it  in  their  leisure  hours,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  provide  elementary 
instruction  for  men  without  such  know- 
ledge so  that  they  may  become  familiar 
with  the  implements  of  the  trade  and  be 
enabled  to  carry  out  repairs.  No  fixed 
number  of  men  are  under  instruction, 
and  no  statistics  exist  to  enable  me  to 
reply  to  the  last  two  parts  of  the  Question. 


Mr.  H.  C.  LEA:  Cannot  the  right hon. 
Osntleman  see  his  way  to  give  a  certain 
number  of  men  in  every  regiment  an 
opportunity  to  learn  a  trade,  so  that 
when  the  time  comes  for  their  diachazge 
they  may  not  be  driven  into  the  ranks 
of  the  unemployed,  after  having  devoted 
the  best  years  of  their  life  to  the  service  of 
of  their  country  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE'S  reply  was  inaudible. 

Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  instructing  men  in  an 
elementary  knowledge  of  the  law,  so  that 
they  may  take  up  posts  in  tlie  Law 
Courts  ? 

Mr.  HALDANE  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  CROOES  :  Why  not  ? 

Canadian  Immigration--01a8gow  Boiler- 
Makers'  Orievance. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  boilermakers 
have  recently  been  engaged  in  Glasgow 
by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Gnu- 
pany  at  specified  wages,  fare  to  Quebec 
being  advanced  by  the  Company  but  to 
be  deducted  from  these  wages ;  that  the 
written  agreements  gave  a  definite  en- 
gagement for  three  months,  yet  within  two 
months  these  men  were  forcibly  landed 
again  at  Liverpool ;  that  when  asked 
for  the  wages  under  the  agreement,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Company,  through  their 
agents,  W.  A.  Crump  &  Son,  solicitors, 
London,  deny  liability  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
say  what  steps  the  Colonial  Office  pro- 
pose to  take  so  that  British  subjects  mar 
not  be  thus  illtreated  and  defrauded. 

TheUNDER-SECJRETARYop  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel  Skelt! 
Liverpool,  Abercromby) :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  information  as  to  the 
case  referred  to,  but  inquiry  will  be  made. 

Workington  Conviotion  for  Statliag 

Coal. 

Mr.  CROOKS:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  John  Jame^ 
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Jefly,  heard  at  the  Workington  Police 
Coi^  on  25th  November,  who  was 
proved  to  be  in  great  poverty  from  nn- 
employment  and  had  a  dying  child,  and 
that  tiiere  was  neither  fire  nor  food  in 
Ilia  house,  who  was  sentenced  to  fourteen 
days'  imprisonment  for  stealing  coal  of 
the  value  of  2s.  2d.,  the'  defence  being 
that  he  could  not  get  a  ticket  for  work 
and  wanted  the  coppers  to  buy  milk  for 
his  child ;  and  will  he  take  steps  to  reduce 
the  sentence. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
STOXE,  Leeds,  W.) :  I  am  making  inquir- 
ies into  this  case,  but  they  are  not  yet 
completed.  I  will  let  the  hon.  Member 
know  the  result. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEIL  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
Why  not  telegraph  for  the  information  ? 
This  unfortunate  man  is  suffering  all  the 
time. 


(Caledonian  Railway— Owners*  Risk. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  connected  with  the  fish  trade  of 
Aberdeen,  where  a  wagon  load  of  fish  of 
about  four  tons,  instead  of  being  des- 
patched when  loaded  by  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  Glasgow,  was 
shunted  to  a  siding  with  empty  wagons, 
resulting  in  a  serious  loss  to  the  owner 
of  the  fish ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
railway  company  disclaim  any  liability 
for  the  loss  incurred ;  and  if  he  will 
consider  the  desirability,  in  view  of  the 
frequency  of  such  cases,  of  introducing 
next  session  a  Bill  dealing  with  owners' 
risk  notes  on  the  lines  of  the  following 
Bills  of  private  Members :  Railway 
(Contracts),    1906,    Railway    Contracts, 

1907,  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill, 

1908,  one  of  which  passed  its  Second 
Reading  in  this  House. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee) :  The 
Boaid  of  Trade  have  invited  the  obser- 
vations of  the  railway  company  with 
regard  to  the  particular  consignment 
referred  to,  and  live  received  a  reply  of 
which  I  am  forwarding  my  hon.  friend  a 
copy.  The  question  of  the  conditions 
under  which  traffic  is  carried  at  owners' 


risk  is  one  that  has  been  receiving  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Board,  but  I 
am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  make 
any  statement  on  the  subject.  ■^^.  ^ 

Mr.  PIRIE  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  aware  that  his  predecessor  in  office 
three  years  ago  called  a  meeting  of 
chambers  of  commerce  and  traders  of 
thecountry'to  discuss  the  whole  question? 
Can  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  hold  out 
any  hope  of  legislation  for  next  year  1 


Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  can  say  nothing 
as  to  the  work  of  next  year. 

Mr.  PIRIE  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  this  is  a  non-party 
question,  and  that  the  Bill  which  passed 
its  Second  Reading  was  introduced  by  an 
hon.  Qentleman  opposite  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  understood  to 
reply  that  he  was  aware  of  that  fact. 

Seamen's  Boarding  Hontes. 
Mr.  RENWICK  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  now  prepared  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  state  of  seamen's  boarding  and 
lodging-houses,  and  the  conditions  imder 
which  they  are  conducted ;  and  whether 
the  Board  appoints  any  officer  or  officers 
whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  such  houses 
are  conducted  strictly  in  accordance  with 
the  licences  and  bye-laws  of  the  local 
authorities  in  whose  districts  they  are 
situated,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  sailors 
and  firemen  while  in  port  are  compelled 
to  lodge  in  a  seamen's  boarding  or 
lodging-house. 


Mr.    CHURCHILL :     The    inquiries 
referred  to  in  the  reply  given  by  me  to  a 
Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
4th  ultimo  are  not  yet  completed.    On 
their   completion,    I    shall   not    fail    to 
consider  whether  any  action  or  further 
investigation  is  required,  and  I  shall  be 
gratefid  if,  in  the  meanwhile,  the  hon. 
Member  will  furnish  me  with  any  in- 
formation he  may  have  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  seamen's   lodging-houses  which 
will  assist  me  in  arriving  at  a   decision » 
The  officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  have 
access    to    licensed    seamen's    lodging- 
houses,   but  the   responsibility   for   the 
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proper  control  of  such  houses  rests  with 
the  local  authorities. 

Manning  of  the  Mercantile  Marine. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  boarding-house  keeper  was 
convicted  by  the  deputy  stipendiary 
magistrate  at  Cardiff  on  20th  November 
for  having  illegally  supplied  a  crew  of 
coloured  men  on  16th  August  last,  when 
the  British  steamer  "Cereda"  was 
at  the  port  of  Swansea ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  boarding-house  keeper, 
named  Spooner,  was  engaged  by  the 
master  or  over-looker  of  the  "  Cereda  " 
to  supply  the  crew  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  under  Section  111,  subsection  (2), 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  a  person 
who  employs  an  imlicensed  person  to 
engage  or  supply  a  crew  is  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  £20  for  each  seaman  supplied 
in  contravention  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  continued  conviction  of 
boarding-house  Iceepers  for  illegal  supply, 
he  will  say  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  take  any  proceedings 
against  the  persons  who  employ  boarding- 
house  keepers  to  contravene  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act. 

The  following  Questions  also  appeared 
on  the  Paper — 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  manning  of  the  British  steamer 
**  Ashburton "  of  4,445  tons  gross ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  men  con- 
stituting the  deck  hands  were  one  French- 
man, two  Norwegians,  one  Russian  Finn, 
two  Swedes,  and  two  Danes,  all  of  those 
men  being  engaged  at  the  Port  of  Ant- 
werp ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
stokehold  hands  were  Chinamen,  seven- 
teen in  number,  twelve  of  these  Chinese 
firemen  producing  no  discharges  and 
stating  at  the  time  of  the  engagement 
that  they  had  previously  served  on  Grer- 
man  vessels ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
if  the  Board  of  Trade  surveyor's  attention 
was  called  to  the  manning  of  this  ship 
prior  to  leaving  a  port  in  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  what  steps,  if  any,  the 
Board  of  Trade  intend  to  take  to  compel 


Chinese  seamen  to  produce  certificatei 
of  discharge  at  the  time  of  their  eofagie- 
ment  in  the  same  manner  as  Brttiah  tea- 
r  en  are  compelled  to  produce  certificate* 
of  discharge  before  engagement. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Ti«de 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Britiih 
steamer  "Lord  Derby,"  of  2,401  n«c 
registered  tonnage  and  3,757  tona  gioM. 
only  carries  six  able  seamen  and  one 
ordinary  seamen  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  when  this  vessel  is  at  sea  two  of  the 
able  seamen  and  the  one  ordinary  seaman 
are  employed  on  day  work,  »>.,  to  work 
on  deck  during  the  day  and  to  be  ofi 
duty  the  whole  of  the  night,  therebj 
reducing  the  effective  deck  watch  durini: 
the  night  to  one  man  steering,  one  man 
on  the  look-out  for  four  hours  each«  aad 
the  officer  in  charge  of  the  bridge,  contrarr 
to  the  regulations  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  1897,  which  provide  that  in  vessels 
of  800  tons  gross  there  must  be  six 
effective  deck  hands ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Advisory  Committee 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  13th  October 
last  reconmiended  that  vessels  of  1«.V>'> 
tons  net  should  carry  at  least  eight  <ieck 
hands ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intentmci 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  take  any  pro- 
ceedings against  the  master  of  the 
*'  Lord  Derby  "  for  failing  to  maiDtain. 
when  at  sea,  a  proper  and  effective  watol 
during  the  night. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  can  explain  the  cause  in  the  M%y 
in  issuing  the  recommendations  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  of  the  Board  ti 
Trade  with  regard  to  the  scheme  oi 
manning  put  forward  by  the  AdvisorT 
Committee  with  reference  to  the  niimber 
of  men  engaged  in  the  deck  departroeDt 
of  British  steamers,  and  afeo  witk 
reference  to  the  efficiency  of  the  deck 
hands  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  in  ports 
of  Cardiff,  Newport,  and  Barry  qualified 
seamen  are  finding  it  difficult  to  obtem 
employment,  whilst  unqoalified  me^ 
are  being  engaged  on  board  of  Briii  b 
vessels  ;  and  whether,  seeing  the  Icoftb 
of  time  which  has  elapeed  since  tbis 
question  has  had  the  attention  of  the 
Advisory  Committee,  he  will  take  slefs 
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to  see  that  the  matter  is  dealt  with  by 
tlie  Board  of  Trade  at  once. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON:  To 
ftsk  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  can  state  what  further  inquiries 
have  been  held  with  regard  to  the  deaths 
of  five  Asiatic  seamen  on  board  the 
British  steamer  "  Strombus  "  ;  if  he 
can  state  the  reason  why,. when  inquiry 
is  alleged  to  have  been  held  at  Rotterdam 
with  r^ard  to  the  deaths  of  the  men, 
the  other  members  of  the  crew,  apart 
from  the  officers,  were  not  called  upon 
to  make  statements  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  deaths  of  the  Asiatics  in  question ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  are 
at  present  retaining  the  seamen  who 
made  serious  allegations  against  the 
officers  of  this  ship  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  ill-treatment  of  the  Asiatics. 

Mr,  CHURCHILL  :  Inquiry  is  being 
made  into  the  matters  referred  to  in 
this  and  subsequent  questions  which 
stand  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  friend  on 
to-day's  Paper,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to 
commonicate  the  result  to  him  in  due 
course. 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON:  May 
we  expect  a  reply  at  a  very  early  date  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  do  not  quite 
know  how  long  it  will  take  to  make  the 
inquiries,  but  I  will  do  my  best  to 
accelerate  the  collection  of  the  informa- 
tion, and  will  have  it  circulated  with  the 
votes  if  the  hon.  Member  so  desires. 

Insurance  Against  XTnemployment. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  lay  a 
translation  of  the  Report  of  an  investiga- 
tion by  the  German  Imperial  Statistical 
Office  into  the  feasibility  of  insurance 
against  unemployment,  undertaken  in 
conformity  with  a  Resolution  of  the 
Reichstag. 

Mb.  CHURCHILL :  The  Report  re- 
ferred to  by  my  hon.  friend,  which  was 
published  in  1906,  is  a  very  large  one, 
consisting  of  1,470  folio  pages  in  three 
volomes.  It  discusses  in  great  detail  all 
the  various  experiments  made  in  different 
countries   for   the   insurance    of   work- 
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people  against  unemployment,  but  it  does 
not  attempt  to  formulate  any  proposals. 
The  Report  was  reviewed  at  some 
length  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Labour 
Gazette  of  August,  1906.  Information 
upon  this  subject  was  published  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  the  Report  on  Agencies 
and  Methods  for  dealing  with  the  Un- 
employed in  foreign  countries  [Cd. 
2304  of  1904) ;  and  I  understand  that 
the  Poor  Law  Commission  will  also 
publish  a  Memorandum,  which  practically 
brings  that  Report  up  to  date  as  regards 
this  subject.  In  the  circumstances  men- 
tioned it  does  not  seem  necessary  to 
undertake  the  lengthy  and  expensive 
task  of  translating  the  German  volume.'^. 
They  are,  however,  open  to  the  inspection 
of  the  hon.  Member  at  any  time. 

Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Un- 
versity) :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  of  the  great  decrease  in  the  number 
of  yoimg  persons  in  secondary  schools 
who  at  the  present  moment  are  learning 
German,  and  will  he  take  steps 

*Mr. speaker  :  Ordev,  order.  Th-.t 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  Ih^ 
Question  on  the  Paper. 

Wages  and  Old- Age  Pensions. 
Mr.  NICHOLLS  (Northampton  ^>  ic ) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  will  say 
if,  in  the  case  of  a  man  earning  £31  lOs. 
a  year  when  over  the  age  of  seventy  years, 
the  wages  may  be  divided  for  pension 
purposes,  and  so  enable  both  his  wife 
and  himself  to  secure  the  old-age  pension. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  John 
Burns,  Battersea):  I  am  advised  that  the 
effect  of  subsections  (1)  and  (2)  of  Section 
4  of  the  Old- Age  Pensions  Act  is  that  the 
means  of  a  person,  being  one  of  a  married 
couple  living  together  in  the  same  house, 
must  be  calculated  in  the  same  way  as 
the  means  of  a  person  who  is  not  married, 
viz.,  as  the  amoimt  received  or  enjoyed 
by  him  or  her  individually,  with  this 
exception,  that  the  means  of  such  a 
person  must  not  be  taken  as  being  less 
than  half  the  joint  means  of  the  couple. 
Hence,  if  the  husband's  means  are  £31 
10s.  a  year,  and  the  means  of  the  wife  are 
nil,  the  husband's  means  must  be  taken 
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at  £31  lOs.  a  year  and  the  wife's  at  not 
less  than  £15  15s.  a  year.  The  husband 
would  thus  be  entitled  to  a  pension  of  Is. 
per  week,  and  the  wife  to  a  pension  of 
5s.  per  week. 

Mr.  crooks  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  made  a  mistake. 
Had  not  the  £31  to  be  divided  between 
the  two,  and  would  not  eJach  be  entitled 
to  58.  a  week  ? 

^  Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  have  not  made 
a.  mistake.  I  think  it  bettor  to  confine 
these  Answers  to  the  Law  Officer's  opinion, 
which  I  have  now  read  out. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS:  If  the 
income  of  the  man  is  £31  10s.  where  does 
the  woman's  £15  come  from  ?  That  is 
the  whole  point. 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Belief  Workfl  and  Disfranchisement. 

Mr.  CURRAN  (Duaham,  Jarrow) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  men  who  are 
employed  during  this  winter  on  relief 
works  under  poor  law  guardians  will  be 
penalised  by  disfranchisement. 

•^  Mr.  JOHN  BURNS :  I  presume  my 
hon.  friend  refers  to  cases  in  which  men 
receive  relief  from  the  guardians  and  are 
set  to  work  as  a  condition  upon  which 
the  relief  is  given.  In  such  a  case  the 
recipient  of  the  relief  would  be 
disfranchised.  Of  course^  where  the 
guardians  carry  out  works  and  persons 
are  employed  for  that  purpose  at  wages 
in  the  ordinary  way,  these  persons  are 
not  disfranchised. 

Mr.  CURRAN :  Was  it  the  intention 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  remove  dis- 
abilities from  people  who  are  employed 
this  winter  by  boards  of  guardians  in 
stoneyards  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS :  It  is  well  within 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the  Prime 
Minister's  pledge  and  promise,  which  has 
been  kept,  applied  to  all  workmen  who 
were  employed  through  distress  com- 
mittees and  not  by  boards  of  guardians. 


Mr.  CURRAN :  Will  those  who  aw 
employed  for  a  temporary  period  thl* 
winter  in  stoneyards  under  boards  of 
guardians  be  disfranchised  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Yes  ;  I  believe 
they  >would  be. 

Inspection  of  Fever  Hospitals. 

Mr.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  any  independent  inspection  is 
made  by  his  Department  of  fever  hospitals 
managed  by  public  corporations;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  see  that  such  inspection! 
are  instituted,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  tfe 
public  have  necessarily  less  opportunitT 
of  judging  of  these  than  in  the  case  of 
general  hospitals. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  A  fever  hospiul 
provided  by  a  local  authority  would  not 
be  inspected  by  a  medical  inspector  of  &e 
Local  Government  Board  in  the  ordiaaij 
course.  The  responsibility  for  the  prope 
administration  of  su^h  a  hospital  lests 
with  the  local  authority,  thou^  i£ 
some  instances,  where  there  has  beeii 
complaint  of  mal  -  administration  ^ 
Board  have  caused  an  investigation  to  U 
made.  Moreover,  where  the  dxstrr* 
of  a  sanitary  authority  is  inbpected  \>y  ^ 
medical  inspector,  he  would  include  tk 
hospital  of  the  authority  in  his  inspectioL 
It  dot^s  not  seem  to  me  necessary  that  any 
change  should  be  made  in  the  practke 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  watt  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentk- 
man  aware  that  a  ntunber  of  these  fevr 
hospitals  were  recently  found  to  be  ifi  > 
very  unsatisfactory  state  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS:  If  the  hoi. 
Member  will  give  me  information  I  ^ 
only  be  too  pleased  to  break  through  t^ 
rule  and  send  a  medical  inspector  at  occv 

Betting  TemntaticnB  for  Post  Office 
Employees. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Lt- 
cester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmasttf* 
General  whether  a  Post  Office  sorsii^ 
clerk  at  Walsall  is  now  being  prosecuv: 
for  an  alleged  attempt  to  obtain  mor^^ 
fraudulently  from  a  betting  aMat  J 
Flushing ;  whether  this  agent  has  4i 
English  address  and  was  prosecuted  hj 
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the  Crown,  and,  on  being  convicted, 
appealed;  whether  he  dropped  the 
appeal ;  and  whether  the  Post  Office 
can  do  anything  to  prevent  him  from  still 
earrTing  on  his  business  through  it,  and 
80  placing  special  temptations  before 
Post  Office  servants. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  A  sorting  clerk  and  telegraphist  at 
Walsall  lias  been  prosecuted  recently  for 
nnlawfoHy  attempting  to  obtain  £5  by 
false  pretences  from  a  betting  agent  at 
Fhishing. 

Seeondarj  School  and  Training  College 

Regulations. 

Sib  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  he 
intends  the  education  settlement  to  be 
produced  by  the  Education  Bill  to  include 
a  settlement  of  the  difficulties  that  have 
arisen  in  the  last  three  yeai:s  in  regard  to 
iecondary  schools  and  training  colleges ; 
and,  in  particular,  whether,  in  that  event, 
he  intends  to  make  the  requisite  modifica- 
tions in  the"  secondary  schools  and  train- 
ing colleges  regulations  so  that  denomina- 
tional schools  and  colleges  shall  receive 
grants  from  the  Board  of  Education 
eqnivalent  to  the  grants  for  those  pro- 
vided by  the  local  authority,  as  will  be 
the  ease  in  regard  to  elementary  schools 
tmder  the  settlement  embodied  in  the 
Bill 


schools  to  be  treated  difEerentially,  accord- 
ing to  the  religious  instruction  given,  or 
wifl  they  henceforth  be  treated  alike  as 
before  the  year  1907  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  cannot  add 
anything  to  my  right  hon.  friend's 
Answer. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central) : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  this  part  of  the 
education  question  is  to  remain  unsettled  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  do  not  think  so. 

Sir  WILLLAJtf  ANSON :  I  will  put 
another  Question  to-morrow. 

Walworth  Catholic  and  Coxmcil  Schools. 
Mr.  0.  J.  O'DONNELL  (Newington, 
Walworth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  whether  he 
can  state,  in  shillings,  what  are  the  present 
grants  per  child  made  from  taxes  by  his 
Department  and  from  rates  by  the  local 
authority  to  the  Catholic  school  at  Rodney 
Road,  Walworth,  and  what  are  the 
similar  grants  per  child  to  council  schools 
in  Walworth,  and  if  he  can  state  what  are 
the  annual  salaries  of  the  head  and 
assistant  teachers  in  this  Catholic  school 
and  in  the  Walworth  council  schools ; 
and  whether  he  can  estimate  by  how  much 
the  salaries  of  the  Walworth  Catholic 
teachers  will  be  reduced  if  the  grant  from 
rates  is  withdrawn. 


Thb  PARLLA.MENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OP  EDUCA- 
TION (Mr.  TREVELYAN,  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
EUand) :  The  various  points  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  do  not  arise  under 
the  Education  Bill,  which  deals  only  with 
elementary  education.  If  the  BiU  now 
imder  disoossion  is  passed,  the  position  of 
Nonconformists  and  others  who  are  now 
under  disabilities  in  other  parts  of  the 
pubBc  educational  system  wUl,  no  doubt, 
be  affected  thereby,  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Questions  are  hypothetical,  and  it 
would  be  premature  for  me  to  give  him 
a  definite  reply  at  present.  *  /ti 

\  Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  That  does  not  really  answer 
tny  hon.  friend's  Question.  Are  these 
training    colleges    and    denonunational 


Mr.  TREVELYAN  :   The  grants  from 
the  Board  of  Education,  in  respect  of  the 
school  named,  amount  to  38s.  per  child, 
and  the  average  grant,  in  respect  of  all 
the  coimoil  schools  in  Walworth,  amounts 
to  37s.  8d.  per  child.     I  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  amount  spent  by  the  local 
education  authority  from  sources  other 
than  Government  grant  in  respect  of  the 
particular    school    named,    or     of    the 
council    schools     in     Walworth.      The 
school    at    Rodney   Road    is    in   three 
departments.    The  average  salary  of  the 
head  teacher  is,  I  believe,  £154  odd,  and 
the  average  salary  of  the  assistant  teachers 
of    various    grades    is    £88    odd;    the 
average   salary    of    the    head    teachers 
in  the  various  council   schools  in  Wal- 
worth   is  £241,   and    of    the    assistant 
teachers  £122  odd.    I  have  no  means  of 
knowing  the  Answer  to  *l>e  concluding 
paragraph  of  the  Question. 
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Attendance  in  Catholic  Schools. 
Mr.  C.  J.  O'DONNELL :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that,  although 
the  average  attendance  at  Catholic 
schools  in  England  and  Wales  is  only 
about  300,000  children,  the  accom- 
modation in  them  is  for  412,669  children  ; 
whether,  in  consequence  of  the  slackness 
of  the  local  education  officials,  the 
attendance  is  generally  slack  in  Catholic 
schools ;  whether  the  number  of  children 
on  the  rolls  is  nearly  400,000 ;  and  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  including  Scotland, 
nearly  5^0,000  of  Catholic  children  of 
school  age  in  Great  Britain  are  about  to 
be  deprived  of  grants  from  the  rates, 
to  which  their  parents  contribute  ;  and 
what  steps  the  Government  proposes 
to  take  to  safeguard  this  body  of  future 
citizens  from  being  placed  in  a  position 
of  permanent  educational  inferiority  and 
inefficiency. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  average 
attendance  in  Eoman  Catholic  schools 
for  the  last  year  for  which  figures  are 
available  was  286,188,  and  the  recognised 
accommodation  was  406,137.  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  attendance 
in  Roman  Catholic  schools  is  generally 
slack.  The  average  number  on  the  boolffl 
in  Roman  Catholic  schools  in  1906-7 
was  333,403.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph,  so  far  as  England  and  Wales 
are  concerned,  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Education  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend)  : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  average 
attendance  of  pupils  in  Roman  Catholic 
schools  compares  favourably  with  the 
average  attendance  of  children  attending 
other  denominational  and  imdenomina- 
tional  schools  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  do  not  think 
it  compares  unfavourably,  but  I  can  get 
the  figures  if  notice  of  the  Question  is 
given. 

Mr.  MYER  (Lambeth,  N.) :  How 
many  Catholic  children  are  iiv  attendance 
in  Council  schools ! 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  1  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  without  notice. 


Religions  and  Moral  Initntetunt 

Mr.  G.  GOOCH  (Bath) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion whether  the  term  religious  instruc- 
tion in  Section  1,  subsecticm  (2)  (5),  <rf 
the  Elementary  Education  Bill  includes 
systematic  moral  instruction,  ^hethet 
derived  wholly  from  Biblical  sources 
or  not. 

- « 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  point  iwed 
in  the  hon.  Member's  Question  aeeai 
to  suggest  too  fine  a  distinctioQ  fn 
ordinary  persons  who  are  not  theologian 
to  grasp ;  but  so  far  as  I  tmderslaa^ 
what  the  hon.  Member  desires  in  the 
way  of  moral  instruction,  I  do  not  sec 
why  any  difficulty  need  arise  in  regard 
to  it  under  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.) :  Does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  Sectkm  1 
of  the  Bill  can  be  carried  out  withoit 
instituting  a  credal  register  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  do  not  think 
that  that  arises  out  of  the  Qaestaon. 

Mr.  W.  THORNE:  Surely  it  docs. 

Religions  Instrnotion  SyHalnu. 
Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W,) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  if  it  is  intended  that  the  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  specified  in  Qanses 
1  and  2  of  the  Elementary  Educatioei 
(England  and  Wales)  Bill  may  be  occuyied 
in  part  by  the  religious  observances,  tix- 
the  hymn  and  the  prayer,  or,  additianally. 
the  reading  of  a  passage  from  the  BibW, 
which  at  present  usually  form  part  of  t^ 
proceedings  of  a  school  during  the  perioc 
assigned  to  religious  education;  and. 
if  so,  will  he  take  steps  to  make  that  Hear. 
either  in  the  text  of  the  Bill  or  by  u 
article  in  the  Day  School  Code. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  So  far  as  I  under 
stand  what  it  is  that  the  hon.  Bfemb^ 
wishes  to  be  allowed  to  take  place  in  the 
schools,  I  doubt  whether  any  aheratMS 
need  be  made  in  the  Bill ;  but  I  vi. 
consider  the  point. 

Teachers  and  the  Fair  Wages  Claiue  iff 
Contracting-out  Sefioola. 

Mr.  YOXALL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education  if 
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tKe  Pair  Wages  Clause,  invariably  in- 
perted  in  Grovemment  contracts,  is  to  be 
applied  to  the  eniplo3anent  of  teachers 
in  contracting-out  schools  under  Clause 
3  of  the  Elementary  Education  (England 
and  Wales)  Bill ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  make 
that  clear  by  amending  the  text  of  the 
Bill  accordingly. 

Mr- TREVELYAN  :  I  am  considering 
in  what  way  it  can  most  satisfactorily 
be  provided  in  the  Bill  that  the  teachers 
in  contracting-out  schools  shall  receive 
adequate  remuneration,  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Board  of  Education,  regard 
being  had  to  the  rate  of  salaries  paid  by 
local  education  authorities  to  teachers 
in  other  public  elementary  schools. 

Appeals  Against  the  Allocation  of  School 

Grants. 

Sir  henry  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether,  in  the  allocation  of 
grants  by  an  association,  formed  under 
Sections  of  the  Education  Bill, to  public 
elementary  schools  affiliated  to  it,  any 
appeal  will  be  allowed  from  the  managers 
of  a  school  dissatisfied  with  the  proposed 
grant  to  the  Board  of  Education,  as  under 
the  Voluntary  Schools  Act,  1897. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :    No,  Sir. 

Edneation  Associations. 
Sir  henry  KDIBER :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation how  the  new  associations  under 
Clause  3  of  the  Education  Bill  are  to  be 
constituted  ;  and  will  the  denomination 
liave  full  power  to  form  an  association 
as  it  thinks  best  or  will  it  be  compelled 
as  under  the  Voluntary  Schools  Act  of 
1897,  to  propose  a  scheme  of  constitution 
for  tJie  approval  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, whose  decision  shall  be  final. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  constitution 
of  the  association  will  be  determined 
by  the  denominations,  but  will  be  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of 
Education. 

Mr.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil) :  Will  members  of  the  High,  Low, 
aad  Broad  CSiurch  parties  be  regarded 
&8  one  deAomination  or  be  allowed  to 
liave  separate  associations  ? 


Mr,  TREVELYAN :  The  CShurch  of 
England  will  have  one  association. 

Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT  (Sussex, 
Chichester) :  Will  there  be  any  appeal 
against  the  decision  of  the  Board  of 
Education  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  would  rather 
leave  that  till  the  clause  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT  :  But  we 
are  under  the  guillotine. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  K  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  dissatisfied,  I  think  he 
might  put  down  a  Question  to  my  right 
hon.  friend. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  :  WiU  time 
be  given  by  the  Grovemment  on  the 
later  stages  of  the  Bill  to  define  more 
clearly  the  position  of  the  associations  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion  for  discussion  when  we  come  to 
Clause  3.  ^^ 

Richmond  Park. 
Sir  HENRY  KIMBER:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  if  he  will  state  by  whose 
order  and  under  what  authority 
a  portion  of  Richmond  Park  is  being 
converted  into  a  nursery  garden  with 
pits,  entirely  altering  its  character  and 
affecting  the  amenities  of  surrounding 
private  residences ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  obviate  or  lessen  the 
deterioration  which  is  going  on. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  L.  Harcourt,  Lancashire, 
Rossendale) :  A  portion  of  an  outlying 
paddock  in  Richmond  Park  is  being 
made  into  a  nursery  under  my  directions. 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  this 
nursery  should  be  made  in  order  to 
provide  the  shrubs  which  are  required 
for  the  Royal  Parks.  When  the  initial 
work  is  completed  I  do  not  think  it 
will  be  found  that  the  amenities  of  the 
houses  surrounding  the  park  will  be 
affected. 

Mr.   WATT:      Will  the   rigV>    hon. 
Gentleman'^'say'^whether  the   occupiers 


U67 


QaeslionL 


{COMMONS} 


QueaiiiHU. 


li<6 


of  these  pzivate  imdences  in  the  park 
pay  rates  towards  the  upkeep  of  the 
park  1 

Mb.  L.  HABCOUBT  :  I  cannot  saj 
as  to  that. 

Kail  Improvement 
Hfi.  CARR-GOMH  (Southwark, 
Rotberhithe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  the 
archway  which  is  now  being  built  in 
the  Mall,  over  the  footway  leading  to 
Birdcage  Walk,  is  part  of  the  original 
scheme  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Mall,  and  if  it  is  intended  to  build  any 
other  white  stone  arches  in  St.  Jameses 
Park. 

Mb.  L.  HARCOURT  :  No  archway  is 
being  built  over  the  footpath.  The 
gates  form  part  of  the  Queen  Victoria 
Memorial  scheme  for  the  completion  of 
the  Mall.  It  is  not  proposed  to  build 
any  arches  in  St.  James's  Park. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping) :  Out  of  what  fund  is  the  money 
being  provided  ? 

Mb.  L.  HARCOURT  :  Out  of  the  Queen 
Victoria  Memorial  Fund. 

♦Mb.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  : 
Have  any  turf  or  trees  been  lost  by 
putting  up  these  pillars  and  gates  ? 

♦Mb.  L.  HARCOURT  :  Yes.  One  thorn 
tree,  which  I  am  convinced  was  dying, 
has  been  removed  under  my  direction. 

Sheriff  Clerks  in  Scotland. 
Mb.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  the  system 
of  paying  sheriff  clerks  in  Scotland  is 
to  hand  over  to  them  a  lump  sum  from 
which  the  sheriff  clerks  pay  their  staffs ; 
that  no  cognisance  is  taken  by  the 
Treasury  of  how  much  is  paid  to  sheriff 
clerk-deputes  or  to  clerks  serving  under 
them ;  that  the  distribution  of  this 
money  might  often  be  inequitable  with- 
out the  Treasury  becoming  aware  of 
it ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  see  the 
advisability  of  having  the  staffs  of  all 
the  sheriff  clerks  in  Scotland  directly 
associated  with  the  Treasury,  with  their 
salaries  paid  thence,   or  otherwise  that 


the  Tceasuij  take  oogoisance  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Imnp  sums  are 
distributed,  so  that  merit  and  length 
of  service  may  always  be  recognised 
with  fairness. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Bristol,  £.) :  Sheriff  clerks  in  Scotland 
receive,  as  a  rule,  in  addition  to  fixed 
salaries,  lump  sum  allowances  for  pay- 
ment of  deputes  and  clerks,  but  in  some 
cases  the  salaries  also  include  allowances. 
The  Treasury  do  not  ordinarily  take 
cognisance  of  the  distribution  of  ao 
allowance,  unless  a  question  arises  of 
the  necessity  for  varying  the  total 
amount,  but  receipts  for  amounts  paid 
to  deputes  and  clerks  are  furnished  to 
the  King's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Re- 
membrancer as  well  as  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor-Greneral.  A  system  of  this 
kind  is  common  to  several  branches 
of  the  public  service,  and  I  see  no  reason 
for  altering  the  present  arrangements. 

The  Weir  Trust 
Sib  henry   KIMBER:   I    beg    to 

ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Barn- 
staple division,  as  representing  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  whether,  and 
when,  the  Charity  Commissioners  propose 
to  seal  the  scheme  they  are  preparing 
respecting  the  diversion  of  the  trust  fund 
bequeathed  by  the  late  Hr.  Benjamin 
Weir  of  Streatham ;  whether  they  will 
afford  the  Member  for  Wandsworth  and 
the  inhabitants  of  Streatham,  in  the 
borough  of  Wandsworth,  a  final  oppor- 
tunity of  perusing  it  before  it  is  actually 
sealed ;  and  whether  they  will  postpone 
the  carrying  out  of  the  sch^ne  until  such 
time  as  the  matter  can  be  debated  on 
some  Vote  in  Supply  next  session. 

Mb.  SCARES  (Devonshire,  Barn- 
staple) :  The  Commissioners  propose  to 
seal  the  scheme  on  Tuesday  next.  I 
will  send  the  hon.  Baronet  a  copy  of  the 
scheme  to-night.  In  answer  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  the  scheme  will  be 
carried  out  in  the  ordinary  course. 

Sib  HENRY  KIMBER :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Prune  Minister  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners,  a  body 
entrusted  by  Parliament  with  the  per* 
formance  of  specific  and  statutory  duties 
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and  paid  Jor  the  same,  are  proposing, 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  powers  conferr^ 
opon  them  by  Parliament,  to  divert  a 
trust  fund,  bequeathed  by  the  late 
Mr.  Benjamin  Weir,  of  Streatham,  to 
found  a  m,edical  charity  within  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  Streat- 
ham, in  the  borough  of  Wandsworth,  to 
other  purposes  altc^ether  in  another 
parish  and  another  borough ;  whether  he 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Attorney- 
General  to  the  subject ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  the  carrying  out  of  the  scheme 
proposed  by  the  Commissioners  to  be 
postooned  until  such  time  as  the  matter 
can  be  debated  on  some  Vote  in  Supply 
next  session. 

3Ir,  scares  (on  behalf  of  the  Prime 
Minister)  :  The  statements  contained  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  are  evidently 
based  on  incorrect  information,  and  a 
misapprehension  of  the  nature  of  the 
tnist  There  would  be  no  useful  purpose 
in  directing  the  attention  of  the  Attorney- 
General  to  the  subject  at  the  present 
time.  The  Answer  to  the  last  part  of 
Uie  QaestioD  is  in  the  negative. 

* 

Cambridgeshire  Small  Holdings. 

Mb,  NICHOLLS  (Northamptonshire, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Somerset,  as  representing,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  he  has  received  any  communi- 
cation from  applicants  for  small  holdings 
at  Coates,  Cambridgeshire,  complaining 
that  the  Isle  of  Ely  County  Council  have 
oot  taken  steps  to  provide  them  land, 
although  the  men  have  sent  repeated 
applications  since  last  January;  that 
recently  the  small  holdings  committee 
have  refused  to  recognise  the  applications 
from  the  Co-operative  Small  Holdings 
Association;  if  he  has  been  asked  to 
send  an  inspector  to  Coates  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  case;  have  the  appli- 
cants urged  the  Board  to  exercise  their 
powers  under  the  Act  to  acquire  land  for 
these  men ;  and  what  steps  do  the 
Department  intend  to  take  in  the  matter. 

The  treasurer  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Sir  Edward  Strachey,  Somer- 
setshire, 8.) :  The  facts  are  as  stated, 
and  the  Board  are  in  conununication  with 
the  county  council  onthe  subject. 


Scottish  Secondary  Schools. 
Mr.  MENZIES  (Lanarkshire,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  total  number 
of  children  in  average  attendance  at 
secondary  schools  in  Scotland  for  the 
year  1904-5  was  16,688  and  that  they 
received  grants  of  public  money  apioimt- 
ing  in  aU  to  £70,496  lis.  lOd.,  he  will 
explain  upon  what  principle  grants  to  the 
amount  of  £80,690  14s.  3d.  were  given 
to  these  same  schools  for  the  year  1906-7 
when  the  number  of  children  had  only 
increased  by  240,  making  a  total  of 
16,928 ;  and  whether  this  increased 
grant  of  £10,000  is  reasonable,  as  it 
amounts  to  £40  per  child  in  increased 
average  attendance. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(Mr.  Sinclair,  Forfarshire) :  The  par- 
ticulars of  grants  paid  to  secondary 
schools  in  the  year  1906-7,  as  given  on 
page  41  of  the  Report  on  Secondary 
Education,  comprise  a  number  ■.  of  pay- 
ments made  in  respect  of  two  yea^s,  as 
explained  in  a  footnote.  The  figures 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  do  not  make 
allowance  for  this  fact  and  therefore 
require  considerable  modification;  Apart 
from  this,  however,  the  amounts  of 
these  grants  were  not  determined  by 
average  attendance.  They  were  derived 
from  three  sources,  two  of  which  provide 
fixed  sums  to  be  distributed  annually 
as  nearly  as  may  be  in  their  entirety  for 
the  benefit  of  secondary  scohols.  The 
grants  for  science  and  art  paid  by  the 
Department,  which  formed  the  third 
source  of  income  of  these  schools,  were 
determined  by  the  amount  and  quality 
of  the  work  done. 

Lawlessness  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  (Dublin,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Government  sent  Mr.  Home,  late  resi- 
dent magistrate,  to  the  West  of  Ireland 
to  report  upon  the  condition  of  that 
part  of  the  country,  especially  in  regard 
to  lawlessness ;  and,  if  so,  will  they  lay 
the  Report  of  Mr.  Home  upon  the  Table. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRELL,  Bristol,  N.) :  As 
stated  in  my  reply  to  a  Question  asked 
by   the   hon.   and   gallant   Member_^for 
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East  Down  on  4th  March  last,  Mr.  Horne 
was  employed  in  County  Gralway  for 
ten  days  in  the  month  of  January  last. 
His  communication  to  the  (Government 
was  of  a  strictly  confidential  nature, 
and  will  not  be  published. 

Cahireiyeen  District  Council  and  Fairs, 
k  Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  terms  of  tho 
resolution  passed  by  the  Cahirciveen 
Rural  District  Council  on  the  11th  ultimo, 
to  the  effect  that  it  is  advisable  that 
rural  district  councils  should  have  equal 
powers  with  urban  councils  to  regulate 
the  holding  of  fairs  and  markets ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  give  effect  to  this 
resolution. 

Mb.  BIRRELL:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  lesolution  referred 
to.  Under  Section  1  of  the  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1896,  a  rural 
district  council  can  be  invested  by  the 
Local  Gk)vemment  Board  with  the  powers 
of  an  urban  authority  for  any  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Public  Health  Acts. 
Under  those  Acts  urban  authorities  have 
certain  powers  with  regard  to  markets, 
and  the  Board  are  prepared  to  consider 
an  application  from  tiie  rural  district 
council  to  be  invested  with  such  powen. 

Saurine  Estate,  Tipperary. 

Mb.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  yet  advanced  the 
cash  for  the  purchase  of  the  Saurin 
Estate,  lisballyard,  Coimty  Tipperary; 
and,  if  not,  what  is  the  cause  of  die 
delay. 

Mb.  BIRRELL  :  This  estate  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Estates  Conmiissioners 
in  its  order  of  priority.  Its  turn  has 
not  yet  been  reached. 

Irish  Land  Purchase  Compulsory  Powers. 
Mb.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  which  clause 
of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  restricts  or  limits 
the  power,  conferred  upon  •  the  Land 
Commission  by  Clause  31,  of  acquiring 
land  compulsorily  outside  the  congested 


districts  area  ;  and  whether  it  is  intended 
that  this  power  of  compulsory  purhase 
is  to  be  exercised  solely  for  the  pmrpoae 
of  dealing  with  cases  of  congestioii. 

Mb.  BIRRELL:  CUuje  44  of  the 
Bill  contains  genera]  restrictions  on  the 
compulsory  acquisition  of  land  xaAs 
the  Bill.  Clause  31,  which  lays  down 
the  procedure  to  be  adopted  by  the  Land 
Commission  preliminary  to  compuborr 
acquisition,  is  limited  to  land  which  » 
not  situated  in  a  congested  disUieU 
county.  The  power  of  acquiring  tnek 
land  is  not  confined  to  cases  of  congettiofi, 
but  doubtless  the  most  urgent  cases  of 
this  kind  would  be  the  first  to  be  deah 
with  by  the  Land  Commission. 

Bosse  Estate  Evicted  Tenant 
Mb.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Bin) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be 
can  state  what  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  Estates  CommissioneTS  to  feu* 
state  an  evicted  tenant  named  Bose 
Egan  on  the  property  of  Lord  Howe  at 
Clonlyon  Castle,  King*s  County,  the 
agent  having  told  Rose  Egan  that  be 
was  willing  she  should  be  reinstated  bj 
the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  EsUtc«  Omb- 
missioners  inform  me  that  this  hoUioK 
has  been  inspected  and  that  they  hsw 
intimated  to  the  owner  the  price  whitk 
they  are  willing  to  advance  for  thr 
purchase  of  the  evicted  farm,  provided 
the  evicted  tenant  is  reinstated  sod 
signs  a  purchase  agreement. 

Marsham  Estate  Evicted  Teoait 

Mb.  F.  MEEHAN  (Leitrim,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  EitaiM 
Conmiissioners  have  taken  any  stept  to 
reinstate  Mrs.  Anne  McHugh,  an  evicted 
tenant  on  the  Marsham  estate,  KiDaTOfXT. 
County  Leitrim,  she  having  signed  t^ 
necessary  agreement  for  pnrahaae  m  Mar 
last  and  for  the  preservation  of  the  plaau- 
tdons,  in  compliance  with  the  tenw  o' 
the  Commission;  and  whether,  hating 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  yovBg  H^~ 
tation  on  the  farm  was  being  dsstrsnd. 
the  Commissioners  would  take  imnfd»2» 
action  to  have  her  reinstated. 
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ICr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Com- 
Biissioners  have  had  the  lands  inspected 
and  have  intimated  to  the  owner  the 
price  which  they  are  prepared  to  advance 
for  the  purchase  of  the  evicted  farm.  It 
is  understood  that  the  owner  is  about  to 
reinstate  Mrs.  McHugh,  who  has  agreed 
to  purchase. 

Irish  Equivalent  Orants. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Irish  Development  Grant  was  made  to 
Ireland  as  an  equivalent  of  the  increased 
education  grants  to  England  and  Wales 
under  the  Education  Act  of  1902 ;  and 
whether  he  is  able  to  state  the  amount 
which  Ireland  should  receive  as  the  equiva- 
lent of  the  increased  grants  to  English  and 
Scot  ish  education,  under  Acts  subsequent 
to  1902  or  contemplated  under  the  Educa- 
tion Bills  now  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE:  My  right  hon. 
friend  has  asked  me  to  reply  to  this 
Question.  With  respect  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Question  I  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  a  reply  given  by  my  pre- 
decessor to  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Kerry  on  14th  March  last.  I  will  send 
him  a  copy.  As  regards  the  last  part 
of  the  Question  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
reason  for  increasing  the  grants  for  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  in  connection  with  the 
English  Education  Bill  or  otherwise, 
as  practically  the  whole  cost  of  elemen- 
tary education  in  Ireland  is  already 
borne  on  Votes  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  LONSDALE  :  Has  not  the  equiva- 
lent grant  to  Scotland  been  largely  in- 
creased? 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE :  If  the  hon.  Member* 
will  give  me  notice  I  will  inquire. 

Kingstown  Pier  Dispute. 
Mb.  MOONEY  (Newry) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that,  since  1st  April 
last,  the  steamers  of  the  London  and 
North- Western  Railway  Company  have 
been  using  the  Carlisle  Pier,  Kii4;8town 
Harbour,  without  making  any  payment 
for  the  use  thereof,  while  the  only  other 
steamers  allowed  to  use  this  pier  are  the 


mail  steamers  of  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam 
Packet  Company,  which  has  to  pay  a  sum 
of  £2,000  per  annum  for  the  use  of  this 
pier,  he  will  state  on  what  groKnds  the 
Treasury  charge  an  Irish  company  this 
heavy  annual  sum  for  the  accommodation 
provided,  while,  at  the  same  time,  they 
allow  an  English  Company  to  use  the  pier 
without  any  payment;  and  if  he  can  state 
how  long  it  is  intended  to  discriminate 
against  an  Irish  company  in  this  manner. 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  under  a  misapprehension.  The  amount 
paid  by  the  City  of  Dublin  Steam  Packet 
Company  is  £182  5s.,  not  £2,000  per 
annum.  The  amount  to  be  paid  by  the 
London  and  North- Western  Baalway 
Company  has  not  yet  been  decided,  pend- 
ing a  decision  on  the  legal  questions  which 
have  been  raised  by  the  City  of  Dublin 
Company.  ,    tcJ 

Mb.  MOONEY :  Is  the  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  under  the  contract  between 
the  City  of  Dublin  Company  and  the 
Postmaster-Greneral,  the  Postmaster- 
Greneral  stops  a  sum  of  £500  per  quarter 
out  of  the  passenger  receipts  of  the 
Company  for  the  use  of  this  pier,  and 
whether  that  does  not  amount  to  a 
charge  of  £2,000  per  annum  for  the  use  of 
the  pier  ?  Am  I  to  understand  that  because 
I  here  is  an  action  between  the  company  and 
another  Department  in  connection  with 
the  interpretation  of  the  contract  that 
is  considered  a  reason  for  allowing 
another  person  to  come  in  and  use  the 
pier  free  of  charge  I 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE  md  the  facts  were 
as  stated  in  his  reply. 

Mb.  MOONEY :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  cause  a  copy  of  the  contract  to 
be  placed  before  him  so  that  he  may  see 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  £500  per 
quarter  is  taken  out  of  the  passenger 
receipts  of  the  company  and  paid  over 
to  the  Treasury  ?  Are  we  to  understand 
that  in  addition  to  that  there  is  an  annual 
simi  charged  by  way  of  rent  1  ^ 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE :  No.  I  am  not 
aware  of  that.  I  understand  that  5s. 
per  trip  is  charged  and  that  this  sum 
averages  £182  Ss. 
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Mr.  MOONBY  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  I  Bill  [Lords]  (pending  in'the  LoidB),  with 
is  quite  wrong,  and  I  will  put  down  !  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and 
another  Question  so  that  he  may  see  it.       read. 

Beport  to  lie  ujpon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  343.] 


,     MINISTER  FOR  EDUCATION  AND 

QUESnONS. 

.  Mr.  LYTTELTON  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square):     May  I  ask  the   Prime 
Minister  whether  he  is  aware  that  eight 
Questions  were  to-day  put  to  the  Minister 
for  Education  relating  to  the  Bill  now 
being  discussed  under  the  Closure  Resolu- 
tion as  to  some  of  which  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Board  stated 
he    could   not   take    the    responsibility 
of  answering,  and  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  is  aware  that  the  Answers  to 
.some  of  these  Questions  are  of  crucial 
importance  in  forming  a  right  judgment 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Bill,  and  will  he 
be  good  enough  to  make'  arrangements — 
I  know  there  are  difficulties^that  the 
Minister  for  Education,  or  some  respon- 
sible Minister,  shall  be  present  at  Ques- 
tion-time  during   the   procuress   of   this 
Bill. 


DEBTORS  (DtfPRISONlCENT). 

Report  from  the  Select  (Committee 
brought  up,  and  read  [Inquiry  not  com- 
pleted]. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  344.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  344.] 


The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  There  is  no 
man  in  this  House  who,  at  this  moment, 
is  so  hardly  worked.  I  believe  I  am  not 
exaggerating  when  I  say  that  he  has 
iiot  had  twenty-five  minutes  to-day  to 
himself.  The  Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  was  present,  and  he  answered 
the  Questions,  but  he  refused  to  answer 
some  Supplementary  Questions.  Under 
the  circumstances  this  treatment  of  the 
Under-Secretary  is  somewhat  ungenerous. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London)  :^ 
Will  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman  consider 
the  *  advisability  of  withdrawing  the 
Education  Bill  in  view  of  the  result  of  the 
Chelmsford  election  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No,  Sir. 


EDUCATION  BILL. 
Considered  in  Cctamtttee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  2: 


COMPANIES  (CONSOUDATION)  BILL. 

[Lords.] 

POST     OFFICE     CONSOLIDATION    BILL. 

.[Loans.] 

StATOTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL.     [LbBDS.] 

Report  from  the  Joint  Committee  in 

respect    of   the    Statute    Law   Revision 


♦Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devonshire,  Totnes) 
said  that  when  he  was  interrupted  by 
the  adjournment  of  the  Conunitte^  last 
night  he  was  in  process  of  moving  the 
omission  of  the  words  "  on  two  mornings 
in  the  week  in  which  school  meets/' 
with  the  result  that  if  the  omission  were 
accepted  the  opportunities  given  to  a 
child  of  receiving  denominational  re- 
ligious instruction  would  not  be  confined 
to  two  mornings  in  the  week.  He  had 
been  refreshing  his  memory  by  reading 
the  report  of  what  was  said  on  the  sub- 
ject yesterday  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  told  them  that  the  right  of  entry 
was  not  to  be  confined  to  two  days  a 
week,  but  that  no  individual  child  would 
be  at  liberty  to  receive  denominational 
teaching  on  more  than  two  dajrs  a  week. 
It  appeared  to  many  of  them  that  that 
was  a  very  meagre  allowance;  'He 
would  ask  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
remember  that  they  had  conceded  the 
principle  that  children  were  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  receiving  denomina- 
tional teaching  in  all  schools,  and  they 
had  also  conceded  that  the  presence  of 
denominational  teachers  was  not  to  be 
restricted  to  two  days  a  week.     Thea 
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what  reason  could  there  he  for  preventing 
children  from  receiving  religious  edu- 
cation in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
their  parents  on  more  than  two  days  in 
the  week  ?  He  had  never  upheld  the 
extreme  denominational  point  of  view, 
because  lie  believed  that  religious  teaching 
of  value  to  the  children,  so  far  as  it  wen*^, 
could  be  imparted  under  the  Cowper- 
Temple  Clause.  Although  he  thought  that 
religious  teaching  of  value  to  children 
was  possible,  and  was  given  in  some 
schools  under  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause, 
yet  he  did  not  ignore  the  fact — ^they  had 
all  got  to  recognise  the  fact — ^that  there 
was  a  large  body  of  people  in  the  country 
who  took  the  contrary  view,  conscien- 
tiously and  honestly  believing  that 
such  teaching,  if  not  harmful,  was  abso- 
lutely valueless.  They  might  not  be 
able  to  understand  that  view,  but  those 
who  held  it  had  a  perfect  right  to  it,  and 
it  was  perfectly  certain  that  that  view 
was  honestly  held.  No  man  had  a  right 
to  dictate  to  another  man  what  should 
be  his  views  in  this  connection,  where 
deep  religious  convictions  were  concerned. 
No  suggestion  could  be  more  illiberal. 
And  so,  if  they  were  to  have  a  settlement, 
one  fact  must  be  recognised  by  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  it  was  an 
important  fact  in  connection  with  this 
provision  for  the  right  of  entry.  What 
had  been  the  chief  complaint  of  the 
Nonconformists  in  connection  with  their 
opposition  to  the  Bill  of  1902  ?  What 
had  impelled  them  to  passive  resist- 
ance ?  It  was  that  they  hi<J,t6en  iorced, 
and  they  said  it  was  an  insupportable  in- 
justice, to  pay  for  religious  teaching  of 
which  they  did  not  approve.  How  did 
they  propose  to  remedy  this  state  of 
affairs  under  the  Bill  ?  And  here  was 
the  fact  which  he  wished  to  impress  upon 
them.  They  proposed  to  remedy  it  by 
shifting  the  same  grievance,  which  by 
their  own  admission  had  been  intolerable, 
on  to  other  shoulders  ;  they  proposed  to 
remedy  it  by  compelling  others  to  pay  for 
religious  teaching  of  which  those  others 
did  not  approve.  And  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  said  that  this  was  not 
a  balanced  settlement,  that  the  con- 
cessions did  not  balance,  that  the  sacri- 
fice required  by  the  Church  was  small,  he 
would  ask  them  to  recall  to  their  minds 
the  violent  terms  in  which  they  had 
characterised  that  bondage  which,  under 


this  Bill,  they  were  now  light-heartedly 
seeking  to  impose  on  others.  How  came 
it  that  anyone  with  a  sense  of  justice  was 
willing  to  discuss  or  entertain  for  a 
moment  this  solution  which  would  appear 
to  be  so  obviously  mijust  ?  It  was  only 
because  it  was  hoped  that  the  quid  pro 
quo,  the  right  of  entry  into  all  schools, 
would  be  no  shadowy  concession,  but  a 
concession  of  a  substantial  and  really 
valuable  nature.  He  had  to  admit  that 
he  was  speaking  from  the  point  of  view 
of  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
This  concession  of  right  of  entry  was  no 
good  to  Eoman  Catholics,  and  in  this 
sense,  from  their  point  of  view,  the 
solution  was  most  tmsatisfactory.  Re- 
turning to  the  English  Church  point  of 
view,  it  appeared  to  ,him  that  under 
this  Bill,  whereby  children  whose  parents 
so  desired  were  to  have  one-and-a-half 
hour's  denominational  religious  teaching 
in  the  week,  the  right  of  entry  as  a  conces- 
sion was  lacking  in  substance."^  They  had 
conceded  the  right  of  entry,  and,  the  prin- 
ciple once  conceded,  was  it  not  politic  from 
every  point  of  view  to  be  ungrudging  in 
the  application  of  that  principle  ?  There 
was  another  matter.  Many  of  them  were 
strangers  to  some  of  the  fears  which  were 
entertained  by  extremists  in  connection 
with  this  Bill,  but  if  they  were  to  allay 
those  fears — A  they  were  to  get  a  lasting 
settlement — they  must  endeavour  to 
understand  those  fears,  and  must  give 
consideration  to  those  hypothetical  cases 
which  were  suggested  by  extremists  in 
all  sincerity,  even  if  the  possibility  of  such 
cases  occurring  might  seem  to  them  very 
remote.  Under  the  Bill,  as  he  had  said, 
the  children  of  parents  so  desiring  were 
to  have  denominational  instruction  for 
two  periods  of  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
in  the  week.  What  if  the  headmaster  of 
the  school  was  a  man  of  forceful  character, 
and  lor  one  reason  or  anotuer  was 
strongly  antagonistic  to  the  denomina- 
tional teaching  in  his  school,  or  to  the 
teacher  thereof  ?  If  not  a  probability, 
was  it  not  a  possibility  that  he  might  set 
himself  in  the  remaining  three  days  of 
the  week  to  give  religious  teaching  to 
put  it  mildly,  in  no  sense  in  sympathy 
with  the  denominational  teaching  ?  Was 
it  not  possible  that  he  might  set  himself 
in  the  remaining  three  days  to  counteract 
this  teaching  ?  It  might  be  said  that  it 
was  not  probable,  but  none  could  say 
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that  it  was  impossible,  and  how  dis- 
a^ceable  would  be  the  position.  It 
might  be  asserted  that  the  parent  would 
ht.ve  his  remedy  in  the  withdrawal  of 
his  child  from  the  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing under  the  conscience  clause,  but  the 
result  of  this  would  be  that  the  child 
tv'ould  be  penalised  by  receiving  only  one 
and  a  half  hour's  religious  instruction  in 
the  week,  a  very  meagre  allowance. 
Ho  submitted  that  his  Amendment 
alone  would  solve  such  difficulty. 
The  Prime  Minister  yesterday  said  that 
the  Bible-teaching  given  in  Church 
schools  on  three  days  a  week  was  an 
excellent  basis  on  which  to  superimpose 
Church  teaching,  and  further,  that  it 
had  been  an  almost  universal  system  in 
Church  of  England  schools  to  give  three 
days  ordinary  Bible-teaching,  and  on 
the  remaining  two  days  distinctive 
denominational  teaching,  and  that  it 
had  worked  well.  Yes,  it  had  worked 
well  where  all  religious  teaching  had 
been  given  by  the  same  teacher,  or 
imder  the  same  superintendence,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  in  future 
this  religious  instruction  in  the  schools 
was  to  be  given  by  two  independent 
teachers.  They  were  not  allowed  to 
inquire  into  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
headmaster  before  he  was  appointed, 
and  they  did  not  know  what  Ids  religious 
views  might  be,  or  what  might  be  his 
qualifications  even  for  giving  the  teaching 
which  it  was  his  duty  to  give,  under 
the  Bill,  under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause,  and  under  those  circumstances 
was  it  not  possible  that  the  two  teachers 
of  reli^on  in  the  school  mieht  be  teachinir 
one  against  the  other  ?  Everyone  in 
that  House,  he  thought,  would  agree 
that  that  would  be  a  most  deplorable 
position.  The  Prime  Minister  said  yester- 
dr.y  that  Cowper-Temple  teaching  was 
an  excellent  basis  on  which  to  superim- 
pose Church  teaching.  Yes,  but  what 
security  had  they  that  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  as  now  given  in  the  schools 
T  ould  endure  ?  Wliat  guarantee  was 
there  that  in  the  future  it  would  not  be 
supplanted  by  religious  teaching  abso- 
lutely valueless,  and  even  pernicious 
in  their  eyes  ?  Who  knew  what  Govern- 
ments might  be  in  power  in  the  future  ? 
Was  it  absolutely  irr  possible  thr.t  they 
Fhonld  see  something  as  uninspiring  to 
children  as  the  New  Theology,  or  perhaps, 

Mr.  Mildmiy* 


ethical  teaching  with  strong  socialistic 
tendencies,  installed  in  the  schools  as 
the  State  idea  of  what  religious  teaching 
should  be  ?  At  all  events,  with  the 
possibility  of  the  future  before  them,  they 
had  a  right  to  ask  that  the  benefits  to 
be  conceded  by  the  right  of  entry  should 
be  real  and  substantial  benefits.  He 
would  detain  the  House  no  longer ;  as 
he  had  already  said,  the  Grovemment 
ai  d  their  Nonconformist  supporters  had 
conceded  the  principle  of  the  right  of 
entry,  and  he  most  earnestly  appealed 
to  them  to  apply  this  principle  ungrudg- 
ingly by  accepting  his  Amenament, 
because  it  would  only  make  for  peace. 
He  believed  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  do  more  to  pacify  a  large 
body  of  Churchmen  than  any  Amend- 
ment which  was  not  contrary  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  26,  to  leare  oot  from  the 
word  *  inBtruetion,'  to  the  wocd  '  make,*  in  line 
27.'Miirr.  MiXdmaijf.) 

Question  proper ed,  '*Tiiat  th?  word 
*  on '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir  W. 
RoBSON,  South  Shields)  said  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  was 
directed  to  the  time-limit  of  two  mornings 
a  week,  although  he  had  argued  beyond 
that  point.  The  two  mornings  a  week 
which  were  provided  for  by  the  clause 
represented,  not  any  arbitrary  time 
picked  on  by  the  Grovemment  as  being 
what  the  framers  of  the  Bill  thought 
sufficient,  but  a  time  which,  by  almost 
universal  consent,  had  been  found  ade- 
quate by  those  desirous  of  giving  de- 
nominational instruction  in  the  schools. 
Denominational  instruction  did  not  cover 
the  whole  groimd  of  religious  instruction, 
even  in  denominational  schools.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  hon.  Members  opposite, 
so  far  as  Protestants  were  concerned 
— he  said  nothing  about  those  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  faith — would  recognise 
that  the  teaching  ordinarily  given  as 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  in  a  large 
part  such  as  was  also  ordinarily  given 
as  religious  instruction  in  denomina- 
tional schools,  but  it  was  not  the  whole 
of  the  religious  instruction  given  in 
denominational  schools,  and  was  there- 
fore    defective  in    th^t    teapect*     But 
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wliateYer  the  difFerences  between  the 
different  Protestant  denominations  might 
be,  there  was  a  considerable  amount  of 
religious  instruction  which  was  common 
to  all.  They  all  knew  that  in  Church 
schools  and  undenominational  schools 
the  Bible  was  taught  very  much  on  the 
same  lines,  and  therefore  that  teaching 
was  common  to  both  the  denominational 
and  tlie  imdenominational  schools  as  at 
present  constituted.  But,  dealing  only 
with  the  catech-^tical  teaching,  it  had 
been  found  sufficient  in  practice  in  the 
denominational  schools  to  confine  that 
catechetical  teaching  practically  to  half 
an  hour  on  two  mornings  in  the  week,  and 
in  many  schools  on  only  one  morning 
in  the  week.  Why  had  that  been  done  ? 
Not  because  the  State  put  any  limit 
upon  the  time ;  nor  because  the  teacher 
who  gave  religious  instruction  was  in  any 
way  stinted  by  the  authorities.  Not  at 
aU.  It  was  found  that  half  an  hour  of 
oatochetical  teaching  on  two  mornings 
a  week  was  adequate  for  the  purpose, 
and  perhaps  would  give  as  much  as  a 
child  of  tender  years  could  conveniently 
assimilate.  The  denominational  schools 
had  themselves  made  the  limit,  and  the 
Government  had,  therefore,  adopted  it. 
He  would  not  like  to  speak  as  to  the  course 
of  the  negotiations  between  the  exalted 
persons  whose  names  had  been  raised 
in  that  debate  and  his  right  hon.  friend, 
because  he  could  not  speak  with  anything 
like  authority,  but  he  thought  he  would 
be  right  in  saying,  from  what  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press,  that  those  who 
had  assumed  to  act  on  behalf  of  the 
Church  in  all  these  arrangements  had  not 
made  any  veiy  strenuous  claim  for  more 
time  than  that  which  was  given  in  the 
B'n.  He  di  \  not  1  now  that  they  had 
made  any  claim  for  more  time,  but  if 
they  had  made  any,  certainly  it  had  not 
forced  its  way 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.) : 
So  far  as  the  published  correspondence 
goes,  no  one  has  assumed  to  act  on  behalf 
of  the  Church. 


Sm  W.  R0B80N  said  he  dil  not 
think  he  was  contending  that  anybody 
had  acted  on  behalf  of  the  Church.  He 
said  they  were  assumed  to  act  on  behalf 
of  the  Church,  aud  he  thought  the  noble 


Lord  himself  not  infrequently  assumed 
to  act  on  behalf 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :   Never. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  at  any 
rate  the  noble  Lord  had  spoken  on  behalf 
of  the  Church  the.*e  and  had  assumed  a 
degree  of  almost  pontificial  authority, 
and  one  might  allow,  therefore,  some 
authority  to  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury and  the  Bishop  of  London.  They 
at  all  events  did  not  seem  to  have  laid  any 
very  great  stress  or  insistence  upon  the 
extension  of  the  proposed  time,  and  under 
those  circumstances  he  thought  they  might 
fairly  adopt  the  existing  usage  and  stand 
by  it.  The  mover  of  the  Amendment 
went  further,  in  his  speech,  than  the 
question  of  time.  He  spoke  of  the 
possibility  that  the  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing might  counteract  the  denominational 
teaching,  that  they  might  have  in  the 
room  where  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
was  being  given  some  theological  pro- 
position or  spirit  inculcated  which  was 
not  consistent  with  that  going  on  in 
another  room  under  the  care,  it  might  be, 
of  an  Anglican  teacher.  The  same 
observation  might  be  made,  however, 
with  regard  to  the  Anglican  teacher  and 
the  Ct^wper-Temple  teacher.  It  mig^it 
be  possible  that  he  would  iiculca'-e 
doctriies  in  one  room  highly  inconsistent 
with  those  taught,  in  another  room  und^i 
the  right  of  entry  ;  but  it  was  not  for  the 
State  to  try  to  prevent  the  various 
religious  denominations  from  trying  to 
counteract  each  other.  Undoubtedly 
they  would  seek  to  counteract  each  other ; 
they  must  have  the  liberty  to  counteract 
each  other,  and  the  State  certainly  could 
not  assume  to  prevent  them.  It  would 
be  a  very  undesirable  course  if  they  were 
to  try  in  any  way  to  limit  the  autiiority 
that  any  denomination  might  claim  to 
possess  in  teaching  doctrines  inimical 
to  others.  , 

I 
Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  (Wor- 
cestershire, E.)  said  that  this  was  one  of 
the  matters  which  he  raised  at  the  opening 
of  the  debate  yesterday,  in  reply  to  which 
the  Prime  Afinister  made  on  the  whole  a 
very  considerate  speech.  He  thought  the 
learned  Attomey-Ctoieral  misoonce'ved 
the  point  made  by  his  hon.  friend  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  if  they'admitted 
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denominational  teachers  of  different  de- 
nominationa  into  the  same  school,  those 
teachers  in  their  denominational  classes 
would  give  teaching  which  in  the  different 
classes  was  inconsistent,  but  that  was 
an  entirely  different  thing  from  what  his 
h<Mu  friend  said*  It  was  the  possibility 
tiiat  the  school  teacher  giving  the  ordin- 
ary Cowper-Temple  teaching  might  give 
something  which  was  not  what  the 
learned  Attomey-Gieneral  described  as 
the  Cowper-Temple  teaching,  as  having 
the  fundamental  baais  of  all  Christian,  or 
at  any  rate  of  all  Protestant,  teach^, 
but  something  which  was  inconsistent 
with  the  denominational  super-struction 
which  it  was  the  object  of  this  clause 
to  allow  the  denominations  to  build  up. 

Mr.  WALTERS  (SheflSeld,  Bright- 
side)  :    Why  not  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN: 
Covld  the  hon.  Gentleman  really  inquire 
why  not  ?  He  did  not  know  whether 
ihe  hon.  Member  was  a  supporter  of  the 
Bill  and  desired  to  see  a  compromise 
effected.  But  his  observation  struck  at 
the  root  of  all  compromise.  Could  the 
hon.  Gentleman  defend  the  proposition 
that  for  three  days  in  the  week  the 
child  should  be  subject  to  teaching 
subversive  of  the  doctrines  in  which  the 
parent  believed,  and  then  on  two  days 
a  teacher  should  come  in  to  counteract 
that  subversive  teaching  ?  Surely  that 
was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  Liberal  Party  ? 


Mr.  WALTERS  asked  to  be  aUowed 
to  explain  the  object  of  his  interjection. 
Suppose  ior  example  the  Cowper-Temple 
teacher  in  his  teaching  took  exception 
to  the  Anglican  or  Roman  Catholic  view 
on  the  Apostolic  succession,  would  that 
not  be  Cowper-Temple  teaching  and 
yet  destructive  of  a  peculiar  doctrine 
of  the  Anglican  Church  ?  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gientleman  say  that  teaching 
imiier  the  Cowper-Temple  syllabus  could 
be  given  without  coming  into  collision 
with  the  doctrines  of  certain  sections 
of  the  Anglican  Church  ?. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  certainly  took  direct  issue  with  the 
hon.  Member.  He  was  not  a  denomi- 
nationalist,  as  the  Committee  knew  by 
this  time.    He  took  direct  issue  as  to 

1  Mr.  Amim  OhambeHam. 


•  what  was  permissible  under  the  Cowpet- 
I  Temple  clause.    If  he  was  wrong  and 
the  hon.  Member  was  right,  then  the 
.  Cowper-Temple  clause  was  not  the  pro- 
jtection   to   anyone   which  the  Govem- 
'  ment   held    it    out    and    the    countiy 
believed  it  to  be ;    and  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  proceed  with  a  Bill  based 
on  the  Cowper-Temple  ckuse.       The 
Cowper-Temple  clause,  according  to  the 
Attorney-General,  provided  for  the  teach- 
ing of  religious  truths  not  specifically 
characteristic  of  any  particular  Church, 
but  did  not  provide  for  teaching  in  an 
agressive  'orm  against  the  doctrine  of 
any  particular  Church. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON:  Antagonistic 
teaching  on  the  part  of  the  Cowper- 
Temple  teacher  against  some  particukr 
doctrine  of  a  denomination  wonld  be 
clearly  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
compromise. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  unless  that  was  understood  and 
clearly  embodied  in  the  law,  compromise 
became  impossible.  He  deplored  the 
intolerant  spirit  shown  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Brightside  in  his  explanation. 


Mr.  WALTERS  said  he  was  entitled 
to  protest  against  language  of  that  kind. 
He  asked  to.be  allowed  to  substitute 
another  illustration.  Suppose,  in  giving 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  common  to  all 
sections  of  the  Christian  faith,  some 
doctrine  should  be  inculcated  that  was 
antagonistic  to  the  Unitarian  faith ;  would 
that  be  considered  as  narrow-minded 
intolerant,  fanatical,  and  destroctive  of 

rmpromise  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  felt  certain  that  if  a  teacher  in  a 
school  in  which  there  were  children 
belonging  to  various  denominatioiia,  in 
giving  simple  Bible-teaching  such  aa  was 
contemplated  by  the  Oawper-Temple 
dause,  took  advantages  of  his  oppor- 
tunity and  the  trust  confided*  in  him  to 
undermine  the  child's  belief  in  his  par- 
ents' religi<m,  it  would  be  an  act  of  the 
grossest  intolerance  and  a  grave  breaeh 
of  trust;  He  was  astonished  to  hear  tlie 
hon.  Member  defend  or  reoommead  any 
such  action,  and  was  glad  to  think  that 
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teaoheis  liad  a  better  sense  of  the  le- 
^onsibflrtjrorf  tlleir  position.  Tke  point 
which  his'hon.  friend  had  submitted 
to  th3  Attornej-Gteneral  had  reference 
to  a  fear  t^t  that  might  happen  which 
apparently  the  hon.  Member  tot  Bright- 
8Hle  would  be  prepared  to  defend.  He 
did  not  himself  believe  that  it  would  be 
largely  done ;  but  after  the  interruption 
kom  the  hon.  Qentleman,  did  not  the 
Ittomey-Oeneral  see  that  the  fear  whi  :;h 
existed  was  not  altogether  unreason- 
able ?  in  the  great  bulk  of  the  denomlna- 
tioAal  schools  at  the  present  time,  no  moie 
time  was  <»cctipied  in  this  instaruction 
than  the  Crovernment  allowed  in  the  Bill, 
but  probably  there  would  be  some  schools 
where  further  facilities  would  be  desired, 
and  what  possible  offence  eould  it  give 
to  any  sensitive  Nonconformist  to  allow 
such  tacilities  ?  It  might  be  thought 
that  the  concession  asked  for  would  not 
really  be  of  any  use,  but  in  making  a 
bargain,  was  it  not  wise  to  give  up  that 
which  involved  no  sacrifice  on  their  own 
part  ? 

•Mb.  to X all  (Nottingham,  W.) 
said  it  was  not  the  case  that  in  the 
past  in  the  board  schools  the  teachers 
had  in  connection  with  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  insisted  on  those  points  on 
which  Christians  had  divergent  views. 
In  hie  experience  they  had  dwelt  almost 
exclusively  on  those  points  on  which 
all  denominations  concurred.  He  had 
sought  and  sought  in  vain  for  any  cases  of 
intolerance  in  the  teaching  under  the 
Oowper-Temple  clause.  He  knew  that 
many  such  charges  had  been  made,  but 
they  had  never  been  substantiated.  It 
was  not  his  business  to  defend 
the  Bill,  or  to  support  the  Grovemment 
in  this  controversy;  but  still  he  must 
say  that  there  was  no  need  for  the  appre- 
hensiiHi  shown  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other;  because,  he  believed,  whether  the 
teaching  was  that  of  theological  religion 
or  that  of  the  common  denominator 
of  Cfanstian  faith,  the  teachers  would 
discharge  their  duty  with  honesty,  fair- 
ness, and  discretion.  While  it  might  be 
possible  to  arrange  for  the  right  of  entry 
on  two  days  of  the  week,  if  they  extended 
it  to  three.  fout«  or  five  days  a  week,  it 
would  be  disastrous  from  an  administra- 
tive point  of  view,  and  would  interfere 
seriouslv  with  the  work  of  the  school. 


He  was  sure  that  if  the  Amendment 
were  adopted  it  would  defeat  in 
practice  the  venry  aim  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  theoretically  in  view. 
It  might  be  possible,  and  he  thought 
ib  would  be  possible,  to  arrange  for  this 
teaching  two  days  a  week  without  in- 
terfering with  the  administration  of  the 
school,  but  if  hon.  Gentlemen  wanted  to 
have  three  or  four  days  a  week  they* 
would  go  far  to  wreck  the  work  of  the  in- 
Jtitution,  and  if  they  desired  thftt  on  four 
or  five  days  a  week  certain  ohihireif 
should' be  taught  religion  it  would  break 
down.-  [Cries  of  "  Why  r']  If  h*  knew 
anything  abo^t  the  working  Of  a  school 
he  said  that  would  be  the  case.  [Cries  of 
'*We  want  to  know  why."]  Hon. 
Members  would  excuse  him  from  ex- 
plaining at  great  length  to  the  Committee 
the  many  reasons  why  the  arrangement 
would  not  work,  and  if  they  did  not  accept 
his  view  he  could  not  help  it. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  said  he  did  not 
question  the  hon.  Gentleman's  right  to 
speak  with  authority  on  this  matter, 
but  he  was  only  anxious  for  information. 
He  confessed  he  knew  less  than  the 
hon.  Member  about  these  things. 

♦Mr.  YOXALL  said  the  localities  would 
have  to  arrange  for  the  use  of  a  certain 
room  or  rooms,  and  for  the  services  of 
certain  teachers.  It  might  be  possible, 
without  infringing  upon  the  general 
convenience  or  work  of  the  school,  to 
set  a  room  or  two  rooms  apart  for  one 
day  or  two  days  a  week,  but  it  would 
become  increasingly  difficult  with  each 
additional  day,  and  it  would  become  im- 
possible for  three,  four,  or  five  days 
a  week.  For  a  similar  reason  it  might  be 
possible  to  arrange  for  the  service  of 
a  special  teacher  on  two  days  a  week, 
but  it  would  be  much  more  difficult  to 
arrange  for  the  curate  or  lay  teacher  to 
come  into  the  school  on  four  or  five  days  a 
week. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool)': 
He  can  go  in  now  under  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  YOXALL  said  vhe  teaching  could 
be  given  by  an  outside  teacher.  The 
two  days  might  not  interfere  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  school,  but  if  it  was 
three,  four,  or  five  days  it  would  ver/ 
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seriously  interfere  with  the  work,  and  the 
whole  system  would  break  down.    He 
would  like,   in  the  name  of  the  general 
efficiency  of  the  schools  and  the  system  of 
education  in  this   country,  to    protest 
against  any  extension  of  what  was  now 
offered.    Then  they  were  going  to  provide 
for  religious  teaching  of  a  specified  kind 
for  three-quarters  of  an  hour.    He  put 
it  to  any  man  whether  he  did  not  think 
that  a  three-quarters  of  an  hour  sermon 
once  a  Week  was  ^oo  long,  and  certainly 
twice  a  week  was  too  long,  unless  the 
preacher  was  very  able  and  entrancing. 
He  put  it  to  those  who  regarded  this 
matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  humanity 
and  the  religious  interests  of  the  children, 
and  not  on  theological  grounds,  whether 
three-quarters  of  an  hour  was  not  too  long 
on  erei  one  day  a  week  for  a  religious 
lesson.    In  not  a   single  council  school 
at    this    moment    was    there    a    three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  lesson  of  this  kind, 
and  this  Bill  would  completely  destroy 
the  present  system,  because  it  would  give 
the  parent  the  right  to  claim  the  actual 
teaching  of  dogmatic  subjects  for  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  on  two  dajB  in  each 
week.    He     protested     against     three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  for  any  lesson  what- 
ever.   It   was   bad   educationally,    and 
there  was  no  reason  whatever  for  it. 
Three-quarters   of   an   hour   lesson    for 
children  of  tender  age  was  much  too 
long.    There   was  not   an   expert   who 
would  not  tell  them  that  three-quarters 
of  an  hour  was  too  much  on  one  subject 
at  a  time.    A  good  deal  of  the  efiect  of 
the  teaching  would  be  disastrous,  and 
would    certainly    be    not    beneficial    to 
the  religious  life  of  the  children.    He 
hoped  the  Government  would  make  it 
clear  that  the  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
should  contain  at  least  the  same  ten 
minutes   which   was   now   occupied   in 
religious   observances   in   the   morning, 
and  if  they  would  not  do  that,  and  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  form,  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  was  too  much  on 
two  mornings,  and  to  make  it  three,  four, 
or  five  mornings  in  the  week  would  be 
perfectly  absurd.    He  protested  against 
this  application  to  the  children  of  the 
poor  and  the  working  classes  of  rules  and 
regulations    and    principles    of    lessons 
which  were  never  used  in   the  schools 
of  the  upper  classes.    Who  were  the  men 
who    were    supporting    this    proposal  ? 

Mr.  YoxcdL 


What  was  the  length  of  their  theological 
lessons  at  Eton  and  Harrow!  How 
much  of  their  time  per  day  did  they 
spend  in  school  and  college  chapels  ? 
[An  Hon.  Member:  More  than  that.] 
He  knew  better.  They  escaped  from 
it  whenever  they  could,  and  yet 
these  were  the  men  who  came  there  and 
demanded  that  by  law  they  should 
impose  on  children  in  the  people's  schools 
a  length  of  theological  teaching  which 
they  never  experienced,  and  from  whidL 
they  escaped  on  every  possible  occasion. 
The  parents  of  the  duldren  and  the 
children  had  never  grumbled  at  the 
present  system,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
had  expressed  the  greatest  satis&ction 
with  it,  and  he  protested  against  this 
proposal  in  every  possible  way. 

LoED  EDMUND  TALBOT  (Sussex, 
Chichester)  said  1  hat  this  question  of  two 
mornings  a  week  was  one  of  very  great 
importance  to  the  enormous  number  of 
Church  of  England  schools  in  the  division 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  in 
this  House,  but  it  was  also  a  question  of 
importance  to  the  Catholics  of  the 
country,  though,  comparatively  speaking, 
a .  very  minor  matter  indeed.  But  it  often 
happened  in  places  where  a  new  trade 
was  started,  or  a  new  mine  was  opened, 
or  there  was  the  development  of  a  new 
seaside  resort  that  some  of  his  co-religion- 
ists went  there  to  start  businesses,  and 
for  some  time  they  were  unable  to  provide 
themselves  with  schools,  and  in  these 
places,  of  course,  they  would  want  to 
take  full  advantage  of  these  two  mornings 
a  week.  He  wanted  to  have  it  clearly 
understood,  and  therefore  he  put  a 
definite  question  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General,  whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  it  would  be  x>os8ible  for  the 
priest  and  the  parson  to  get  into  a  council 
school  every  day  in  the  week  ?  Efe 
understood  that  was  so. 

Sib  W.  ROBSON  said  that,  as  he  under- 
stood, the  noble  Lord  was  showing  that  the 
religious  instruction  might  be  on  any 
morning  of  the  week.  That  was  so^ 
provided  that  no  child  got  more  than 
two  mornings  a  week.  The  limit  of  two 
mornings  a  week  was  for  the  child  and  not 
for  the  schooL  Each  cliild  was  to  get 
two  mornings  a  week,  and  if  he  did  the 
law  was  satisfied. 
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Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT  inquired 
whether  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
pri^  aad  the  parson  to  get  into  the 
Council  schools  every  day  in  the  week, 
provided  they  did  not  teach  the  same 
child  more  than  twice  in  the  same  week. 
I!  diat  was  so,  surely  it  could  not  do  much 
harm  if  they  let  them  teach  the  same 
child  a  little  oftener. 

♦Mb.  MASSIE  (Wiltshire,  Cricklade) 
said  the  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Worcester- 
shire had  approached  them  on  this 
occasion,  and  the  spirit  in  which  he  had 
approached  the  question  on  other  occa- 
sions, made  them  most  anxious  to  give 
him  what  he  desired.  But  he  ventured 
to  submit  that  he  did  not  fully  appre- 
ciate the  state  of  things  which  this 
conrromis^  w^.s  alreadv  creatirg. 
That  might  be  described  as  a 
state  of  irritation  in  many*  neighbour- 
hoods, an  irritation,  not  on  the  part  of 
Nonconformists  only,  but  on  the  part 
of  many  citizens  who  belonged  to  no 
Church  whatever,  because  t  e  schools,  of 
whose  freedom  from  clerical  in'erfe^^n  e 
they  had  been  proud,  were  now  likely 
to  be  handed  over  for  a  certain  time 
m  the  course  of  the  week  to  that  clerical 
interference ;  and  even  if  this  was  only  in 
private  rooms,  1  hoy  strongly  objected  to  it. 
It  was  very  natural,  therefore,  that 
many  Members  of  the  House  should 
desire  to  make  that  irritation  as  slight 
as  possible.  The  fact  that  two  days 
were  being  offered  in  the  Bill  was,  as 
he  had  said,  already  creating  friction. 
That  offer  had  been  made  at  a  great 
cost  to  many  of  them,  because  even 
with  two  days  only  they  were  giving  away 
the  highly  valued  freedom  of  the  schools 
from  the  atmosphere  of  religious  differen- 
ces. They  did  not  desire,  and  he  was  quite 
sue  that  a  vast  number  of  people  in 
the  country  connected  with  the  council 
schools  did  not  desire,  the  intrusion 
into  these  schools  of  denominational  teach- 
ing. It  interfered  with  the  unity  of  the 
schools.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Worcestershire  had 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  exaggerated 
the  honourableness  with  which  the 
teachers  in  the  council  schools  had 
carried  out  the  spirit  of  Cowper-Tem- 
pleism.  If  Cowper-Templeism  had  done 
pothing  else,  it  had  created  in  these  i 
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schools  a  public  opinion,  on  the  part  of 
the  teachers,  in  favour  of  due  respect 
for  the  religious  convictions  of  the 
parents  whose  children  they  were  teach- 
ing. Two  days  a  week  was  the  price 
that  they  were  preparing  to  pay,  and  a 
high  price  too,  for  peace  outside  the 
schools.  Five  days  a  week  would  im- 
measurably increase  the  price.  The 
prioe  was  already  high,  and  they  could 
not  pay  more. 

Mr.  lane-fox  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash)  said  the  last  speaker 
talked  about  the  spirit  of  conciliation  and 
compromise.  He  thought  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers wished  to  preserve  that  spirit  they 
would  have  to  muzzle  the  hon.  Member 
for  Nottingham,  because  if  he  made  many 
more  speeches  in  the  same  vein  as  he  had 
adopted  that  evening — a  vein  which  he 
should  not  endeavour  to  copy — ^the  spirit 
of  compromise  would  disappear. 

Mr.  YOXALL  :    I  voted  against  the 

Bill. 

• 

Mr.  LANE-FOX  said  he  was  perfectly 
aware  of  that,  but  whether  he  supported 
or  opposed  the  Bill,  he  had  no  right  to 
deal  with  the  matter  in  the  spirit  in  which 
he  thought  he  had  dealt  with  it.  The 
hon.  Member  told  the  Committee  that 
the  system  suggested  by  the  Amendment 
was  impossible,  but  beyond  that  he  gave 
very  few  and  insufficient  reasons  for  it. 
But  the  noble  Lord  had  pointed  out — 
and  this  was  proved  beyond  all  doubt — 
that  this  teaching  could  be  given,  and 
was  given,  every  day.  The  whole  mistake 
which  underlay  this  question  was  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield.  Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  was  not  a  definite 
teaching  of  any  kind ;  it  was  merely  a 
negative  form  of  teaching. 

Mr.  WALTERS  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  not  to  put  into  my  mouth  so 
absurd  a  proposition  as  that. 

Mr.  LANE-FOX  did  not  suggest  the 
hon.  Member  said  that.  That  was  his 
own  statement.  Cowper-Temple  instruc- 
tion merely  embodied  a  negative  form  of 
teaching,  and,  therefore,  they  were  bound 
to  get  an  opportunity  for  all  sorts  of 
teaching     under     the     Cowper-Temple 
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Glause.  He  believed  that  il  a  m^n  ^psh^ 
he  could  teach  Ritualism  or  give  mere 
Bible-reading  under  that  clause,  so  long 
9^  he  did  not  embody  it  in  a  dogmatic 
form.  That  was  the ,.  objection  of 
Members  of  the  Opposition.  That  was 
the  reason  they  said  that  there  was  no 
guarantee  that  there  would  not  be  a 
conflict  between  the  teaching  given  on 
one  day  under  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause, 
and  the  teaching  given  on  another  day 
in  a  denominational  form.  It  was  im- 
possible for  the  Qovemment  to  lay  down 
the  principle  that  nothing  taught  under 
the  Cowper-Temple  Clause  would  conflict 
with  the  teaching  given  in  a  denomi- 
national form  on  another  day.  Hon. 
Members  had  no  right  to  assume  that  the 
teaching  required  by  those  who  supported 
the  Amendment  was  purely  the  catechism. 
Everybody  must  recognise  that  what 
they  wanted  was  not  to  impress  dogma 
on  children  every  morning,  but  to  give 
teaching  with  a  guarantee  that  behind  it 
would  be  found  that  well-founded  and 
genuine  belief  which  was  not  to  be 
found  under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause. 

Mr.  J.  W.  WILSON  {Worce8tershire,^N.) 
said  that  the  special  teaching  on  two 
days  a  week  was  regarded  as  one  of  the 
distinctive  features  of  the  compromise 
which  they  imderstood  was  arrived  at, 
and  he  thought  he  had  some  right  to 
submit  that  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  because  the  last  time  the  matter 
was  discussed  in  the  House  two  years  ago, 
he  moved  an  Amendment  for  doing  away 
with  the  two  days  and  allowing  special 
instruction  to  be  given  on  every  day  of 
the  week.  It  was  a^ued  then  that 
probably  it  would  make  no  difference 
in  the  long  run,  and  that  two  days  a  week 
would  be  ultimately  all  that  would  be 
required,  and,  therefore,  by  conceding 
Ave  days  they  were  doing  no  more  than 
if  they  conceded  only  two  days,  because 
the  remaining  three  would  not  be  used. 
He  submitted  that  in  this  case  it  con- 
cerned not  the  transferred  schools,  but  it 
mainly  affected  the  great  board  schools  of 
the  country.  He  thought  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  was  justifled 
ia.  concluding  that  the  main  body  of 
board  school  educationists  would  regard 
the  giving  up  of  restrictions  regarding 
the  Ave  days  as  a  far  greater  concession 
than  ]^giving   up   two   only.     Therefore, 

Mr.  Lane-Fox.    .         w     ^    ^   . 


{COMMONS}      {England  and  WaU^BUL    liK 

he  appealed  to  tlio«e  Member^  wko 
desired  to  support  the  Bill  to  coMider 
this  as  a  question  already  decided,  and 
to  occupy  the  limited  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee with  those  matters  which  wfie 
more  open  to  criticism,  and  po«siUy 
to  amendment. 


Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  (Oxfari 
University)  said  the  speech  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  Brightme  had  oooTiMMi 
him  that  it  wm  neceuary  that  be  Atnii 
support  the  Amendmentu  He  hadalwap 
felt  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching  bad 
admitted  the  expression  of  dognmtic 
theological  opinion,  but  they  had  alwijn 
been  assured — and  he  believed  it  wis 
generally  though  not  universally  the  owe 
— that  Cowper-Temple  teaching  consiit«d 
of  those  fundamental  Christian  truths, 
common  certainly  to  all  the  Protertani 
creeds  and  common,  he  believed,  to  the 
Roman  .Catholic  Church,  though  tbiy 
could  not  accept*  that  particular  form  of 
presentation,  and  that  therefore  it  mi^ 
very  properly  be  a  foundation  on  wwdi 
the  two  days'  denominationa}  teaehbc 
might  be  given.  But,  if  ft  was  saggeMed, 
as  it  was  by  an  hon.  Member  who  had  hsd 
considerable  experience  in  edwatkosl 
matters,  that  Cowper-Temple  teadmt 
might  properly  be  used  to  eovateracft  aad 
undermine  the  denoniinatioiial  tBmikm^ 
which  was  given  to  the  eUM  on  two  difs 
of  the  weel^  then  it  appeared  to  hia  ibMt 
the  parent  should  be  •afegmnfed  hr  lbs 
permisakm  to  insist  that  Us  ddkl  ibwH 
receive  the  danomisatioBal  teaekng  obiI 
the  five  days  of  the  week  tin  vbkb 
religioafl  iostnittion  was  given.  Ib  ibai 
way  only  oould  he  be  guarded  acMil 
confliotiiig  reugiooKipinien,  o«rtffMnrt«J 
to  the  teneU  <ii  the  faoaoi^  aad  pvo- 
f  oondly  repugnant  to  his  WMhea^  H  tben 
waa  any  risk  that  this  teachiBg  jni^bb* 
given  in  a.  controvenial  apint  mam  in  a 
way  ooDtcary  .to  the  wishaa  of  BMsy  oi 
the  parents,  waa  it  not  deeiimble  that  ibis 
teacning  should  be  ^ven  under  aeoM  ioni 
of  supervision  and  mapettion  that  sbooU 
ensure  to  {Ji^  parents  that  their  cbiUrai 
were  not  taught  on  three  days  a  week 
doctrines  that  were  subversive  of  wbM 
they  were  taught  on  the  other  two  dav» ' 

""Mr.    NAPISB    (Kent, 
thought  that  this  Ametydment 
trary  to  the  aohraie  of  thia  Bitt  and  te 
the   spirit   of  oompMuiM   betdid  ^ 
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"QiB  stipilatiosi  tl*t  i^eie  shoidd  be:  in 
ail  sokodl^  otfapidsoi^  Odwper-Temple 
U$iAkigw9A  not  a  stipulation  made  by 
tke Nowxwif onniata.  .It  oatna  from  tbe 
Ai€bbishQt>  of.  Ganteiboiy,  who  insisted 
ofi  CWpei^TfiEDople.tenchimg  beings  given 
by.' the  loc^t  editcatMn^autiboritji  to' the 
whole  t)f  the  QhUdien.  of  tiie  *.coantcjr, 
8Qb|eoty  lof  ^oourse^  to<>  the  consciMiee 
clsase.  rThe  stapulatienwas.  that  there' 
ah^dd  ihfi  Cowper-!TeinplB.  teaching  iOn 
tlreed^je^ftheii^ek^a^  speesfie  OMUtth 
taichii^<on  Ae  other  4#o*  days.^'  ^ghM 
ii0aDit,that  OQraq>er^TempIe' teaching*  was 
iMfl  inicoBsistetitc'mth  €hiizoh  tetkching, 
^  aune-teccyiSL  of.  the^ieo]^  of  ih^ 
Qraiktry  belieived  the  Cowper-Teinpte 
t^aehit^  did  include  the  fcmdfi^ental 
priii^les- of  .Cfhristiaiiity.  If  that  were 
8o»  w(mldxt  be  eontemled  that  more  than 
tiro.'dayB  a  .veek  ^was  at  all  necessaiy 
for  itiQidcating  those  partictdar  doctrines 
ol  Uie  Qitiieh'of  Bngland  which  wete 
Ttfft  ii^Icated  in  Cowper-Temple  teach- 
ing! .He  thought  tb^  proposition  was 
alm08t>ab6ui3d.  When  th^  thought  of 
little  children,  how  '  much  could  they 
teach  them  of  43pecial  doctrines  wherein 
the  Chnieh  of  England  differed  from 
the  bift  ot.  Noncoxifoniustsl  *  Up  to 
the  age  of  ten. he- thought  they  oug^t 
to  be  content  with  teaching  the  c^d 
those  fundamental  doctrines  whioh 
practically  included  his  own  parent's 
specific  rel%iouB  faith.  The  com- 
promise embodied  in  the  Bill  con- 
tamed  those  gr^t  principles-  which 
he-  believed  w^ere  firmly  held  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
a  common  root  of  Christianity  which 
they  mi^bt  safely  teach  to  all  children; 
and  the  second  principle,  held  by 
moet  Christians  in  this  country,  t.e., 
^tat  it  was  impossible  that  -they 
shooid  train  up  the  population  as 
Christians  to  do  the  best  Christian 
work  of  which  they  were  capable  unless 
they  tau^t  the  youth  of  the  country, 
before  they  attained  th^  age  of  thirteen 
offouiteen,  that  their  duty  was  to  belong 
to  one  of  the  great  Christian  conimtmities. 
He  briieved  that  religious  edi^cation 
wwdd  be  incomplete  xmless  it  taught 
ehiUren  when  they  eaihe'to  be  of  full 
agethikith^  ahould  belong  to  one  of 
the  great  <3u^ian'bodiei!(  ihthis  country, 
aiul  he:  i^eved  that  they  would  be 


infix^ly  better  Christians,  more  fdrciWe 
in  fighting  against  the  evil  things  of 
this  jworld,  if  they  began  by  teaching 
them  that  there  was  one  great  common 
Christian  brotherhood  of  which  the* 
denozainations  weri^  merely  regiments 
in  a  fighting  army. 


<.. 


,    Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS   (Norwich) 
said  he*  admired  the  ^sentiment  expressed 
by  thelast  speaker,  that  they  should  train 
cUldrm  to  the  re6o^tion  of  the  great 
Oh:ristian  brotJxerhood,  but  he  confessed 
w4ien  hjb  heard  from  the  speeches  how 
much  they  were  ai^aid  that  the  balance 
of  advantage  might  be  turned  to  the 
Church  side  or  to  the  side  of  the  Non- 
conformist, that  the  spirit  of  brotherhood 
was  hardly  contemplated  in  a  practical 
way  in  Parliament.    He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  Government  what  in  his  opinion 
were  the  dangers  which  beset  them  along 
the  line  on  which  they  were  going.    He 
found  that  those  whom  he  regarded  as 
Well  qualified  to  sjieak  for  the  Church  of 
England,  as  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
claimed  to  do,  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  provisions  of  this  clause.    Two 
days  a  week  would  not  satisfy  them  for  all 
time,  and  undoubtedly  at  succeeding  elec- 
tions, and  in  Parliament,  demands  wotdd 
be  rtiade  for  the  amendment  of  this  Bill, 
so  as  to  allow  of  tests  and  the  right  of 
entry  into  provided  schools  without  any 
restriction  whatever.  '  He  believed  with 
the  TiOn.  Member  for  Nottingham  that 
they  should  restrict  this  right  as  far   as 
possible.    In  his  view,  two  mornings .  a 
week,    or    three-quarters   of    an  hour's 
definite    dogmatic    teaching,  was    quite 
as  much  as   an   ordinary  child  could 
assiteiilate.    He  agreed  that  they  should 
seek  not  to   extend  the  opportunities 
for  this  right  of  entry,  but  to  hedge  them 
rcruVid  with  reasonable  restrictions  as  far 
as  possible.    He  conceived  that  this  was 
going  to  be  a  real  danger  to  our  educa- 
tional system.    After  all,  in  the  provided 
slihbols  they  had  largely  imbued  the  chil- 
dren with  a  recognition  of  the  spirit  of 
sodial    toity.    In  his  view,   the   right 
df    entry   would    dissipate    that    alto- 
gether.     The  children  in  future  would 
be    divided  into    little  sects,   and  im- 
doubtedly  that   spirit   of   social  unity 
would buffer  proportionately.   Further,  he 
■^as  inclined  to  think  that  the  discipline 
of  the'  school  mat  te  affected.    He 
3  F  2  ^  — 
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tried  to  picture  to  himself  what  would  I 
follow  if  this  Bill  became  an  Act  of 


Parliament.    Each  morning  the  children 
would  gather  together,  and  would  be 
divided     into     dOfierent    sects.      This 
meant  that  the  school  discipline  would 
be  upset  completely  every  morning  in 
the   week.     The  head  teacher  was  to 
look   on    passively    and   not    interfere 
at   all    with   what  was  being  done  by 
those    who    came     in     from    outside. 
Moreover,    different    views    might    be 
held  by  the  different  teachers  who  im- 
parted  religious   instiruction.    And   the 
question  was  asked  whether  there  was 
to  be  any  supervision.    For  his  own  part 
he  failed  to  see  how  supervision  could  be 
exercised,  because  it  would  need  an  army 
of  inspectors,  nearly  one  inspector  to 
every  teacher.    He  was  convinced  that 
the  parents  were  not  requiring  that  there 
should  be  the  right  of  entry  into  council 
schools.    It  might  be  that  the  compromise 
had  been  entered  into  by  persons  who 
had  no  responsibility  whatever,  because 
they  were  repudiated  in  that  House,  but 
even  if  the  terms  of  compromise  did 
bring  about  peace  inside  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  was  certain  that  it  was  going 
to  create  chaos  and  disorder  in  every  one 
of  the  public  schools.    He  believed  that 
the    parents    oid    not    desire    it.    But 
he  could   quite  see  that  the  different 
sects  would   immediately  set  to  work. 
The  parents'  belief  would   be  inquired 
into,    and   there    would  be  some  sort 
of    religious    inquisition    instituted    in 
the  land.    The  parents  would  be  marked 
off — as  some  of  them  were  now  politically 
— according  to  their  religious  opinions. 
He  entered  a  strong  protest  against  this 
right  of  entry  at  all,  but  certainly  if  they 
were  unable  to  prevent  its  being  enacted, 
he  sincerely  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  not  give  any  further  extension  to 
the  principle 


♦Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Black- 
pool) thought  there  was  a  fallacy  under- 
lying the  arguments  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side,  namely,  that  Cowper- 
Templeism  es  a  foundation  and  a  top- 
dressing  of  Church  of  England  teaching 
would  satisfy  the  vast  majority  of 
Church  people  as  the  religious  educa- 
tion which  ought  to  be  given  to  their 
children.  That,  he  thought,  was  also 
the  underlying  consideration  which  had 

Mr.  George  Roberts, 


induced  the  Government  to  refaae  ftis 
very  reasonable  Amendmoit.    He  wnoUi 
ask  hon.  Members  opposite  to  endeaTMff 
to  meet  the  Church  a  little  more  tkn 
they  were  trying  to  do.    It  migbt  seen 
unreasonable  that  all  Church  peeple  did 
not  accept  Cowper-Temf^  teac^ung  as  a 
complete  substratum,  but  in  a  great  buhit 
places  of  Lancashire  and  elsewhefe  th^r 
desired  their  own  teachers  to  teach  Church 
principles  in  their  o¥mway.    That  mig^it 
appear  imreasonable,  but  why  would  tfey 
not  allow  them  to  have  it  I    So  fast  mm 
the  provided  schools  were  conomied,  hs 
could    understand    perfectly    weXL    ths 
position    of    hon.    Membm    opposite. 
But  he  asked  them  to  conaider  for  a 
moment    the    position    of  ihtt    Ckmifk 
of    England,   in    thoae    schools     which 
were  in  single-school  areas.     Tkej  had 
schools  built  with  the  snbscnptions  ef 
poor  men  for  the  express  purpose  that 
their  children  should  have  a  Chnn^  ef 
England    atmosphere    and    Churcli    of 
England  teaching  on  five  days  a  week. 
What  were  they  going  to  do  under  this 
Bill  in  single  school  areas  ?    They  woe 
taking    away   these    schools    from    thi 
Church  of  Ebigland,  and  they  were  goiag 
to  say  to  the  majority  of  the  parents — 
because  they  must  be  the  majority  isr 
they  had  built  the  schools — ^tiiat'tWr 
were  only  to  be  allowed,  at  their  awa 
expense,   two  mornings  a  week    whea 
their    children    might   be   taught    their 
religious   faith,   while   the    min<mty   sf 
parents  who  were  satisfied  with  Cewper- 
Temple    teaching    were    to    have    five 
mornings  a  week  with  nothing  to  pay. 
Ti  en  take  the  Roman  Catholic  aokodb, 
of  which  there  were  some  twenty«fiTv 
in  England  in  single  school-r.reas^ 
sider  the  position  of  the  children  in 
Catholic    schools  in  those 
areas.    No  one  woukl  say  Uiat 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  would 
Catholic  parents,  and  yet  if  they  wcie  n^t 
given  an  entry  on  five  dajrs  a  week,  hei 
only  on  two,  they  were  saying  to 
Catholics  who  lutd   built  the 
"  Your  children  are  going  to 
religious  instruction  at  aU,  or  tb^  aie 
going  to  have  Cowper-Temple  teacbof 
on  three  days  a  week,  and  only  on  tv» 
days  a  week  are  the  priest  and  thenvto 
be  allowed  to  come  in  and  teach  thorn." 
That  was  a  very  great  in|ustice«    If  tic 
Grovemment  co^ld  see  their  way  to 
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a  compromise,  to  restrict  the  right  of 
^ntiy  to  two  days  a  week  in  the  old 
j>roi^ed  schools,  and  extend  it  to  five 
m  the  Church  and  Catholic  schools,  tbey 
Would  do  no  harm  to  their  own  catse, 
and  would  certainly  remove  the  very  sore 
and  angry  feeling  in  Lancashire  at  the 
way  in  which  the  Catholic  and  Church 
8c1mx)1s  were  being  filched  from  them. 

«Mb.  ADEINS  (Lancashire,  Middle- 
ton):  expressed  regret  that  the  de- 
▼elopnient  of  the  debate  had  not  seemed 
to  bring  about  a  greater  identity 
of  opinion,  but  he  hoped  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who  attached  great  importance 
to  the  right  of  entry,  would  consider 
that  some  of  them  who  were  perfectly 
loyal  to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  much  as 
they  disliked  it,  saw  very  grave  practical 
lA^tions  to  the  alteration  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Totnes.  He 
did  not  think  anyone  had  denied  that 
as,  a  matter  of  actual  fact,  throughout 
the  country  denominational  teaching 
was  only  given  at  the  most  on  two  days 
in  the  week,  and  very  often  only  on  one, 
in  Church  schools.  When  they  found  in 
a  ayUabus  issued  by  a  Diocesan  Educa- 
tion Society  that  provision  was  made 
for  this  hind  of  instruction  on  only  one 
morning  in  the  week,  and  never  on  more 
than  two,  it  Wiis  cle^^r  ihat  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  was  honestly  trying 
to  carry  out  what  already  existed  by 
the  wish  and  authority  of  the  Church 
leaders  in  their  own  schools.  Accord- 
ingly the  onus  of  proof  was  very  heavy 
on  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends 
if  they  sought  under  this  Bill  to  get  more 
than  was  their  unfettered  practice  at 
present  in  their  own  schools.  That 
was  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Oxford  University,  who  had  accused 
aonio  raembsrs  on  that  side  of  frivolity, 
bdcause  their  conscience  was  affected 
by  the  difference  between  two  and 
three  day  a  It  was  not  a  question  of 
<o\«5'eace,  Uut  of  pra  .icabi'ity  an' I 
fairrcs  .  He  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  had  indulged  in  quite  unwonted 
levity  in  a  matter  of  this  importance, 
when  he  knew  that  the  ordinary  practice 
was  in  accord  with  what  the  O  wemment 
proposed,  and  yet  said  he  would  vote 
lor  the  Amendment  because  of  a  casual 
remark  of  an  hon.  Member,  who  had 
been    elaborately    though    unintention- 


ally misinterpreted.  That  was  deciding 
the  question  on  a  very  minute  detaili 
Any  teacher  known  to  be  so  teaching 
religion  under  the  CoWper  -  Temple 
clause  as  to  be  really  launching 
polemics  against  denominational  instruc- 
tion, would  have  very  short  shrift  from 
any  local  education  authority  in  the 
country.  The  real  guarantee  for  what 
they  all  desired,  that  Cowper-Temple 
teaching  should  be  used  in  no  aggressive 
spirit,  did  not  consist  in  the  method 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  of 
eating  into  the  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
by  this  enlarged  facility,  but  in  a  sense 
of  fairness  which  local  education  authori- 
ties would  have,  and  also  in  the  great 
disinclination  of  local  education  authori- 
ties to  have  more  religious  controversy 
and  discord  than  they  could  possibly 
avoid.  There  was  no  real  danger  to  be 
run  in  that  particular.  Hon.  Grentlemen 
put  it  with  great  seriousness  that  if 
they  allowed  the  clergy  or  other  persons 
to  teach  denominational  instruction  twice 
a  week,  and  that  could  only  be  done  by 
allowing  them  to  come  in  every  day, 
there  was  no  difference  in  actual  prac- 
tical administration.  There  was  an 
enormous  difference  if  they  were 
allowed  to  teach  the  same  chil- 
dren every  day.  If  there  were  thirty 
children  desiring  denominational  instruc- 
tion, there,  would  have  to  be  sixty 
lessons  in  the  course  of  the  week.  If 
the  Amendment  were  carried  and  de- 
nominational instruction  was  given  five 
times  a  week,  they  would  have  to  provide 
150  lessons,  which  was  a  far  greater  dis- 
turbance of  the  ordinary  methods  of  the 
school  than  where  they  were  merely 
providing  sixty.  He  was  sure  the  ordi- 
nary administrator,  who  looked  at  this, 
not  as  a  Churchman'or  a  Dissenter,  but 
as  one  who  had  to  see  that  education  was 
smoothly  carried  on,  would  see  the 
enormous  difference  between  two  days 
a  week  and  the  three,  four,  or  five  days 
a  week  which  would  be  possible  under  the 
Amendment.  He  was  not  opposing  the 
Amendment  with  any  wish  to  make  these 
facilities  anything  but  a  reality,  bub 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  one  was  anxiouj 
that  these  facilities  should  be  adequate 
and  real,  he  was  also  anxious  that  they 
should  not  be  so  arranged  as  to  lead  to 
the  disorganisation  of  the  scbQQlSt 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  thought  tlie  1  religion.    It  depended  on  who  dwtr  op 


Amendment  reasonable   and  just,   but 

•said  the  debate  would  bring  home  to 

many  men  the  extent  of  the  concession 

which  had  been  made.     When  they  once 


the  syllabus.  Cathofics  could  draw  op  » 
syllabus  without  infringing  the  ckon. 
Was  it  not  rather  childnh  to  imagine  thai 
if  they  banished  tbe  Oateddsm  they 


allowed  the  right  of  entry  they  would   banished   dogma   out   of  the  achook ! 
be  dragged  in  spite  of  themselves  to  allow   "^  ^--i^*  ^^-t    t_    ^_ 

it  on  equal  terms  to  all  denominations. 
That  seemed  to  be  the  weak  point  in  the 
position  of  those  who  supported  the 
compromise,  and  what  made  it  almost 
impossible,  although  it  did  not  press  upon 
the  Catholics,  was  that  they  were  for  the 
first  time  establishing  in  the  common 
schools  of  England  an  endowed,  estab- 
lished, and  compulsory  form  of  religious 
instruction.  It  was  no  use  trying  to  get 
away  from  it.  He  had  only  to  quote  the 
words  of  the  Rev.  Scott  Lidgett,  which 
would  be  heard  again  and  again — 

ThroQghout  the  country  in  the  course  of 


this  controyersy  let  us  always  remember  that 
in  spite  of  this  compromise  Cowper-Templeism 
remains  the  established  religion  of  the  schools 
of  England." 

He  believed  that  was  an  impossible  posi- 
]bion  to  maintain.    He  did  not  believe  it 
would  work  out  as  a  compromise  to  invite 
the  Church  of  England  to  come  into  these 
schools  in  an  inferior  position  only  on 
two  days  a  week.     The  question,  what 
was  Cowper-Templeism,  and  what  could 
be  done  under  it,  had  always  had  an  extra- 
ordinary attraction  for  hun,  and  he  had 
never  heard  anyone   really  adequately 
explain  the  matter.    It  would,  of  course, 
be  possible  under  it  to  carry  on    pro- 
paganda  against  the  doctrines   of  the 
Church  of  England  or  Rome,  and  it  was 
idle  and  absurd  to  repeat  the  cant  phrase 
^bout  Cowper«Templeism  being  simple 
Christianity  free  from  dogma.    Did  simple 
Bible  teaching  include  the  New  Testa- 
ment and  the  sayings  of  Christ,  and  were 
they  going  to  teach  children  the  New 
Testament  and  not  tell  them  who  the 
chief  figure  of  the  New  Testament  was  ? 
If  they  did  tell  them  who  He  was,  was  not 
that  dogma,  and  would  it  not  bring  them 
into  collision  with  Unitarians  ?     He  could 
never  see  his  way  through  this  maae  of 
Cowper-Temple   teaching   at   all.    They 
Qould  not  teach  the  Bible  or  the  New 
Testament      without      plunging      into 
theology.     They  could  teach  no  religion 
without  theology  or  without  dogma.     In 
his  opinion,   under  the  Cowper-Temple 
clause,    they    could  leach  the  Cathc^ 


There    was    nothing    magical    in    the 
Catechism.    They  could  teach  under  the 
Cowper-Temp4e    system    whatever   the 
local  authority  chose  to  put  into  the 
syllabus,  and  die  local  authorify,  if  ther 
desired  to  counteract  the  inHoenee  of  the 
High  Chnrch  parson,  could,  aad  piob- 
ably  would,  catry  on  tomethitig  in  the 
nature    of   a   propaganda    againat  hi* 
doctrine.    They  could  not  have  the  t«* 
things,  and  there  was  nons^  in  att»m]M^ 
ing    to    get     them;    ihej    ocmU.   not 
have   the  schools  free  from   the  era* 
tentiona  of  different  rehgioua  daooiahu- 
tlons  and  at  the  same  time  allow  the  ik* 
nominations  into  the  schools.    They  weie 
met  theotherdaybyareCeieneetoaehdob 
in  America  and  Australia,  and  waned 
that  their  fatteinight  be  similar  to  than. 
He  had  been  in  those  schools  til  An^ira 
and  Australia,  and  there  they  hid  ao 
conflict  with  the  sects  becaoae  th^  h*4 
a  secular  system.    Once  they  estalAiiad 
religious  teaching  in  the  schools  th^ 
would  open  the  flood-gates  to  all  the 
dangers   he    had    mentioned.    He  had 
dealt  with  the  two  points  which  indared 
hini  to  intervene.    It  seemed  to  hm 
that  the  Nonconformists  had  berti  kd 
on  to'  make  a'  far  greater  sarrifire  t^ 
this    compromise    than     if    they   had 
accepted  Clause  4  of  the  Art  of  IM. 
That  would  have  left  the  boaid  schonh 
intact  under  a  system  they  appiwed  <-^. 
but  now  they  had  invited  the  Chvnl 
into  their  schools,  and  they  would  iwH 
upon  being  put  upon  an  equality  vi^k 
Cowper-TempleisHL    He  supported  tti» 
Amendment  because  he  thought  it  v^« 
fair,  and  because  hon.  Members  th^^f 
the   gangway  supported    the  Catholv* 
on  a  critical  Amendment.    This  Ametti- 
m'^nt  did  nothing  for  Catholics,  herae<« 
their  ideals  ran   in   a   totallv  dillemt 
direction.    They  wanted  a  acfiool  wWt* 
the    whole    atmosphere    was    Cathobr. 
The  noble  Lord    feusd  so  eloquently  ri- 
pressed  their  view  on  this  matter  tkax 
he  was  almost  tempted  to  invite  hw  ^ 
come  over  and  join  them.     fOmwri"^ 
cries  of  **  Oh,  oh  !  ")    He  did  ttot  iw*a 
anything  ofien^^ve,  but  tko  notile  hmi 
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^ad  eloqaenily  expressed  their  view  of 
this  subject  wh^i  he  said  that  he  attached 
sopreme  importtuice  to  impressing  upon 
the  mind  oi  the  children  the  fact  that 
Aey  belonged  to  a  great  ecclesiastical 
(fr^imsation/  and  that  was  the'  only  way 
^whi4^  Religion  could'  be  kept  alive. 
'Hie  cMldren  should  be  taught  that  they 
were  taembers  of  a  gteat  Ohureh  entrusted 
with  the  task  of  maintaining  the  Christian 
iitith. ;  Catholics  had  no  interest  in  the 
right  of  entry,  and  he  looked  forward 
to  the  day  when  Nonconfomriste  would 
deeply^  Tfegr^  they  did  ntot  meet  them 
dtt  tliif  guestion  in  1^6, 

*****  t 

l/bu  WALTERS  said  that  pooaj, 
simple  Nonconformists,  who.  were  per- 
soaded  to  accept  tUs  QomprQmisey 
iviagi^ed  that  as  far  as  the  council 
Bchools  were  concerned  they  would 
preaecve  their  old  freedom  frpm  teligious 
mter&rettee,  and  that  all  they  wece  asked 
to  de  was  to  give  the  opportufdty  on 
two  mornings  a  week  for  denominational 
instruction  to  be  given  to  the  children 
of  the  parents  who  dmred  it  above  and 
^ymd  •  the  •  ordinaagr  Covpex^Temple 
instruotion  they  were  receiving  on  the 
«thcr  days  in  the  week.  They  understood 
that  all  the  children  woidd  assemble 
at  the  morning  worship.  They  imagined 
that  imder  the  compromise  it  would 
still  be  possible  for  the  children  to 
look  upcm  ^each  other  in  a  friendly 
way  without  being  divided  into  sec- 
tarian pens,  and  that  there  wo\ild  st^ll 
some  common  ground  upon  which 
he  children  would  share  the  same  kind 
of  religious  exercise.  Bjit  .  nothing  of 
that  sort  was  to  be  continued.  The 
cbildren  of  denomiiiationalists  were  not 
to  be  contaminated  by  singing  hymns 
with  Cowper-Temple  children..  They 
were  to  have  on  two  mornings  a  week 
not  Cowper-Temple  instruction  but  some 
ether  kind  of  foundation  on  which 
the  superstiucture  of  the  Anglican 
Church  religion  might  be  built.  That 
was  not  wnat  Nonconformists  or  the 
supporters  of  council  schools  expected. 
He  had  had  practical  experience  of 
comicil  schools  for  a  grpat  many  years, 
and  to  grant  the  right  of  entry  on  two 
mornings  a  week  with  the  inevitable 
division  of  the,  teachers  into  different 
Mctb,  was  an  enOirmous  saqrifice  to  make. 
A  fuS  denominational   atmosphere   for 


K 


certain  children  in  the  schools  Was  not  the 
basis  of  a  compromise  to  whioh  Non* 
conformists  oouid 'agree.    It  was  not  a 
compromise  when  one  par^  swallowed 
the  other.    When  the  whiEde  appropriated 
Jonah  it  was  not  a  compromise^-^r  from 
it.'   He  Was  prepared  for  a  reasonable 
compronose,   but  if  Members  opposite 
imagined  tins  was  to  be  the  beginning  of  a 
kind  of  absorption  ^f  iihe  whole  educa- 
tionad  system  by  denominations  they  did 
not  understand  the  spirit  and  thought 
of  the  country.     He  had  nothing  to  say 
to  priests  Mid  parsons  in  their  proper 
I^lace,  but  he  did  not  want  them  in  the 
schools.    He  objected  to  them  from  every 
standpoint.'    They  gave  no  help  educa- 
tionally or  religiously.    They  jsrtirred  up 
strife  and  oontention  and  nothing  but 
mischief     resulted:       Son.'    Members 
oppoiiite  argued  that -if  tiiey  were  going 
to  give  denominational  teaching  on  twd 
mornings  a  week  it  was  quite  simple  to 
give  it  on  five  moroiiigs.    Supposing  they 
had  a  school  witi  only  two  classrooms, 
holding  thirty  scholars  each,  and  they 
WMited  two  classrooms  to  acconunodat^ 
the    number    of   children  who    wanted 
special  instruction  oh    tw6   mornings. 
H  they  increased  the  number  to  five  times 
a  week  they  would  not  have  sufficient 
accommodation,  and  they  could  not  be 
expected  to  expand  their  schools  at  the 
dictation  of  the   denominations.    In    a 
larg6  number  of  schools  the  classroom 
accommodation  was  a  very  serious  diffi- 
cidty.  '  If  they  were  going  to  give  this 
special  grant  of  denominational  instruo* 
tion  on  five  mornings  they  would  require 
a  larger  staff  of  teachers,  and  that  practi- 
cally meant  compelling  a  large  proportion 
of  the  teachers  in  the  school  to  volunteer 
for    special    religious    instruction.    Hie 
whole  object  of  this  proposal  was  to  create 
a  denominational  atmosphere  and  impose 
denominational  instruction  upon  council 
sctoots.    He  was  prepared  to  sacrifice 
a  great  many  of  his  prejudices  and  a  few 
of  his  principles  for  this  compromise,  but 
nothing  would  induce  him  to  vote  for  a 
chum  of  this  kind  if  it  was  to  be  extended 
in  every  direction.    First  they  made  a 
small  concession,  and  then  they  were 
asked  to  give  five  times  as  much.    As  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  if  the  (Jovernment 
Went  on  making  concessions  he  should 
not  support  them.    He  had  been  lectured 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  iot 
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sajing  that  CWper-Temple  teaching 
could  be  given  which  was  antagonistic 
to  the  doctrines  of  the  Anglican  Church, 
but  this  was  perfectly  true.  Simple 
Bible  instruction  taught  that  salvation 
was  through  Jesus  Christ,  but  many 
Anglicans  held  that  salvation  was 
through  Apostolic  succession  and  all  the 
machinery  of  a  State  church.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  resist  the  Amend- 
ment and  not  allow  itself  to  become  the 
Jonah  and  the  other  side  the  whale. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  did 
not  think  the  remarks  of  the  last  speaker 
had  contributed  towards  a  peaceful  solu- 
tion of  this  difficult  question.  The  hon. 
Member,  speaking  as  the  chairman  of  an 
education  committee,  said  that  the 
Cowper-Temple  clause  was  antagonistic 
and  destructive  of  the  beliefs  of  the 
children  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.  WALTERS  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  quoting  hin^  cor- 
rectly.   He  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  be- 
lieved he  was  correctly  interpreting 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said.  When 
the  hon.  Gentleman  interrupted  him  it 
was  to  ask — ^why  should  not  teachers 
who  gave  Cowper-Temple  teaching  give 
instruction  which  was  destructive  of  the 
Christian  faith  ?  Such  a  question  went 
far  to  justify  the  fear  which  he  did  not 
share  but  which  was  felt  by  many  of  his 
hon.  friends,  and  if  there  was  no  other 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  Committee  the  statement 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  made  as  to 
the  practice  in  schools  with  which  he  was 
acquainted  was  sufficient  to  justify  them 
in  pressing  for  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George*s)  said  the  question  they  were 
discussing  was  one  of  fact.  His  desire 
was  that  the  right  of  entry  should  be  a 
genuine  concession  and  not  an  illusory 
one.  The  question  of  fact  was :  On  how 
many  days  was  it  usual  for  special 
religious  instruction  to  be  given  ?  When 
they  had  decided  that  question  they 
would  be  able  to  say  on  how  many  days 
it  should  be  made  statutory  by  this 
^ill.    Light  had  been  thrown  on  that 

Mr.  Watten, 


subject  by  the  utterances  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  He  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  First  Lord  of  ihe  Admir- 
alty brought  forward  last  year  a  state- 
ment which  purported  to  show  th'^. 
proportion  of  the  time  worked  by  teachers 
which  represented  that  occupied  in  giving 
special  religious  instruction.  The  state- 
ment called  forth  protests  from  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  stated  that  the  fraction 
was  a  great  deal  too  big.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ecclesall  Division  of 
Sheffield  stated — 


*'The  general  practice  ia  the  Chmch  of 
England  schools  at  the  present  time  was  that 
special  religious  teaching  was  only  for  one  half- 
hour  in  the  week.'* 

Various  controversialists  outside  said 
that  one-fifteenth  was  a  ridiculous  frac- 
tion to  take.    Canon  Alford  said — 

"  In  most  Church  schools  they  found  that  the 
two  Scripture  knowledge  lessons  in  the  week 
were  the  only  ones  that  could  be  called  de- 
nominational, and  the  other  three  were  as  purely 
Scripture  lessons  as  in  any  Council  schooL  In 
some  Church  schools  the  time  given  to  denom- 
inational teaching  was  even  less." 

Canon  deworth  said — 

"  Moreover,  the  teaching  of  the  Catechism 
and  Prayer  Book  occupy  only  one-thirtieth  of 
the  weeUy  school  hours,  so  thiait  instead  of  one- 
fifteenth,  one-nintieth  is  a  more  accurate 
estimate.'* 

Judging  of  the  question  in  the  light  of 
those  statements  it  seemed  to  him  that 
two  mornings  a  week  were  quite  suffi- 
cient. He  understood  that  there  were 
three  definite  propositions.  One  was 
that  denominational  teaching  should 
be  given  on  only  two  days  in  the  week 
in  any  given  school ;  the  second  was 
that  any  child  should  have  denomina- 
tional teaching  on  only  two  days  of  the 
week ;  and  the  third  was  that  any  child 
should  have  denominational  teaching 
every  day  of  the  week  if  necessary.  Thit 
was  what  he  understood  the  Amend- 
ment to  mean.  The  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
before  the  House  laid  down  that  de- 
nominational instruction  in  the  trans- 
ferred schools  should  be  given  only 
on  two  days  of  the  week,  and  an  Amend- 
ment was  put  down  by  ai  hon.  Member 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  make 
it  clear  that  every  child  should  be  en- 
titled to  receive  special  religious  in- 
struction on  two  days  of  the  week,althovgh 
the  teaching  itself  might  have  to  take 
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place  on  four  days  of  the  week.  The 
Chief  Secretary  at  that  time  admitted 
that  the  intention  of  the  Government 
was  that  no  child  should  be  entitled 
to  have  the  spocial  religious  instruc- 
tion   on  more  than  two  days  a  week. 

Mb.  LAMBTON  (Durham,  S.E.),  as  one 
who  voted  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  could  not  support  the  Amendment, 
because  it  was  against  the  spirit  of  the 
compromise  entered  into,    llxe  position 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  accepted  | 
in   principle   was   that   Cowper-Temple 
teaching    was    sufficient    for    Christian 
childien.    There  were  hon.  Members  who 
did  not  accept  that  view  ;    for  instance, 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  declared 
that  Cowper-Temple  teaching  was  worse 
than  notlung ;  but  representatives  of  the 
Church  of  England  did  not  take  up  that 
attitude.    The  compromise  was  foimded 
on  the  idea  that  Cowper-Temple  teaching 
on  three  mornings  and  denominational 
teaching  on  two  mornings  was  sufficient 
Christian  education  for  a  child  up  to  the 
age  of  fourteen.    It  was  his  view,  after 
following  the   discussions   upon   earlier 
Education  Bills,  that  it  would  not  be 
impossible  for  all  denominations  to  come 
together  and  settle  upon  some  form  of 
religiouB  teaching  sufficient  for  yoimg 
children.    Cowper-Temple    teaching,    if 
given  honestly,  as  it  had  been  and  would 
be,  by  a  teacher  worthy  of  his  position, 
was  sufficient.    A  teacher  must  have  the 
confidence  of  the  children  he  taught ; 
he  must  not  deceive  them.    If  he  at- 
tempted that  he  would  soon  be  found 
out,  and  it  was  easy  to  lose  the  confidence 
of  children.    If  he  gave  instruction  with 
— BO  to  speak — ^his  tongue  in  his  cheek, 
he  would  lose  the  children's  confidence 
and  the  whole  tone  of  the  school  would 
deteriorate.     There    was    no    danger    if 
the  teaching  were  given  in  an  honest 
manner.    It  was  based  on  the  Bible,  and, 
after  all,  there  must  be  some  common 
form  of  belief  in  Christianity  in  these 
days,  2,000  years  after  Christ.    He  was 
reading  not  long  since  from  a  book  written 
some  250  years  ago  by  a  celebrated  divine, 
Thomas    Hobbes,    of    Malmesbury,    in 
which  it  was  declared  that  the  funda- 
mental  faith  of  Christianity  was  that 
Jesus  was  the  Christ,  and  surely  that  was 
taught  under  the  Cowper-Temple  clause  ? 

IiOBD  B.  CECIL :  It  may  not  be. 


f  Mr.  LAMBTON  :  Surely  his  noble 
friend  would  not  say  tliat  it  did  not  teach 
Christianity?  If  it  did  not,  they  had 
better  give  up  the  Bill  at  6nce  and  have 
secular  teaching.  His  noble  friend  must 
have  some  faith  in  the  Christianity  of  his 
fellows.  As  the  same  old  writer  to  whoni 
he  referred  said,  if  assent  were  required 
to  all  the  doctrines  taught  by  theologians 
nothing  in  the  world  would  be  so  hard 
as  to  be  a  Christian.  Why  put  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  children  ?  What 
would  a  child  of  fourteen  understand 
of  this  discussion  ?  Suppose  th3  empty 
Gallery  of  the  Hoi  e  were  filled 
with  listening  children,  what  would 
they  tmderstand  of  this  discussion  ? 
They  would  hear  Members  appar- 
ently abusing  each  other  and  telling 
each  other  across  the  floor  of  the  House 
that  they  were  not  true  Christians,  and 
what  woidd  the  children  think  of  that  ? 
He  believed  the  compromise  was  an  honest 
compromise,  and  he  could  not  support 
the  Amendment. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OP  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury)  said  he  was  quite  sure  the  Com- 
mittee would  appreciate  the  speech  just 
delivered  as  a  sensible  contribution  to  the 
debate.  Everybody  admitted  that  the  old 
Cowper-Temple  clause  was  a  vague  clause, 
and  that  no  clause  could  accurately 
define  the  kind  of  education  given  for  the 
last  thirty-eight  years.  It  could  not  be 
defined,  but  they  could  act  on  the  experi- 
ence of  it.  All  the  school  authorities 
had  acted  with  due  regard  for  the  sacred- 
ness  of  the  teaching  given  under  the 
clause,  and  when  the  noble  Lord  insisted 
that  religious  teaching  to  be  efficient 
must  be  denominational  he  asked,  Was 
this  not  so  abroad  ?  He  remined  the  noble 
Lord  of  the  China  mission  and  the  report 
of  the  undenominational  character  of  the 
organisation  and  teaching  of  that  mission 
to  which  Lord  William  Cecil  attached  his 
signature.  All  that  was  now  asked  was 
that  there  should  not  be  artifically  created 
differences  of  Christian  teaching,  just 
as  they  were  not  to  be  created  in  China. 
Of  cours3,  they  might  continue  to  bandy 
tu  quoques  over  the  Cowper-Temple  clause, 
but  sensible  men  would  be  content  to  lean 
on  the  experience  they  had  had.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Brightside  said  he  had 
known  teaching  given   antagonistic   to 
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Chnn^  doettineB,  but  he  co^ld  oniy  ea,y, 

after  seeing  a  good  deal  of  school  adioinie- 

t»tion,  that  he  had  nevei  heaid  of  &ay- 

thieg  of  the  kind.    That,  he  believed, 

had  been  the  general  experience  of  ad- 

ministrstors.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 

Amendoient  before  l&e  Committe&~wa8 

founded   on   the   pK^sitioa   that   the 

Cowper- Temple  clause  was  not  sufficient 

£or  Chureh  school-ohildiea  and  that  they 

nquired  Church  teacl^g-oa  the  five  da^^ 

of  the  week  when  two  had  been  aufficient 

ia  the  paet^    They  had  done  theii  best 

to  meet  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    The 

Oovemment    hod     gone    a     loi^    ,way 

to  meet  them.     They  had  dona   theii 

beat     to    be     generous     in     granting 

{air     facilities     for     religious     instcuc- 

tion.      They    had     done;  ..what     they 

could   to   make  the  -cpncesBioos '  which 

theyhad  granted  real.concessiona.    They 

had, done  what  they  could  to  make  them 

good,  not  only  in  the  mere  machinery, 

but'  in  giving  the  children  the  religious 

ijutruction    which    their  parents  desired. 

forward  that 

iction  should 

went  beyond 

idfot  before. 

he  did  not 

m  advantage 

ihed  to  upset 

and    it    the 

[est    such    a 

■  could  carry 

it   m   this   House,   and  certainly   they 

would  not  have  with  them  the  m&in  body 

of  the  people  outeide.' 

.  :IiORD  R.  CECIL  said  he  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  more  than  a^  Jew 
minutes.  He  wished  £rst  of  all  respect- 
fully to  recognise,  if  he  might,  the 
admirable  tone  which  had  characterised 
the  speeches  of  the  Minister  for  Educa- 
tion. He  rose  mainly  to  reply  in  a 
word  or  two  to  the  speech  o£  the  hon. 
Member  for  Squth-East  Durham-  The 
Minister  for  Education  quoted  a  stat«- 
ment  of  what  was  done  at  some 
meeting  ia  China,  with  reference  to 
a  conoordat  which  .hod  been  entered 
into  by  the  nrissionaries.  With  every 
word  of  that  declaration  he  was  in 
hearty  and  complete  agreement.  He 
UJ  not  hiraielf  doubt  that  there  was 
\  essential  agrccmz'nt  between  all  the 
Mr. 


sects  who  held  the  Christian  faith,  ib- 
cluding  the  Roman  Catholics,  wiik 
regard  to  the  fundamental  doctrine*  <i 
that  iaith.  And  he  fully  agreed  witk 
the  hon.  Member  for  Soath-East  Durham 
that  the  points  on  which  all  tlte  secu 
were  at  one  were  out'  of  all  jkroporticn 
to  thoee  on  whieh  they  (fiSarwL  St 
had  never  said  anything  in  this  Hoost 
which  would  conflict  with  t^t  opuucu, 
and  if  anyone  imagined  that  he  iti 
done  so  he  would  be  delighted  to  wiA- 
draw  it  and  do  penance  in  a  white  aheci. 
Bad  he  wished  to  say  that  to  attei^ 
to  teaoh,  particulatly  to  th»  yomf . 
Ohristiaiiicy  bn  an  nndenomiiMtiaaa] 
basis  VM,  in  hia  jodgitteht,  wn^: 
and  '  doonied  te  '  taillire.  It  waa  all 
♦ery  true  to  eayi  -  that :  tiey  ww» 
agreed  as  to  the  great  dUctrinee  vf  ifc 
Chriatian  faith  and  that  ^  they  wkooU 
recognise  what  the  diQei*nf  ^•«cta  hid 
done  in  the  way  of  tka  cburenkm  «<  tkt 
heathen  ;  but  he  did  not  Want  ajnyt^iai 
to  be  done  by  the  State  to  oontpel  anynie 
to  adopt  the  teaching  of  th«  Ajoglieu 
or  the  Wealeyan  or  any  o^r-rcligieK 
body.  What  he  want^  was  *o  pw 
an  dpportuhity  to  the  parehts  ts  luvt 
fheir  children  ta^ht  Uie  taitfa  wbi^ 
they  themselve§  held.  If  tliay  tied 
the  hands  of  all  the' sects  ftitd  said' thai 
they  wert  not  to  teach  the  chiUnB  M 
such  a  way  as' to  Attach  tbam  to  iht 
denbmiiiation  to  which  the  panoo 
belonged;  then  thti  Slat^  woold  k 
putting  fetters  on  t^  hands  ol  tkt 
teachers  which  would  make  ii'impasiftlF 
for  them'  to.  do  the  work  whteh  tb«y 
were  set  to  do.  HiS'hon.frieiiid'had 
said  "very  truly  that  it  was  p^tt  *i 
the'  spirit  of  Cowper-Templeifim  mtk 
onh-'ttiat  they  were  not  to  ••«)£  ta 
atta<^  chiKlren  to  this  or.  thst  par 
ticular  religious  body,  but  Bot  to  detach 
them  from  the  religions  denomaattoa 
to  whi*h  the  parents  betoiiged.'  Althinifh 
He  depliired  the  tone  ol  the  iob..  Member 
for  Ihft  Brightside  divuiOn,  he  antqefr 
agreed  with  the  snbstanoe  of  his  spaadk 
and  he  could  not  see  how  anyone  evM 
disagree  with  it.  It  was  th«t  .ther^ 
was  Jiothiag  in  rfw  Cbwp«r-7*&mpl( 
clause  to  prevent  teaching  bouig  fpvea 
wliich-waa  hostile  to  Chn$ti»m^^jmi 
the  hon.  Gentleman  h&d  gjven.an  admir- 
able instance' of  it;   ^Us'lioD.'Kead'w 
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tained  that  in  the  hce  of  facts  like  these 


said  with  great  indignation  that  it  was 
abenrd  to  suppose  that  under  the  Cowx>er- 
Temple  clause  any  teacher  t^ould  teach 
what  was  against  Christiainity ;  but  his 
hon*  Iriend  was  up  in  the  clouds  in 
legBzd  to  this  suatter,  tot  it?  hud  been 
Xnoved  over  and  ovet  again  that  under 
Cpw^r^Tepa^ism  there  (Was  teaching 
wlu<^.  might  be^  moral  tn^  w^  not 
Christianity.  There  waa  no  doubt  what* 
ever  that  that  had  be^n  doiie.  Foir 
himsell^  he  helcl  that ,  l;he  clise  put 
forward,  by  the  hon,  Member  wha  moT<&d 
the  Amendment  was  irresistible,  viz., 
that  it  wi^  desirable,  if^  the  parents 
wished  it,  that.  they. ^ould  have  an 
op{K>rtumty  of  thei?.  cljiUdren  being 
taught  their  own  religion  not  only  two 
bat  five  days  in  the  week  if  they  were 
satisfied  that  .Cowper-Temple  te^hing 
waanot  in  accordance  with  their  religion 
but  was  hostile  to  it.  He  objected  to 
tiiiB  labelling  of  denominational  teach: 
ing  with  the  badge  of  inferiority.  Th^ 
picpo^ .  in  the  :  3ill  w4s  one*,  more 
0t6f»  .tOT^rards  the^  discouragement  of 
denominational  teaching,,  which  he  l)e- 
1j|avq4  was]  thp  only  i^eally^e^ectiv^  way 
ollteaching  Ghrvstianity.  ^r  that  reason 
he  wstfuld  support  the  Ameindment. 


,  *M».  VERJIEY  (Buokinffhamshiite,  N.) 
saj4  that  he  knew,  many  9chool8  in  which 
Cowper*TeiKq)ie  teiaching  h|id  been  given 
lor  years,  and  in  these  schools  there  wete 
children  whose  parents  belonged  to 
different  denominatlQns  but  who  raided 
objection  whatever  t^  that  teaching. 


the  Minister  &>r  Education  had  a  right 
to  appeal  to  experience  that  thexe  was 
no  difficulty  in  teaching  the  fundamynnt>ri 
pjjnciplea  ^f  Ghrktianity  to  classes  ol 
imxed'  denO|msnational  chilidren.  Tt^p 
iD03vper-TemJ)le  clause  was  j^h  np.senW 
a  $ann  of  jr^'igioua  fo^Ue!,  hai  mer^  -|k 
prohibition  agf^nst  the  u.^  of  cert^ 
dogmatic  forins.  No  o-^e  could  sj^y  th^t 
thp  Sermoi;on  the  Mo.mt  w^isf.^ith^r 
denominational  or  indefinitOkj  It  ,mtt$t 
theax  be  eca^:ieded  that  there  was  «uch  a 
thing  asdefinfte  religious  instruction  which  ' 
was  not  denominational  but  which  had 
had  a  benefijcial  result  on- the  charaotei^ 
of  the  children,'  ft  i result  which  rem:vined 
with  them  all  th^  lives^ 


Mr.  WALp^ER  GUINNESS  (Bury  :6fe 
Edmunds)  said  that .  as  _  he  read  the 
Amendment !  it  would  make  the  position 
of  the  Church  of  England  not  better  but 
worse,  beo^ifJBe  it  would  put  it  entirely 
?rithin  the  power  of  the  local  education 
authority  to  say  on  which  days  religious 
instruction,  wias  to  be  givep. ,  He  beliqyecj 
tjiat  this  coniprbmise  had  been  entei:^int9 
in  a  perfectly  honest  spirit,  but  if  the  hoiu 
Gentlemkn's  interpretation  was  right,  very 
great  conf  usibn  would  be  caused,  because 
they  had,  been  told,  that  the  local  edu«»> 
tion  authorities  would  try  to  j^revent 
the  Bill  beiiig  worked  in  the  spirit  pf 
give  and  take,  and  that  they  might  say 
that  it  would  be  in^cmv^nient  fqt  t)iein> 
to  give  more  than  one  day  to  special 
denominational      religious      inuttuction. 


Sclme  months  ago  he  was  tn, a  school  in    Thus  endless  difficulties  would  be  caused 


Scotland  wherechildren  belonging  to  every 
denomination^  sittingion/thelsaaie  benches, 
tr«ie  being  given  religious  instruction  by 
the  same  teacher  who  had  been  master  of 
the  school  for  iwenty-eigbt  years.  He 
asked  that  teacher  whether  he  had  had 
any  difficulty  in  regard  to  this  Religious 
teiicbing,  and  the  teacher,  assured  him 
that  he  had  never  during  ajll  those  years 
had  a  sin^e  cpmplaint  made  by  any 
parent  of  a  child  attending  the  school, 
althongh  the  children  belonged  to  every 
denomination    in    Scotland.    He    main- 


and  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Education 
as -to  whether  ther^  should  be  religious 
instruction  on  two  or  five  day^  would 
be  useless.  If  ,they  wanted  to  avoid 
trouble  they  should  define  the  obligation 
of  the  local  authority  to  give  religious 
instruction,  but  as  the  clause  now  stood 
a  loophole  W9uld  be  left  to  the  local  edu- 
cation authority  to  evade  the  obIig£^tioni 

Question  put. 

The  Cominittee  divided  : — Ayes,  269  j 
Noes,  109.    (Division  List  No.  426.)     . 


AcUfad»  Frauds  tiyke 
Adkins,  W.  R^ioud  IX 
AgneWf  Qeoii^QjVJIliMa 


AYES. 

Maavtorthr  John  Stlrlitig 
I  Alden,  Percy 
AsbtOD|  ThMoas  X^aar  * 


AsquiihjRt.  Hon.  Herbert  HWjt 
Atherlej' Jones,  L.  ^ 

Baker,  Sir  JohQr(Portamoath)  * 
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baker, Joseph  A.  f  Fiosbury,  E 
Oiaring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barker,  Sir  John 
iBarlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
iBeale,  W.  P. 
Beauchamp»  £. 

Benn,Sir  J.  WilliamB(Devonp*rt 
Benn,W.(T'w'r  Hainlot8»S.Geo. 
Bennett,  E.  N. 
Berridge,  T.  H.  D. 
BetheU,Sir  J.H.(E88ex,Romf  id 
BethelU  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maklon) 
Birrelly  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Black,  Arthur  W. 
Bowerman,  C.  W. 
Brace,  William  | 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Branch,  James 
Bngg,  John 
Bright,  J.  A. 
Brooke,  Stopf ord 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,Rt  HnSirJ.T.(Che8hire 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
^uckmaster,  Stanley  O. 
Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Byles,  William  PoUaid 
Cameron,  Robert 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
0au8ton3t.Hn.Richard  Knight 
Oawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Chance,  Frederiok  William 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  AUston 
Churohill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
Cleland,  J.  W. 
Oough,  William 
Clynes,  J.  R. 

C  obbokl,  Felix  Thomley       ' 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Corbett,CH.  (Su8sex,E.Qrinst*d 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cory,  Sir  Cli£Ford  John 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Cox,  Harold 

Craig,  Charles  Curti8(  Antrim,S. 
Crooks,  William 
Crosfield,  A.  H. 
Cross,  Alexander 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Curran,  Peter  Francis 
Davies,  EUis  William  (Eifion) 
Bayies,M.  Vaughan-  (Cardigan) 
Bavies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Dickson-Poynder,  Sir  John  P. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Duncan,C.  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Dunne,Hajor  E.BiIartin(WalsaU 
Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  Greorge  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey  \ 

Fenwick,  Charles 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
F\}llerton,  Hugh 


I 


Gibb,  James  (Qarrow) 
GiU,  A.  H. 

GladstoneiRt.Hni Herbert  John 
Glen-Coat83irT.(Renfrew,  W.) 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Grant,  Corrie 

Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Greenwood,  Hamar  (York) 
Guinness, W.E.  (Bury  S.  Edm.) 
Gulland,  John  W 
Gurdon,Rt  Hn.SirW  Brampton 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,Rt.Hn.L.(Ro6sendale 
Harcourt.Robert  V. (Montrose) 
Hardie,  J.  Keir(MerthyiTydvil 
Hart-Davies,  T. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,W.E.(  Derbyshire,  N.E. 
Harwood,  George 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Helme,  Nerval  Watson 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Herbert,  T.  Amokl  ( Wjroombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hill,  Sir  aement 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Hodge,  John 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Howard,  Hon.  Geoffrey 
Hudson,  Walter 
Jackson,  R.  S. 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson,  W.  (Nuneaton) 
JoneSfSir  D.Brynmor(Swan8ea 
Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett,  F.  W. 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kekewioh,  Sir  George 
Kerry,  Earl  of 
Kinoaid-Smith,  Captain 
King, Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
Lambert,  Greorge 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederiok  Wm. 
Lament,  Nermann 
Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis 
Lea,Hugh  Cecil(St.Pancras,  E.) 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Levy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
LyeU,  Charles  Henry 
Maodonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk  B*ghs. 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Maclean,  Donaki 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M^ Arthur,  Charles 
M*Callum,  John  M. 
M'Crae,  Sir  George 
M*Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 
M*Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Maddison.  Frederick 
Mallet,  Charles  £. 
Mansfiekl^Q,  RendaU  (Lincohi) 


Mark9,G.Croydon(  Lauaceston) 

Marnham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A.  E«  W.  (Coventry; 

Massie,  J. 

Menzies,  Walter 

Molteno,  Percy  Alport 

Morgan,  J.  Uoyd  (Oarmarthen) 

Morrell,  Philip 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alpheos  CSeophaa 

Murray  ,Capt.  Hn.  A.C.(KiBcard  - 

Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napier,  T.  B. 

NichoUs,  George 

Nicholson,Charles  N.(Doiieast'r 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  WflUam 

Nussey,  Thomas  WiUans 

NutUU,  Hany 

O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walwortii) 

Paul,  Herbert 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pearoe,  William  (Limehonw) 

PhiUpm,CoLIvor  (8*tliamptea] 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,C.E.(Edinb*gh,  Oeairal) 

Ptice,Sir  Robert  J.(Norfolk,  K.) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.(Bradford,  E.] 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rea,  Russell  (Glouceeter) 

Rea,Walter  Russell  (Scarfaoro') 

Rees,  J.  D. 

Rendall,  Athelstan 

Richard8,Thomas  (W.MonB*tk 

Riohards,T.F.(Wolveiii*mpt'B. 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwieh) 

Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbiglis.) 

Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdoa 

Roch,  Waher  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentfovd) 

Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(C1ev^afid) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,SirC.E.  (Manchesier) 

Scott,A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 

Scott,  Sir  S.  (MaiyleboBe,  W.) 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shaw,SirCharlesEdw.(Sta0ord 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick  B.) 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Sikiock,  Thomas  Ball 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

Smeatcm,  Donaki  Maokenait 

Smith,Abel  H.(Hertford,£ast) 

Snowden,  P. 

Soares,  Ernest  J. 

Spioer,  Sir  Albert 

Stanier,  Beville 

Stanley,  Albert  (SUffs,  N.W.) 

Stanley,Hon.  Arthtir<Oniiddrk 

Stanley,Hn.A  Lyulph  (Cheek) 

Steadman,  W.  C. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 

Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 

Stuart,  James  (Sunderbtad) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Sutherland,  J.  K. 
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*akjk>T,  John  W.  (Durham) 
'aylor,  Theodore  C.(IUdcliffe) 
'ennant  jSir  Edward  (Salisbury 
*eimaot»  H.  J.  (Berwiokshire) 
liomas.  Sir  A.(Glaiiu>rgaa,  E.) 
1ioma84)avid  Alfred  (Merthyr 
'home.G.  R.  (WolTerhampton) 
'iDett,  LouiB  John 
'omkinson,  James 
*oQlmin»  George 
^revelyaD,  Charles  Philips 
*^emey,  F.  W. 
riyian,  Henry 

talker,  H.  De.  R.  (Leicester) 
i?alsh,  Stephen 


Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Joseph 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,Rt.  Hn.  E.  (Clackmannan 
Wa8on,John  Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  8. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedffwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whitoread,  Howard 
White,Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,J.Dundas(Dumbart'n8h. 
WhitUker,Rt  Hn.SirThomasP. 
Wiles,  Thomas 


Wilkie,  Alexander 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 

Williams,Iilewelyn(Cannartheo 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough)- 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Panoras,  S.) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Yoxall,  James  Heniy 

Tellers  fob  the  Atks — 
Master  of  Elibank  and  Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis. 


ibraham,William  (Cork,  N.  E.) 
iclaod.Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlez.F. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Ashley,  W.  W. 

Aiibrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon.Sir  H. 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balfour,Rt  Hn.A.  J.(CityLond. ) 
Banbury,Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,€^pt.Hn.G(Winchester) 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gerrase 
Boland,  John 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bridg^man,  W.  Clive 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Carlille,  £.  Hiklred 
Care,  George 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Chajnberlain,Rt  Hn.  J.  A.(  Wore. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cd:iQgB3t.Hn.J.(Birmingham) 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Courthope,  G.  Loyd 
Craig,Captain  James  (Down,E.) 
Creui,  £uj»cne 
Delany,  William 
Dillon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duflkcan  Robert(Lanark,Goyan 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.V.  (Hants,  W.) 
FardeU,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 
Ffrenoh,  Peter 


NOES. 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Fljrnn,  James  Christopher 

Forster,  Henry  William 

Gardner,  Ernest 

Ginnell,  L. 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Halpin,  J. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 

Havden,  John  Patrick 

Heunsley,  Viscount 

Hogan,  Michael 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Joynson-Hicks,  William 

Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

Kinff  ,Sir  Henry  Seymour  (Hull) 

Laroner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 

Lockwood,Rt.  Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. 

Long,  Col. Charles  W.  (Evesham 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 

MacVeigh,  Char!es  (Donegal,E.) 

M'Kean,  John 

M*Killop,  W. 

Meagher,  Michael 

Meehan,Franci8  E.(Leitrim,N.) 

Meehan,Patrick  A.(Queen*s  Co. 

Middlemore.JohnThrogmorton 

Mooney,  J.  J. 


Morpeth,  Viscount 

Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

0'Brien,Kenda](Tipperary  Mid 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool)  • 

O'Kelly,  James(Ro6common,N. 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Percy,  Earl 

Phillips,  John  (Longford,  S.) 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Rawlinson,  John  Fr^eriok  Peel 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E,(Waterford) 

Redmond,  William  (Clare) 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Rutherford.  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 

Sheehy,  David 

Sheffield,Sir  Berkeley  GeorgeD. 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 

Starkey,  John  R. 

Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester)    ' 

Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(OxfrdUniv. 

Thomson, W.  MitohelMLanark) 

Valentia,  Viscount 

Warde,  Col.  C.E.  (Kent,  Mid) 

Winterton,  Earl 

Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 

Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George    ' 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes — Mr 
Mildmay  and  Mr.  Lane-Fox. 


t  Sir  BERKELEY  SHEFFIELD  (Lin- 
( olns'  ire,  Brigg)  asked  whether  liis 
proposal  to  insert  after  the  first  word 
"on"  the  word  "any"  would  not 
make  the  intention  of  the  Government 

clearer     than     it    seemed     to    be     at 

present.    He  took  it  that  two  mornings 

of  the  week  might  only  mean  Monday 

and  Tueeday,  whereas  if  the  word  "  any  " 

were  added  it  would  make  the  mr/.tcr 

plainer.    He  put  the  Amendment  f  orwr.rd 


in  order  to  see  if  the  Government  thought 
right  to  accept  it,  but  he  should  not 
carry  the  matter  to  a  division,  because 
they  had  stated  that  every  teacher 
of  a  denomination  would  have  facilities 
to  enter  any  school  on  any  day  of  the 
week.  He  only  wished  to  put  in  the 
word  "any"  to  make  it  certain  thr\t 
the  teachers  would  be  able  to  enter 
the  school  on  any  day  of  the  week  if 
they  did  not  teach  an  individiuvl  child 
more  than  twice.    He  begged  to  move. 
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Amendmei^t  prppoeed —  „  •    I  ity  and  religioos  instruotion  onder  1^ 

**  In  page  2,  line  26,  after  the  fint  word  *  on,*    section  were  from  time  to  Ume  respec- 

to  insert   the  word   *Any.'"^^ff  Btrkdtf^   tively  desired,  to  tke  proportion  of  tfc« 

/Sheffield,)  ninnber  of  those  children  in  esch  case  to 

^       .  ,     «rm^  ^  ^1.  -I    tl^e  total  numb  3X  of  children  in  Attendaftce 

<Jue8tMm  proposed,      Jhat  the  word   ^  ^^^  ^^j^^j^  ^  the  number  of  perns 

>ny    be  there  mserted.  Javaaable  to  give  the  different  iorm  of 

o      xtT    •nr^T>b/^xt  J     x    J  x    i  teaching,  and  to  the  manner  in  which 

Sir  W    R0B80N  was  understood  to    ^j^^   clw^rooms   mi^fat   be   used   tMwt 

say  that  he  thought  the  msertion  of  this   conveniently  by  those  several  taadm. 

word  would  go  a  good  deal  further  than    ^hey    therefore    could   not    make  the 

the  hon,  Baroni?t^  himself  mtended  ac-    instruction  any  parHcula^  mornings  in  the 

cord'ngtotheesrplanation.hehadgiven.    ^^^^    provided   there  was   a  sufErieni 

It  would  g.ve  the  parent  the  r  ght  to    number  of  children  desiring  this  form  of 

claim  instruction  on  any  mommg  without   instruction    to   make   it   necessary   for 

reference  to  the  particula^  two  selected  uj^^j^^j^^^^^^,^^^^^^^^!^ 

by.  the  bcal  authority.    Ill  other  words  |  ^^  ^^       ^ 

it  would  give  the  control  of  the  arrange*  ^      ^* 

inents  for;  this  kind  of  instruction -to  the 

parent  instead  of  t6  the  authority,  and 

that  would  give  rise  to  great  inconveni- 

enee.    It  was  for  the  authority  to  settle 

how  many  morliings  they,  might  think 

it,  convfenient  to   give  the  instruction, 

Khd  they  might  say  three  mornings  or 

four  mornings,  and  the  hpn.  Baronet's 

Amendment  would   be   an   intorference 

with  their  discretion  which  he  did  not 

thilak  would  facilitate  the  working  of 

the  clause. 


'r  • 


Lord  BAICARRES  (Lancashire, 
fchoriey)  inqidred  whethet  the  clause 
yrould  not  alk>w  the  authority  to  say 
that  they  did  not  intend  the  instruction 
to  go  on  on  Tfuefeday,  and  tn  defiance  of 
i}^  |)arent  they  might  siy  that  they 
would  not  allow  denominational  ixistruo- 
tion  on  certain  days. 


Sik  W.  ROBSOX  said  that  subMclm 
(6)  made  it  perfectly  clear.  It  said  the 
authority  were  to  take  into  account  the 
circumstances,  and  secure  for  each  cUd 
instruction  on  two  momingB  a  wik 
in  their  institution.  In  on^  to  fiM 
that  obligation  they  n^ust  allow  the 
teachers  to  come  in  every  day  if  nece«afy, 
but  if  they  could  fulfil  that  obligatioa 
by  allowing  them  to  come  in  foor  da^ 
a  week  they  would  be  at  liberty  to  do 
so. 


(<- 


Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  the  authority 
could  name  the  da3rs,  but  it  must  arrange 
at  least  two  mornings.  If^it  could 
arrange  for  every  such  child  getting 
two  mornings  by  giving  less  thw  four 
or  five  days  a  week,  they  ^ould  do  it. 
If  one  of  the  two  days  did  clash  with  the 
convenience  of  the  parent  it  would  be 
a  midortunebut  he  did  not  think  they 
oould  meet  it« 

Ma.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks) 
in<!^uired  whether  the  local'  authority 
would  not  be  bound  by  subsection  {6) 
which  provided  that  they  should  have 
regard  to  the  number  of  children  or 
difierent  groups  of  children  for  whom  re- 
ligious instruction  provided  by  the  author- 


Mr.  BAWLINSON  (CambridfEe 
sity)  said  that  this  was  a  matter  of 
importance.  As  he  understood  th» 
Attorney-General,  if  the  local  asthobtT 
desired  they  could  roughly  ^itifliatalfcat 
denominational  teaching  woutd  re<|Qirt 
only  a  certain  number  ol  ieacheo. 
They  might  say  to  the  teackers  tktf 
gave  them  two  days  a  we«k  on  vWfk 
they  could  have  four  different  class- 
rooms of  a  resp^table  sixe,  but  thcie 
might  not  be  four  teachers -«d  UmS 
particular  morning.  In  thai  way  ti» 
local  authority  might  have  faD 
power  to  stop  the  dwiominatinasl 
teaching  from  going  on 
His  rij^t  hoo.  f rirad  wonkl 
subsection  (6)  did  not  reqvife  the  Uml 
education  authority  to  take  into* 
the  number  of  teachers. 


Me.    AUSTEN    CHAMBSRLAlNt 

Oh,  yes;  itsaya  that  tke  local  uhwtUi 
authority  shall  bare  rmrd  ^lo  Ite 
number  of  persons  a^^ailabM." 
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Mr.  RAWLINSON  :  If  that"  bo  so,  I 
h^veTiothiiigmore  tosajr.'  '^    ' 


-  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Miu  YOXALL,  in  moving  to  insert  the 
woid  *  aj^nled,"  aaid  the  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  seeure  that  two  days 
only  riioiihl  be  appointed  lor  this  purpose 
a«  %  resiite  ol  the  endeavour  of'  the  local 
edoostion  authority  to  meet  the  wishes 
(rf  the  parents.  U^  did  not  want  daas 
**A*  to  be  taken  cte  Mondays  and 
Wedflesdays  ind  etaas  /'  B''  on  Tuesdays 
a&d^ur8day&  He  wanted,  if  possible, 
t6  narrow  these  five  days  to  any  given 
diildren  to  two  days  of  the  weekr-to 
allo#  only  irwo  days  a  week.  That  was 
what  he  believed  the  Government  wanted, 
and  that  was  what  he  aAed  them  to  da 
He  begged  to  move. 

AmendiAentf  proposed—  '  ^ 

•  In  page  2,  line  26,  after  the  word  *  two  * 
to     insert    the    word    'appointed.'"— (^»'. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  appointed '  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  W.  EOPiSON  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman -that  the  Government  would 
be  only  too  happy  to  accept  any  Amend- 
ment of  his  to  siifeguard  this  matter, 
but  ihey  thought  that  this  Amendment 
would  too. greatly  linait  the  authority. 
The  local'  education  authority  would  have 
a  very  difficult  task  in  cases  where  a 
great  many  denominations  put'  forward 
&  daim  for  this  right  of  entrv.  He 
thought  this  mattier  ought  to ,  be  :  left 
entirely  to  the  local  education  atithority:. 

« 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  R  CECIL,  on  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Norwood  moved  to  substitute 
the  word  "  each  "  for  the  fii«t  word  •*  the  " 
80  that  the  clause  should  read  ♦•for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  -that  child  to  receive 
that  instruction  on  two  mwnings  An  each 
week  on  which  the  '  school  meets.-' 
It ,  had  occurred  to  his  hon.  fnend 
whether  the  section  as  drafted  would 
carry  out  the  intentions  of  the  Govern' 
ment  whether  Jt  WoUldf:not  confine:  this 
to  two  mornings' in  the  Week  on  which 
the  school  met. 


>  ^  •  .  •, 


Amendment'jproposed— 

^*In  page  2», 'tide  96>,  to  leatre  out  the  first 
wotd  Hhe*  afid  insert  the  word  'eiMsli."'*^ 

■■'"■:'  ..    :         •  •  •> 

Question  pro|)08ed  ''That  the    word 
*  each '  be  th^  inserted*"  .     ,. 

Sir  Wl  ROBSQN  did  not  think  that 
could  be  so,  -  -o . 


zo 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn! 

.  M».  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciren- 
cef ter)  Bai4  the  Ajnendmentr  hedesired  to 
npve  was  a  jsmall  one,  but  he  ventured  to 
think  not  -unimpodTtant*  Its  object  was 
that  when  parents  demanded  this  privilege 
they^Ottld  be  assured  that- it  would  be 
given  tx>  them  fpr  twelve  months. 

Amendmeptr  proposed—    • 

ii'^-In  page  2,riine  27»iaft«r  the  werd  '  meets,' 
tp  insert  the  words  *  lor  twelve  calendar  months 
t^reafter.'"— (ilfr,  i5w6i|?,)  .^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  W.  EOBSON  thought  it  would  be 
most  undesirable  to  put  a  limit  on  these 
arrangements. 

Amendment  negatived* 

*Mr,  .ASHLEY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment the  object  of  which,  he  said,, 
was  to  make  it  obligatory  on  the 
local  authorities  to  make  suitable  accom- 
modatiofi  ior  denominational  teaching 
dtiier  in  (»*  adjoining  the  scheolhouse; 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  local  eduo^ 
tion  iauthority  should  not  give'  equal 
facilities'  to  denominational  education 
ats  to  undenominatieni^  if-  the  right  of 
entry  was  to  be  real  the  local  education 
afnthorities' must,  even  at  some  expense, 
give  the  children,  of  those  parents  who 
desired  to  avail-  Uiemselves  of  the  right 
of  entry,  this  accommodation,  and  thaV 
cotild  only  be  done  bv  providing  room  fov 
these  denominational  classes.  The  local' 
education  authoriUes  were  compelled  to^ 
giveseoular  instruction  to  every  child^  and 
Cowper-Temple  teaching  to  every  child 
between  9  and  9.45  a.m.,  if  the  child's 
parent  demanded  it  If  it  was  obliga* 
tory  on  the  local  education  anth<Hrity 
to  give  Cowper-Temple  teaching  then 
it  was  not    fair   that  they  should    be^ 
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able  to  say  that  the  denomiiiational 
teaching  could  not  be  given  unless 
there  was  some  accommodation  avail- 
able for  the  purpose.  If  that  were 
allowed  Cowper-Temple  teaching  would 
be  given  the  preference.  He  could  not 
fee  why  in  most  cases,  even  if  there  was 
nn  room  in  the  school  house,  the  local 
education  authority  should  not  hire  a 
Ti  om  in  the  neighbourhood ;  otherwise 
denominational  teaching  would  be  placed 
in  an  inferior  position  to  Cowper-Temple 
teaching.  If  this  was  to  be  a  com- 
promise, the  Bill  must  not  be  allowed  to 
leave  the  House  with  that  sense  of 
inferiority  on  the  part  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
Whatever  arrangements  were  made  by 
high  ecclesiastical  authorities  had  been 
made  without  any  consultation  with  those 
who  sat  on  the  Opposition  benches,  and 
they  were  not  bound  bj'  what  had  been 
aereed  to  by  the  bishops  and  archbishops. 
Unless  undenominationalism  and  denomi- 
na*ionalism  were  placed  on  an  equality 
there  could  not  oe  a  settlement.  Bfe 
begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  27,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  meets/  to  the  end  of  the  subsection,  and 
insert  the  words  *  proVide  suitable  accommoda- 
tion in  or  adjoining  the  schoolhouse.* " — {Mr, 
Ashley.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  make '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  through 
the  whole  of  his  remarks.      The  hon. 
Member  said  that  in  regard  to  the  terms 
of  compromise,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  not  been  consulted  and  were  free  in 
refl;ard  to  them.    If  the  negotiations  were 
re^rred  to  at  all  it  was  rather  for  the 
purpose  of  indicating  that  they  might  in 
a  certain  degree  limit  the  Government's 
freedom  of  action  and  not  in  any  way 
limit    the    freedom    of    action    of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     The  Amendment 
raised  three  rather  important  and  sub- 
stantial points.    The  first  was  that  it 
made  it  compulsory  on  the  local  authority 
to  provide  accommodation,  without  any 
qtialification  at  all.    In  the  next  place  it 
proposed    to  enact   that  the   accommo- 
dation should  be  suitable.     In  the  third 
place,    the    accommodation  was    to    be 
in  or  adjoining  the  school.     In    regard 
Mr.  Ashley. 


¥ 


to  the  first  point,  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
only  put  upon  the  local  authority  the 
obligation  of  providing  such  aeooo- 
modation  as  was  availabb.  The  Ooveni- 
ment  had  accepted  suggestions  whiib 
would  make  tnat  provision  poonbly 
clearer,  though  he  thought  it  was  reason- 
ably clear  already.  An  AmeodaMoi 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mflsbcr 
for  East  Worcestershire  had  been  pot 
down  in  the  name  of  the  Govenuocat 
so  that  it  might  not  be  subject  to 
accidental  exclusion,  and  under  thsi 
Amendment  the  \ocsl  authority  would 
have  to  provide  suitable  aooommodaUoQ 
in  the  schoolhouse  where  it  was 
reasonably  available,  unless  they  Mtii- 
fied  the  Board  of  Eduoatioii  thsi 
accommodation  could  not  be  made  ivsfl- 
able  without  making  stmctoral  altcfm- 
tions  or  additions.  Ho  thought  whoa 
they  came  to  deal  with  the  Amendnsai 
in  its  turn  it  would  be  seen  that  it  was  s 
substantial  advance,  and  was  at  all  evsati 
worth  considering.  The  next  point  was 
as  to  the  suitabuity  of  the  aooomaoda- 
tion.    That  also  was  provided  for  in  the 

roposals  which  they  had  upon  the  Pkpcr. 

he  third  question  was  as  to  accoaao- 
dation  adjoining  the  school  house.  Ht 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
sufficientlv  reflected  upon  that  poiat, 
because  if  the  local  authority  was 
mated  by  the  intentions  which  the 
Gentleman  ascribed  to  it,  Uien  to 
this  demand  might  have  the  afled  of 
causing  the  load  authority  to  ssad 
denommational  teaching  out  oif  the  aehool 
altogether.  But  even  friendly  anttev 
ties  might  be  pat  under  serious  dilBcaltj 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopts,  beesaH 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  inleoded  vaii 
if  there  were  no  availaUe 
tion  in  the  school-house,  that 
lion  should  be  provided  for  them  asir 
the  school.  Let  the  Committee  stt 
what  that  involved  in  the  eue  of 
a  friendlv  authority.  The  bou,  Me»te 
was  seeking  to  put  a  heavy  boiidiafc 
obligation  in  many  cases  oo  iW 
schools  which  belonged  to  the  eommaoiij 
at  large,  in  order  that  the  grstuilous  wm 
of  those  buildmgs  thus  eroded  might  W 
at  the  disposal  of  the  deooMinsriow 
He  thought  that  was  pushing  the  rifE^ 
of  entry  much  further  than  otob  ka- 
Gentlamen  opposite  should  reqoira  h 
was  something  more  than  a  tiAn  of 
entry — it  was  a  right  to  have  bmshoy 
erected  at  the  cost  of  the  oomuuoty  lor 
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the  express  and  parfeioular  use  of  certain 
denominations.  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  that  he  was  going 
far  beyond  anything  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  feel  disposed  or  entitled  to 
give. 

Sir  E.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
thought  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
frieira  would  admit  that  this  matfter 
of  the  right  of  entry,  in  connection 
with  which  they  were  endeavouring  to 
frame  safeguards,  was  from  their  point 
of  view  one  of  the  most  important  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill.  It  was  about  all  the' 
denominations  were  getting  in  this  part 
of  the  Bill,  unless  they  were  willing  to 
contract  out  of  the  national  system  of 
education.  The  apprehension  seemed  to 
be  that  the  right  of  entry  might  not  be  a 
reality  in  some  places.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  It  was  their  own  voluntary 
schools  which  were  goin^  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  local  authorities,  so  that  even 
their  own  schools  built  for  the  purposes  of 
denominational  education  might  oe  sub- 
ject to  the  answer  of  the  local  authority 
chat  they  had  no  room  for  denominational 
teaching.  That  was  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  one  which  they  could 
not  let  go  without  having  given  a  good 
ded  of  consideration  to  it  to  see  whether 
or  not  they  were  sufficiently  safeguarded. 
There  were  many  ways  in  which  the 
right  of  entry  might  be  safeguarded, 
but  in  the  Bill  there  were  no  safeguards 
at  all.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  a  very 
easy  thing  for  a  hostile  local  education 
authority — and  they  were  already  begin- 
ning to  be  a  little  frightened  by  the 
amount  of  literature  they  were  receiving 
as  to  the  way  in  which  local  authorities 
would  work  this  compromise  if  the  Bill 
were  passed — to  say  that  it  had  no 
accommodation  available.  It  might 
be  put  forward,  in  a  perfectly  bo7ia  fide 
way,  that  there  was  no  available  ac- 
commodation ;  but  what  was  to  happen 
then  t  They  took  over  the  Church's 
denominational  schools,  and  then  the 
Church  was  to  be  told  that  there  was 
to  be  no  more  denominational  teaching 
in  those  schools.  They  would  be  in- 
eurring  the  rii^,  particularly  in  growing 
distriets,  when  their  schools  were  trans- 
ferred, of  having  no  available  acconu»oda- 
at  all  for  denominatioBal  teaolnng.  He 
thon^t  that  was  a  great  blot  on  the 
BilL  It  made  oae  extremely  suspicious 
as  legavcied  die  probabiUty  of  the  Bill{s 
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working,  in  some  respects,  as  it  was  no  , 
doubt  intended  by  the  Government  that 
it  should  work.  The  second  point  of  his 
hon.  friend  was  as  to  the  Board  of 
Education,  in  which  denominationalists 
had  not  any  very  great  confidence.  He 
dared  say  that  when  the  Unionists  were 
in  power  there  were  Nonconformists  who 
had  not  any  great  confidence  in  the 
Board  of  Education  of  that  day.  That 
was  his  point.  What  was  the  tribunal 
to  whom  they  were  going  to  refer 
these  important  points)  It  was  a  tri- 
bunal in  which  neither  side  at  various 
times  would  have  any  confidence.  That 
was  extremely  unsatisfactory,  and  there 
ought  to  be  some  means,  if  the  local 
education  authority  raised  these  points, 
by  which  the  parties  would  be  satisfied 
that  they  would  have  their  matters 
decided  by  a  tribunal  in  which  they  had 
confidence.  Therefore,  if  they  placed  the 
two  points  together,  namely, 'that  they 
were  leaving  the  loophole,  and  in  leaving . 
the  loophole,  they  were  not  setting 
up  a  tribunal  in  which  the  parties 
would  have  confidence,  then  they  were 
very  greatly  minimising  the  satisfaction 
which  they  might  otherwise  feel  with 
this  provision  of  the  Bill.  He  knew  that 
there  had  been  something  said  about 
accepting  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  friend,  but  it  would  still  leave  it 
open  to  the  local  education  authority 
to  say  that  they  had  no  available 
accommodation,  and  that  might  occur 
in  manv  cases.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  Government  not  to  leave  this 
matter  open  to  a  hostile  education 
authority,  but  close  it  un  in  the  Bill,  and 
make  it  say  that  in  all  these  cases  the 
right  of  entry  should  be  a  reality,  and 
that  no  power  to  create  obstacles  to  the 
exercise  of  it  should  be  given  to  the 
local  education  authority. 

*Mr.  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  that  for  his  part  he-  would  not  for 
worlds  do  anythii^  unjust  or  ungenerous 
to  any  church,  least  of  all  to  the  Church,  or 
to  the  mother  (Jhuroh  of  Rome,  or  to  the 
daughter  Churches  known  as  Free.  But 
he  thought  that  there  was  a  serious 
fiaw  in  the  argument  of  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Blaiskpool^  and  in  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  * 
for  Maryleb(me,  which  invalidated  both 
their  speeches.  They  said  that  the  right 
of  entry  waa  not  fair,  beciuiee  Reference 
wap  givqBi  to  Cowy^r-TempleisA   over 
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what  was  called  denomiaatioiialiBm. 
But  there  was  a  fallacy  in  that.  Cowper- 
Templeism  was  not  a  religion.  That 
was  the  whole  point.  If  he  was  right, 
then  other  churches,  if  Cowper-Templeism 
could  not  he  called  a  church,  were  on  the 
same  footing.  CowperTempleisoi  was 
the  sublimated  essence  of  Christianity,  a 
sort  of  State  code  of  morals  to  which 
nobody  could  take  any  exception,  and 
upon  which  the  creed  of  any  church 
might  safely  be  grafted.  He  should  say 
any  creed  but  that  of  the  Catholics,  which 
practically  was  lost  if  the  Catholic 
atmosphere  was  not  preserved  intact  in 
youth  and  adolescence.  Last  night, 
the  Deputy-Chairman  had  stopped  him 
when  he  endeavoured  to  deal  with  this 
subject,  but  now  that  the  Chairman 
was  present,  if  he  had  two  minutes, 
he  could  explain  exactly  the  line 
that  really  existed  between  Cowper- 
Templeism  and  denominationalism.  He 
would,  however,  have  to  trespass  on  the 
preserves  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
bury, and  go  as  far  as  China.  At  least 
he  believed  the  hon.  Member  was  Captain- 
General  of  the  Chinoleptics,  if  indeed  the 
corps  had  not  been  disbanded. 

The  chairman  :  I  really  do  not 
think  we  can  re-discuss  this  question  on 
every  Amendment. 


♦Mr.  REES  said  in  that  case  he 
would  say  nothing  about  it.  He 
would  end  where  he  began.  He 
protested  that  the  fallacy  which 
was  exhibited  in  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Blackpool  and  of 
the  noble  Lord  was  that  this  endeavour 
to  describe  Cowper-Templeism  as  a 
religion,  which  no  one  could  properly 
describe  it  as  being,  entirely  falsified 
the  whole  of  the  argument.  If  it  was 
true  that  it  was  a  mere  sublimated 
essence  of  Christianity,  a  mere  code  of 
morals,  bearing  the  same  relation  in 
England  to  the  Christian  Churches  as 
the  code  of  Confucius  bore  in  China  to 
ancestor  worship  and  Buddhism,  where 
was  the  inequality  and  the  injustice 
to  other  denominations  ?  Upon  such 
teaching  might  surely  be  grafted  the 
teaching  of  the  Church  of  England  or 
of  the  Free  Churche%. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire,  Chor- 
Iey)said  the  Amendment  raised  a  question 

Mr.  Bees, 


of  policy  of  sufficient  importance  to  nuike 
one   regret  that  they  should  not  have 
any  Member  of  the  Cabinet  present.   The 
Attorney-General   said  they  could   not 
have  this  Amendment,  because  it  made 
it  compulsory  to   provide  accommoda- 
tion for  Church  teaching*     To  &im  that 
was   not   an   objection.     They   had   to 
provide    accommodation    for    Cowper- 
Temple  teaching  under  the  BiU.    In  the 
surrendered  Church  school  why  should 
it  not  be  obligatory  on  the  local  authority 
to  provide  accommodation  and  facilities 
for    that    particular    form    of    religion 
which  had  been  given  in  that  school 
for  years  ?     He  wanted  to  raise  a  specific 
point  dealing  with  a  very  disquieting 
answer    given    by    the    Parliamentary 
Secretary  to   the   Board  of  Education 
yesterday.     The  hon.  Member  for  Sower- 
by  Bridge  stated  the  other  day  in   a 
letter    to    the    newspapers    that    1,000 
schools   in   single-school   parishes   were 
schools  of  one  room  only,  and  in  them 
there  was  to  be  no  right  of  entry  and 
no  giving  of  denominational  instruction. 
That  was  one-fifth  of  their  schools  gone. 
He  wondered  who  told  the  hon.  Member 
that.    The  hon.  Member  for  Yarmouth 
asked  a  question  on  that  point,  and  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  refused  to  give 
any  specific  denial  of  the  allegation  that 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Education 
administrative   reasons    might    be   con- 
sidered adequate  to  say  that  in  a  single - 
room  school  this  teaching   should  not 
be    given.     That    was    a    very    serious 
state  of  things.     There  were  1 ,000  schools, 
and  980  of  them  probably  were  Church 
of  England  schools.    A  single-room  school 
need  not  be  a  bad  or  an  old  building. 
He  knew  cases  where  people  had  put 
their  hands  in   their  pockets  in  recent 
years  and  paid  a  good  deal  of  money  to 
provide  a  school    which  was  adequate 
for  the  population  of  the  district    but 
had  only  one  room.     It  was  evidently 
contemplated  that  in  certain  conditions 
the  fact  of  its  being  a  single-room  school 
would  be  sufficient  to  exclude  denomina- 
tional teaching  on  the  ground  that  the 
general  conduct  and   discipline   of   the 
school  and  general  administrative  con- 
venience   would    make    it    impossible. 
He  wanted  to   exact  a   statement   on 
that  point  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 
He  desired  to  know  on  what  grounds 
it  was  fair  to  take  away  from  the  Church 


EkmaOary  EdueaUon      {2  Dscehber  1W8}  (SnfbmdaHdWala)Bill. 
«I  England  these   1,000   schools   if  in  i  he  thought  they  would  be  very  few.    He 


^tnie  the  fact  of  their  smallness 
would  prevent  them  giving  any  more 
-denoininational  instruction.  It  was  a 
-great  and  probably  an  admitted  hard- 
ship. He  did  not  know  that  it  was 
DTiginally  contemplated,  but  here  was 
a  statement  of  a  very  well-informed 
Member,  who  represented  a  district  which 
in  the  past  had  not  been  slow  to  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunities  of  injuring 
voluntary  schools,  that  was  largely 
sapported  by  the  Board  of  Education. 

•The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  EDUCA- 
TION  (Mr.  Tkevelyan,  Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Elland)  said  he  was,  of  course,  not  re- 
sponsible for  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sowerby  Bridge,  and  he 
hardly  thought  the  report  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  was  exactly  correct 
of  what  he  had  said  on  behalf  of  the 
Board.  What  he  had  said  was  that  in 
the  case  of  single-room  schools  there 
would  be  a  right  of  entry  unless  reasons 
«f  administrative  convenience  prevented 
it.  The  whole  idea  of  the  clause  waa 
tliat  the  right  of  entry  should  be  as 
absolute  as  it  could  possibly  be  con- 
sistently with  certain  administrative  diffi- 
culties which  might  arise,  as  they  thought 
in  very  few  of  the  schools,  and  possibly 
Ihose  few  schools  would  be  more  single- 
room  schools  than  any  other. 

Sib  E.  CARSON  :  How  many  aingle- 
Toom  schools  are  there  1 

*MiL  TREVELYAN  said  it  was  not 
exactly  known.  He  went  on  to  say  in 
the  answer  it  was  not  possible  to  lay 
down  a  hard-and-fast  rule  applicable  to 
&I1  single-room  schools.  Large  numbers 
ol  them  were  already  provided  with 
partition  screens  and  other 
separating  them,  which  meant  that 
administratively  the  right  of  entry  would 
he  easily  practicable,  or  were  otherwise 
«iutable  for  the  conduct  of  two  or  more 
'  flasses.  He  had  in  his  mind  a  quite 
I  nnall  school  in  his  own  county, 
puatively  small  room  where  there  were 
very  often  two  classes  taken  at  the  same 
1  time.  There  was  nothing  administra- 
tinly  impossible  in  it,  but  there  might 
he  a  few  instances  in  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  have  a  right  of  entry,  but 


thought  hon.  Members  were  acting  really 
too  much  from  a  suspicious  view  of  what 
the  local  authorities  wanted  to  do.  He 
took  the  very  case  with  which  they  were 
always  challenging  them,  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  in  which  he  represented  a 
very  Nonconformist  constituency.  It 
perfectly  true  that  the  West  Riding 
from  1902  onwards,  through  the  county 
council,  did  in  many  respects  work  the 
Act  of  1902  as  far  as  it  possibly  could  in 
the  interest  of  what  it  regarded' as  the 
right  settlement,  that  all  schools'  should, 

far  as  possible,  be  under  the  control 
of  the  local  education  authority,  and 
they  were  admittedly  not  friendly  to 
non-provided  schools  which  were  under 
their  control.  Everyone  knew  and  ad- 
mitted that.  But  in  1902  what  was  the 
condition  of  public  — -----  "  ■»-  ■"--- 
county  in  which  th 
mo  us  amount  of  N 
\rtiole  of  the  Noi 
violently  discontente 
all  necessarily  apprc 
resister  or  of  the  strong  uiBtumeD  utt^eit 
by  the  county  council,  but  they  were  to  a 
man  discontented.  What  was  the  state 
of  things  now  in  his  constituency— one 
of  the  most  Nonconformist  in  the  West 
Riding?  He  had  been  reading  in  the 
papers  with  regard  to  the  various  people 
who  lived  in  his  constituency,  leaders 
of  opinion,  on  this  Bill.  In  one  part 
of  the  constituency,  one  of  the  leading 
Xonconformist  ministers,  sbnngly  op- 
posed to  the  Bill  of  1902,  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  compromise,  aldiough  of 
course  he  did  not  approve,  m  none  of 
them  did,  of  all  the  conditioiw  of  the 
Bill.  The  man  who  led  the  passive 
resistance  movement  accepted  the  Bill, 
and  finally  a  man  who  waa  a  passive 
resister  and  who  went  on  to  the  county 
council  because  he  was  a  passive  resister 
also  accepted  the  Bill,  and  expressed  his 
intention  of  working  it.  The  very 
people  who  Were  most  anxious,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  work  the  Act  of  1902  in  the 
interests  of  what  they  thought  the  public, 
as  against  the  Church  and  the  non-pro- 
vided schools,  were  the  men  who  at  this 
moment  were  most  ready  to  accept  the 
Bill  He  had  no  reason  to  suppose  there 
were  not  a  very  large  number  of  Non- 
oonformi8t«  throughout  the  West  Riding 
ifho  wished  to  do  the  same,  and  if  that 
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state  of  things  existed  it  was  quite  im- 
possible to  suppose  that  the  county 
council  of  the  West  Riding  would^  be 
allowed,  even  thou^  there  were  .a 
certain  number  of  people  who  wished  to 
make  mischief  upon  it,  to  make  the  Bill 
a  dead  letter,  and  he  believed  that  not 
only  the  county  councils  and  the 
corporations  which  had  hitherto  taken 
a  strong  line,  but  even  those  local  education 
authorities  which,  like  the  West  Riding, 
had  taken  a  rather  questionable  line  from 
the  hon.  Member's  point  of  view,  were 
honestly  intending  to  work  the  Bill. 
If  he  was  right  in  thinking  that,  he  felt 
that  the  anticipation  of  danger  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  very  much 
over-coloured.  In  the  case  of  the  single- 
room  schools  it  was  extremely  likely, 
evap  if  they  had  not  on  the  top  of  the 
ilocyl  education  authority  the  control 
pf  the  Education  Board;  that  the 
Apt  would  be  honestly  worked  at 
the  service  of  the  Church  of  England* 
Finally,  they  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  the  Member 
for  East  Worcestershire  because  it  gave 
in  the  most  direct  form  possible  an 
appeal  to  the  Board  of  Education.  In 
starting  this  new  system  he  ventured 
to  say  that  if  they  could  get  the  local 
authorities,  or  most  of  them,  in  a  reason- 
able frame  of  mind  and  ready  to  start, 
and  if  they  could  be  sure  of  the  system 
starting  wellp  it  was  one  which  would 
be  readily  accepted  and  adhered  to  by 
the  mass  of  the  people  of  this  country 
for  many  years  to  come.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  expresscd^sus- 
picion  of  the'  Board  of  Education.  They 
had  said  that  perhaps  not  the  present 
Board,  but  another  Board  might  be 
m^willipg  to  work  this  .Bill  honestly. 
Even  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
could  not  think  that  of  the  present 
Board,  because  they  could  not  suppose 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, if  he  got  this  Bill  through,  was  not 
going  to  get  this  measure  worked 
honestly.  It  was  as  much  as  his  political 
reputation  was  worth  if  he  'did  not  carry 
Dut  the  measure  honestly.  In  the  next 
place  they  had  the  undoubted  anxiety 
(»f  the  mass  of  the  people  through 
IrK  al  authorities  to  work  the  measure 
honestly,  and  they  had  on  the  top  of  that, 
if  they  accepted  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 

Mr.  Trfvelyan. 


for  Eaet  Wcvcestershire,  the  Education. 
Department  at  present  controlled  by  a 
man  yho^was  djetermined  to  make  his 
Bill  work  and  to  *  see  that  the  local 
authorities  did  their  duty  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  found  himself  differing  from  those 
of  his  hon.  friends  who  had  spoken  in 
the  course  of  this  discussion.  The  hon* 
Member  opposite  had  alluded  to  the 
distrust  of  the  Board  of  Education  as 
an  ultimate  and  sole  court  of  appe&L 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education,  and  any 
President  they  were  likely  to  see  in 
that  office  for  some  time  to  come,  would 
do  his  best  if  this  BiU  were  passed  to 
make  it  work  |f akly.  As  far  as  the 
Amendment  wem;  it  did  not  carry  thia 
matter  any  further. 

Mb.  ASHLEV  said  he  dealt  with  the 
matter  further  in  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  if  they  had  a  court  of  appeal 
it  would  apply  to  the  whole  working  of 
the  section.  As  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment befoie  them,  what  was  the  differ- 
ence between  that  and  the  one  which  the 
Government  had  accepted  which  stood 
in  his  name  and  which  was  framed  by 
himself  in  consultation  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hanover 
Square  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  \  The 
Amendment  which  the  Government  had 
accepted  placed  a  specific  obligation  oa 
the  local  authority  to  make  available  any 
existing  suitable  accommodation,  or  to 
satisfv  the  Board  of  Education  that  it 
could  not  be  made  available,,  befoie  the 
right  of  entry  was  refused.  His 
hon.  friend  wished  to  say  that  where 
suitable  accommodation  was  not  avail- 
able, and  where  it  could  not  be  provided, 
there  the  local  education  authority 
should  be  obliged  to  provide  additional 
buildings  by  spending  money.  Thrt 
was  a  demand  which  it  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  support.  He  had  taken  the 
main  lines  of  the  compromise  as  they 
were  sketched  in  the  Bill,  and  as  they 
appeared  in  the  correspondeiice  between 
the  Archbishop  of  Oaaterbury  and  th& 
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Prime  Minister,  and  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  what  was  proposed  would  he 
going  outside   those   main   lines.       He 
should,  therefore,  remain  contented  with 
the  concession  the  Grovemmcnt  had  made 
and  he  could  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment.   The  cases  which  his  hon.  friend 
had  in  mind  were  much  fewer  than  the 
figures  cited  would  lead  the  Committee 
to  suppose.     It  did  not  follow  because  a 
school  was  a  single  room  that  accommo- 
dation would  not  be  available.     There 
were,    as   the   Parliamentary   Secretary 
had  stated,  cases  where  partitions  might 
be  put  up,   which  were  not  structural 
alterations,  in  order  to  make  the  room 
available  for  that  kind  of  instruction. 
He  attached  some  importance  to  the  fact 
that  the  provision  included  not  only  the 
schoolroom,     but    the     master's    house 
which  was  attached.     In  a  case   where 
there  happened  to  be  twenty-one  scholars 
belonging  to  one  denomination  and  ten 
belonging  to  another,  it  would  be  possible 
to  allow  the  twenty-one  to  remain  in  the 
schoolroom  and  withdraw  the  other  ten 
into  the  parlour  of  the  master's*  house. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  in  many  of 
these  schools  the  minority  would  be  the 
undenominational  portion  of  the  school. 
He  thought  the   number    of    instances 
where  they  would  not  be  able  to  provide 
the  necessary  accommodation  would  be 
very  small  indeed. 


*8iR  GEORGE  WHITE  (Norwich)  said 
the  picture  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  drawn  in  regard  to  religious  instruc- 
tion being  given  in  the  teacher's  house  was 
likely  to  set  the  teacher's  organisation 
more  against  the  Bill  than  ever.     He 
was  sorry  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  in  that  respect. 
Without    any    actual    authority    as    to 
figures  he  doubted  horn,  his  own  know- 
I^e    of    the    rural    districts    whether 
there  were   anything   like  1,000   single- 
loom  schools  in  the  Kingdom.     He  had 
a  strong  suspicion  that  the  hon.  Member 
for   Sowerby    Bridge  had    in  his  mind 
single-teacher  schools  rather  than  single - 
room  schools.      At  the  same  time    he 
^uite    shared     what     the     right     hon. 
■Gentleman   said    as    to    the    possibility 
oi    making    even    single -room     schools 
available  for  this  special  teaching  without 
having  recourse  to  the  teacher's  house 
which  he  should  certainly  not  regard  as 


a    remedy  for   the  diflSculty.    He   had 
riseil  to  try  and  allay  some  of  the  sus- 
picions which  appeared  to  actuate  hon. 
Members    opposite    in    regard    to    the 
conduct    of   local    authorities.    He    in- 
vited    hon.    Members    to    survey    the 
constitution    of    local    authorities    and 
especially  county  authorities.    If  there 
was  any  ground  for  such  a  suspicion  it 
ought   to   exist  tin  the  minds  of   Non- 
conformists rather  than  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  for  certainly  in 
the    case    of    county    local    authorities 
where  they  would  have  control  of  the 
vast  number  of  transferred  schools  the 
paty  opposite  were  in  a  majority  from 
a  political  point  of  view.     He  felt  that 
whatever  political  party  might  be  in  a 
majority    they    would    endeavour     to 
administer  the  Bill   fairly  and    reason- 
ably towards    all    parties.     He  depre- 
cated that  feeling  of    suspicion    which 
was    almost    worthy   of    a    gentleman 
trying  Xq.  buy   a   horse    from   another 
person   rather    than    dealing    with    the 
religious  difficulty.     As  to  whether  there 
would  be  accommodation  available  he 
had  listened  to  the  remarks  of  many 
hon.    Members  on  the  point  and  they 
appeared  to  have  drawn  a  picture  of 
SIX,  eight,  or  ten  difierent  religious  sections 
endeavouring    to    find    accommodation 
in  one  schoolroom.    Speaking  for  him- 
self,  he  held   the  conviction  that   the 
Free  Churches  as  a  whole  would   not 
trouble  the  local  authority  to  provide 
accommodation  for  classes  to  teach  their 
own    special    doctrines.     Speaking    for 
the  denomination  to  which  he  belonged 
he  would  be  no  party  to  any  attempt 
to  place  religious  teachers  in  any  trans- 
ferred schools  to  teach  Nonconformist 
doctrines.     He  did  not  believe  in  the 
dofetrines  of  his  own  or  any  other  religion 
being  taught  in  schools  at  the  public 
expense.     If    the    right    of    entry    was 
faiPiy  administered  and  no  undue  pressure 
was  put  upon  parents  to   make   their 
selection  ;  if  this  measure  was  fairly  and 
honestly  administered  on  all  sides  both 
by  the  Board  of  Education  and  by  those 
who    had  influence  with    the    parents, 
he  felt  sure   that  Free  Churches  as  a 
whole   would  not   desire   to   have   any 
representative  teacher  in  those  schools 
teaching  their  own  doctrine.    Therefore, 
it    would    resolve    itself    practically    in 
most  of  the  transferred  schoob  where 
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facilities  were  desired  into  eitlier  Anglicans 
or  Roman  Catholics,  and  m,  the  vast 
majority  of  cases  the  special  inst^oetion 
would  be  &>r  the  Anglicans  alone.  There- 
fore, all  the  doubts  as  to  whetiier  ikere 
would  be  available  accommodation  for 
this  special  teaching  might  be  set  at 
rest,  because  the  accommodation  required 
so  far  as  the  number  of  class-rooms  was 
concerned  would  be  very  limited.  He 
hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
feel  that  this  was  not  an  impossible 
condition,  and  the  Board  of  Education 
if  they  desired  honestly  to  administrate 
this  clause  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
the  great  majority  of  cases  in  doing  it. 

Mr.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  said  hp 
was  not  animated  by  any  acute  suspicion 
of  ihe  local  authorities  in  this  matte?, 
but  he  wished  to  put  it  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Education  that  thp 
wording  of  this  clause,  even  as  amended 
by  his  right  hon.  friend's  Amendment, 
which  the  Government  were  ready  to 
accept,  would  only  suggest  that  there 
was  a  great  difficulty  in  providing  this 
accommodation  in  any  school  which 
only  contained  one  room.  If  a  local 
authority  put  that  interpretation  upon 
the  wording  of  the  Act  they  would  not 
be  liable  to  be  accused  of  any  unworthy 
conduct.  It  would  be  a  mistake  to 
suggest  that  this  instruction  could  jaot 
be  given  in  a  school  with  only  one  room. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  opposite  was 
not  aware  that  the  Leader  of  liie  Opposi- 
tion received  the  whole  of  his  secular 
instruction  before  he  went  to  a  public 
school  in  a  school  with  one  room  in 
which  four  classes  were  conducted. 

♦Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  that  two 
years  after  that  he  was  taught  in  the 
same  room.  He  had  already  mentioned 
that  he  thought  more  than  one  class 
could  be  taught  in  a  room. 

Mr.  WTNDHAM  said  he  did  not  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  say  that.  That 
being  so,  he  thought  they  would  make  a 
mistake  if  they  were  to  suggest,  as  they 
would  do  by  the  language  of  the  clause, 
to  the  local  education  authorities  that 
there  was  some  insurmountable  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  giving  religious  instruction 
of  a  separate  character  for  three-quarters 
of  an  hour  in  a  school  which  had  only 

Sir  George  White. 


one  room.  The  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Education  had  told  them  that  there 
were  very  few  schools  in  which  any 
pietence  of  a  difficulty  could  arise. 
They  had  also  been  told  that  there  were 
many  schools  in  which  no  parents  would 
desire  to  have  this  right  of  entry  at  all 
He  suspected  that  these  two  classes 
largely  coincided,  and  that  the  cases 
in  which  any  real  difficulty  could  ht 
put  forward  for  not  acting  in  the  spirit 
of  the  Act  must  be  few  indeed.  If  that 
was  so,  would  they  not  really  make  the 
task  of  the  local  education  authorities 
eaaier,  and  not  harder,  if  they  said  quite 
explicitly  in  the  Bill  that  these  facitities 
should  be  given  ?  He  could  imagine  tbft 
case  of  a  local  authority  being  veiy 
anxious  to  give  these  facilities,  butbeiug^ 
impressed  by  the  opposition  of  some  who 
took  a  more  violent  view  of  these  matters, 
with  the  result  that  the  local  authority, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  school  con* 
sisted  of  only  one  room,  would  say  that 
the  language  of  the  Act  did  not  clearly 
impose  the  obligation.  He  thought  the 
local  authority  would  have  ftn  eaaier  task 
if,  when  pressure  was  put  on  them,  ftey 
were  able  to  say  that  the  words  of  the 
Act  required  that  facilities  should  be 
provided.  That,  he  believed,  was  the 
intention  of  the  Grovemment,  and  it  Was 
also  the  course  which  the  local  authoritioa 
woiUd  almost  in  every  case  pursue. 

♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan)  said 
he  regretted  that  on  the  present  oc- 
casion he  must  separate  himself  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Blackpool.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  Amendment 
was  really  not  the  right  of  entry,  but  the 
right  of  construction,  which  was  a  veir 
different  thing.  Construction  must  cost 
money,  but  his  hon.  friend  had  iH)t 
explained  from  what  fimd  that  cost  was 
to  be  defrayed.  He  had  a  shrewd  sus- 
picion, however,  on  reading  the  AmeDd- 
ment  and  the  Bill  together,  that  the 
fund  would  be  the  local  rate.  Thus,  at 
a  time  when  the  passive  resister  had 
betaken  himself  to  wholesome  slumber, 
they  would  be  adopting  a  course  which 
would  again  arouse  him  to  action.  Such 
a  step,  he  thought,  would  be  a  mistake. 
He  was  very  much  struck  by  irtiat 
the  Under-Secretary  had  said  as  to  the 
sentiment  of  peace  which  now  prcvaiW 
in  his  constituency.    He  knew  somethinf 
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of  that  district,  because  many  years  ago 
he  was  the  representative  of  that  division 
of  the  West  Riding,  and  he  knew  the 
iatensity  of  the  Nonconformist  feeling 
in  that  most  beautiful  valley.  It  was 
a  matter  of  great  consolation  to  him  to 
hear  of  the  improved  condition  of 
feeling  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
described  in  such  graphic  terms.  He 
desired  most  anxiously  that  this  Bill 
should  become  law.  He  believed  that  if 
it  did  become  law  it  would,  duly  amended, 
mean  moderation  where  there  had 
hitherto  been  extravagance,  peace  where 
there  had  been  warfare,  and  co-operation 
where  there  had  been  constant  an- 
tagonism. 

♦Mr.  NAPIER  said  he  wished  to  make 
cue  observation  in  the  hope  that  it  would 
calm  the  fears  of  hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  was  certain  they  were  anxious  that 
those  fears  should  be  calmed.  He  as- 
sumed that  the  calculation  was  right  that 
there  were  900  schools  in  the  country 
which  bad  only  a  single  room  available  for 
teaching,  and  that  even  according 
to  the  calculation  of  hon.  Grentlemeu 
opposite  only  about  three  county  councils 
might  be  recalcitrant.  There  were  about 
sixty  county  councils  altogether  in 
England.  That  meant  that  one-twentieth 
might  conceivably  have  intentions  hostile 
to  the  Act,  and  might  endeavour,  so  far  as 
they  could,  to  refuse  facilities.  If  it  was 
assumed  that  the  single-rpom  schools 
were  spread  tolerably  equally  over  the 
whole  country,  that  would  bring  the  House 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  were  forty- 
five  single-room  schools  in  the  possibly 
recalcitrant  counties.  How  wouldljthe 
position  stand  in  relation  to  them  ?  There 
might  be  partition^  in  some  of  these  school- 
rooms, and,  if  not,  partitions  could  be  put 
up.  If  the  Government  accepted^|the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Member  for  East  Worcestershire,  as 
they  had  expressed  their  intention  of 
doing,  the  Board  of  Education  would  be 
able  to  compel  the  coimty  coimcils  to 
put  up  partitions  in  all  the  single-room 
schools,  so  that  the  whole  difficulty 
would  be  reduced  to  nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  RAWLINSON  said  that  this  Amend- 
ment, if  it  stood  alone,  would  not  be  of 
serious  importance.    He  wished  to  point 


out  that,  as  the  Bill  stood  now,  there  was 
no  sort  of  obligation  on  the  local  educa- 
tion authority  to  carry  out  what  was 
intended  in  this  matter.    He  concurred 
with  tbe  hon.  Member  for  North-West 
Norfolk  in  deprecating  suspicions  on  one 
side  or  the  other.     But  lawyers  knew  that 
nothing  was  more  liable  to  lead  to  un- 
pleasantness and  litigation  than  for  one 
party  to  an  agreement  to  say  to  the  other 
party :     "  Do  not  be  suspicious  of  me, 
do  not  put  it  down  in  black  and  white, 
and  I  will  not  be  suspicious  of  you." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would  not 
have  attained  his  present  position  if  he 
had   conducted   his   business   on   those 
lines.     The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Education  had  referred  to 
the  position  in  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire.    There  were  pretty  keen  business 
men  in  that  part  of  the  country,  and  if 
one  or  two  passive  resisters  had  said  that 
they  were  quite  content  with  what  the 
Government  proposed,  it  might  be  taken 
that  they  knew  how  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment would  work.     If  he  might  give 
the  local  authority  a   bit  of  gratuitous 
legal  advice  he  would  advise  them  that 
they  would  be  perfectly  safe  in  signing 
this  document,  for  he  believed  that  there 
was  absolutely  no  remedy  against  them 
in  case  they  did  not  fulfil  their  side  of  the 
bargain.     It  was  not  a  question  of  sus- 
picion or  of  personal  trust  of  the  President 
of   the    Board    of    Education.     It   was 
better  to  have  these  things  in  black  and 
white  so  that  no  dispute  could  afterwards 
arise.     If  the  Government  really  meant  to 
make  the  providing  of  accommodation, 
so  far  as  practicable,  obligatory,  some 
general  words  should  be  put  into  this 
Bill  as  had  been  done  in  the    Children 
Bill  this  year.     Once  the  duty  was  put 
on  the  local  education  authorities  iuitliat 
way,  there  would  be  a  remedy  against 
those    who    might    be    recalcitrant.    If 
the  course  he  suggested  were  followed, 
local    education    authorities    would    be 
able  to  hold  the  balance  evenly  as  be- 
tween   Nonconformists    and  denomina- 
tionalists.    Unless:  the  Government  saw 
their  way  to  meet  this  point,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Committee  were  being 
asked,  so  to  speak,  to  sign  a  document 
which  involved  confidence  on  the  other 
side  in  regard  to  a  matter  which  should 
be  put  clearly  in  black  and  white. 
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Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Faber,  Capt.  W.  V.  (Hante,  W. 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 


NOES. 

Gardner,  Ernest 

€rOOch,Henry  Cubitt(Peckham) 

Goulding,  Edward  AJfred 

Gretton,  John 

Guinness,  Hn.  R.  (Haggerston) 

Harris,  fSrederick  Leverton 

Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 

Helmsley,  Viscount 

Hill,  Sir  Clement 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 

Houston,  Robert  Paterson 

Hunt,  Rowland 

Joynson-Hicks,  William 

Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 

Kerry,  Earl  of 

Kimber,  Sir  Henry 

King,Sir  Henry  Seymour  (Hull) 

Lane-Foz,  G.  R. 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Dulwich) 

Lockwood,Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.  A.R. 

Long,Col. Charles  W.(  Evesham) 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 

MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 

Macpherson,  J.  T. 

M* Arthur,  Charles 


M*Kean,  John 

Middlemore,  John  Throgmorton 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 
Nield,  Herbert 
Percy,  Earl 
RatcHflf,  Major  R.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  Frederick  Peel 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renwick,  George 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Sheffield,Sir  BerkeleyGeorge  D 
Smith.  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Srand) 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd  Univ) 
Walker.  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Winterton,  Earl 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Younger,  George 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Mr. 
Ashley  and  Mr.  F.  E.  Smith. 


And,  it  being  after  hall-past  Seven  of 
the  Clock,  the  Chairman  proceeded,  in 
puraance  of  &e  Order  of  the  House  of 


27th  November,  successively  to  put 
forthwith  the  Questions  necessary  to 
dispose  of  the  Amendments    moved  by 
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the  Government  of  which  notice  had 
been  given  snd  the  Question  necessary 
to  dispose  of  the  Business  to  be  concluded 
at  half-past  Seven  of  the  Clock  this  day. 

Amendments  proposed — 

"  In  page  2>  Une  27.  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  available  any,'  and  to  insert  the  word  '  iuit- 
able.'  " 

"  la  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
'  which  can,'  and  to  insert  the  words  '  available 
imlegs  they  eatisfy  the  Board  of  Education 
that  accommodation  cannot.'  " 

"  In  page  2,  line  2B.  at  end.  to  insert  the  words 
'  without  making  Btructural  alterations  or 
Additions  to  the  Bchoolhouse.'  " — {Mr.  Sunei-  . 


Amendments  agreed  to. 

Atnendmeat  proposed — 

"  In  pag«  2,  line  31,  after  the  » 
'  and,'  to  insert  the  words  '  aoeh  i  _ . 
shall  be  entered  on  the  time'table  and  tW 
children  reoeiving  it  shall  be  mbjert  t4>  tk* 
ordinary  discipline  of  the  school  in  tha  bsb* 
manner  as  when  receiving  any  other  inMiuc- 
tion.'  " — {Mr.  Butieiman.) 


'That  the  Amendniwit 


Question  put, 
>e  made." 


The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  3Si ; 
Noes,  66.    (Division  List  No.  438.) 


AcUnd,  Francis  Dyke 
AcUnd-Hood,Rt.HnSirAIex.F 
Agnew,  George  William 
Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 
AnsoD,  Sir  William  Reyoell 
Arknright,  John  Stanhope 
Ashley,  W.  W. 
Asbton,  Thomas  Gair 
Aaijuith,  Rt.Un.  Herbert  Henij 
Aubrey-Fletcher,  Rt.Hn  Sir  H. 
Baker.  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury.E.) 
Balcarres.  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stinley 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,  Godfrey  (lale  of  Wight) 
Bariag,Capt.Hn.G  (Winchester 
B^ker,  Sir  John 
Barlow.  Percy  (Bedfonl) 
Beach,Hn.  Michael  Hugh  Hicks 


Cleland,  J.  W. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Tboe.  H.  A.  E. 
Collins,  Stephen  (lAmbetb) 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
CoTbett,CH  (SuBsei,B.Orinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Courthope.  G.  Loyd 
Cowan.  W.  H. 
Coi,  HaroM 

Craig.Charlee  rurtiB(  Antrim  A) 
Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 
Craig, Captain  Jaiaes(Dowii,E.) 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Cross,  Alexander 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Daliiel.  Sir  Jamei  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  M.Vaughan-( Cardigan) 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies,Sir  W.  Howell(  Briitol,S) 
Dickinson.  W.H.(St.PanciM,N 
Dickson -Poynder.  Sir  John  P. 
Dixon- Hartland  .Sir  Fred  Dixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hoa  A.  Akers. 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Du  CrOB,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,  J.  H.  {York,  Otley) 
Duncan  .Robert  (LAnark,Qovaii 
DunncHaior  E.Hartiii(  Walsall 
Edwards,  Sir  Franoit  (R*dnor) 
EUis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Brskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett.  R.  Laoey 
Faber,  George  Denison  (Tork) 
Faber, Capt.  W.  V.  (Hants,  W.) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.George 
Fell,  Arthur 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 

Foeter.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  FVeemaa 
Fuller.  John  Hichael  F. 
Gardner.  Emest 
GUdBionr.Rt.  HnHerbert  John 
Glen.Coat8.SirT.(Ren(rew,W,) 
Glendinning.  R.  G. 
Oooch.  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Oooch. Henry  <'ubitt(Peokhani) 
Gonlding,  Edward  Alfred 


Gnat,  Corrie 

Otetton,  John 

Grey,  Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Guinness,  Ho.  R.  <HaMi,i»>i»> 

Guinness,  W.  E. (Bai78.Bd».> 

Onlland,JohnW. 

Hall,  Frederick 

Hacconrt.Dt.Hn.L.(It  n»»f  ijah 

Harconrt,  Robert  V.(lIaBt(«M> 

Hardy,  George  A  (SuAolk) 

Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Wiwc'r.i 

Harms  worth,  B  L.(Caitfan'a»-^ 

Harrison- Bniadley,  H.  & 

Hart-Daviaa.  T. 

Harwood,  George 

Haworth.  Arthur  A. 

Helme,  Norval  WatMa 

Helmaley,  Viseomit 

Henry,  Charles  8. 

Herbert,  CoL  Sir  IvDrfll 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wj 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

HiU,  Sir  Clement 

Hills,  J.  W. 

Hobart,  Sir  Robatt 

Hobhouae,  Charlea  E.  B- 

Hooper,  A.  O. 

Hope  James  Jit  1 1 1  si^Bfc  I  ■■«> 

Hope,W.Bat«ma^aoaMMUr> 

Honiinuui,  fioftslie  JdAb 

Hmidge,  Tbouae  Oanber 

Houston,  Dobert  htwM* 

Howard,  Hon.  Oeobvjr 

niingworth,  hiey  H. 

Isaaoa,  Rufns  Daniel 

jBcksoa,R.S. 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson.  W.  ( Nsnaatoa) 


Laidlaw,  Robert 

I^mbeR.  George 

I^mbton.  Ho«L  Awlanrk  W«. 

IauodI,  N'onoao 

Lane-Foi.  G.  R. 

Law,  Aadnw  Bomm  (1 
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Layland-Bftrratt,  Sir  Francis 
Lee,Arthar$[.(Hfkats,Fareham) 
Lehmann,  D.  C. 
Levy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lockwood,  Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. 
Long.CoI.  Charles  W.(Eve8ham 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Lynch,  H.  B. 

Lyttelton  Rt.  Hon,  Alfred 
MacCaw,  William  J.  MacGeagh 
Macdonald,  J.M.  (FalkirkB'ghs) 
Maotarness,  Frederic  G. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M' Arthur,  Charles 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M'Crae,  Sir  George 
M*Laren,Dt.Hn.SirC;B.(Leices) 
McLaren,  H.  D.(Staflford,  W.) 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Magnus,  Sir  Philip 
Mallet,  Charles  £. 
Mamham,  F.  J. 
Mason,  A.  E.  W.  (Coventry) 
Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G. 
Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Molteno,  Pfercy  Alport 
Montgomery,  H.  G. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Murray,  Capt.Hn  AC.(Kincard) 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  S.) 
Myer,  Horatio 
Napier,  T.  B. 

Newnes,  F.  (Notts,  Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson.CharlesN.  (Doncast'r 
Nicholson,  Wm.  G.(Peter8field) 
Nield,  Herbert 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nassey,  Thomas  Willans 
Nuttall,  Harry 


O'Donotfll,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
Parkea,  Ebenezer 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Poarce,  William  (Limehouse) 
Philipps.^'^/Ol.Ivor  (S'thampton 
Philipps,Owen  C .  (Pembroke) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Pollard,  Dr. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Price,  C.  E.  (EdinVgh,  Central) 
Price,Sir  Robert  J.(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley,  W.E.B,(Bradford,E.) 
Rainy,  A.  Rolland 
Ratcliff,  Major  D.  F. 
Rawlinson,  John  FrederickPeel 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro' 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
Renwick,  George 
Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Rogers,  F.  E.  Newman 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Samuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 
St hwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Schwann,  Sir  C.E.  (Manchester) 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Ma'rylebone,  W.) 
Shaw,SirC;harles£dw.(Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hn.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 
ShefileId,Sir  Berkeley  GreorgeD. 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith,  Abel|H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanier,  Beville 
Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 
Stanley,Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Hn.  A.  Lyulph  (Chesh.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 


,  Steadman,  W.  C. 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester ) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.  J.G.(Oxf 'd  Univ 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir  Edward  (Salisbury 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire' 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,  J.W.H.(Somer8et,E 
Thomson,  W.MitcheU-(Lanark> 
Thome,  G.  R.  (Wolverhampton 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey,  F.  W. 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walker,  Col.W.H.  (Lancashire) 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Joseph 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
White,  J.  Dundas(Dumbart'nslu 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whittaker,  Rt.Hn.Sif  Thos.  P. 
Wiles,  Thomas 

Williams,  Llewelyn(Carmarth'n 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  J-  W.  (Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson.  P.W.  (St.  Pancras,S.) 
Wood,  T.  M*Kinnon 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  George 

Tbllbbs  fob  the  Ayes — ^Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  of 
Elibank. 


NOES. 


Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 

Atherley- Jones,  L. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace,  William 

Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Clough,  William 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Collings,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  ( Birmingh'm ) 

ColliRs,Sir  Wm.  J.(S.Pancras,W 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Crooks,  William 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Duncan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Furness 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Edwards,  £t.och  (Hanley) 

E«i»lemont.  Creorge  Bimie 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Fullerton.  Hugh 

Gill,  A.  H. 


Glover,  Thomas 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  W.  £.(Derbyshire,N.£. 
Hodge,  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Jones,Sir  D.  Brynmor(Swan8ea 
Kekewich,  Sir  George  . 
Lamb,  EdmimdG.  (Leominster 
Lea,  Hugh  Cecil  (8t.Pancra8,E. 
Louffh,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 
Marks,  G.Croydon(LaunceBton) 


Middlemore,  John  ThrogmortoA 
Money,  L.  G.  Chiozza 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmartheny 
Pickersgill,  Edward  Hare  |ir 
Richards,  T.  F.(Wolverh'mpt'n 
Ridsdale,  £.  A. 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 
Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 
Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool^ 
Scott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne- 
Seddon,  J. 

Shackleton,  David  James 
Snowden,  P. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 
Thomas,  David  Alfred(Merthyr 
Vivian,  Henry 
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"Walsh,  Stephen 
"Wilkie,  Alexander 
liVilliams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 


Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhon^ton) 
Yozall,  James  Henty 


TsLuns  vom 
Hntton  and  Dr^ 


Question  put,   "That  the  Clause,   as  i     The  Committee  divided: — ^Ajes,  2?S; 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill."  I  Noes,  66.    (Divisioii  List  No.  429.) 


Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Adkins,  W.  Ryland  D. 
Agnew,  George  William 
Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Ashley,  W.  W. 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Aiquith,  Rt.Hn.Herbert  Henry 
Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury,E.) 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Stanley 
Balfour,Rt  Hn.  A.J.(CityLond.) 
Balfour,  Robert  (Lanark) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  (Jeorge 
Baring.  (Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Baring,Capt.Hn.G  (Winchester 
Barker,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Beach,Hn.Michael  Hugh  Hicks 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bell,  Richard 

Benn,Sir  J.  Williams(Devonp*rt 
Benn,W.(T  W  Hamlet«,S.Geo. 
Bennett,  £.  N. 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
Bowles,  G.  Stewart 
Bramsdon,  T.  A. 
Branch,  James 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Brigg,  John 
Bright,  J.  A. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 
Brunner,  J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,RtHnSir  J.T(Che8hire 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Bums,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Butcher,  Samuel  Henry 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Cameron,  Robert 
Oarlile,  E.  Hildred 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Ohamberlahi,Rt  Hn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chance.  Frederick  William 
Cleland.  J.  W. 
Ciough,  William 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thoe.  H.  A.  E. 
Collins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Corbett,  C  H(Su88ex,E.Grin8t'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 
Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 
Courthope,  O.  Loyd 
•Cowan,  W.  H. 
'€raig,Charle8  Curtis(Antnm,  S. 


AYES. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemonth) 
Craig,Captain  James(Down,E.) 
Cross,  Alexander 
Crossley,  William  J. 
Dalziel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan-  (Cardigan 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 
Davies.Sir  W.Howell  (BristoKS 
Dickinson.  W.  H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Duckworth,  Sir  James 
Du  Cros,  Arthur  Philip 
Duncan,  J.  H.  (York,  Otley) 
Duncan,  Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Dunne.Major  E.Martin(Walsall 
Ellis,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Edward 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fell,  Arthur 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gladstone,Rt  Hn.Herbert  John 
Glen-Coats,  Sir  T.  (Renfrew, W. 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Goddiird,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
€k>och,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
€rooch,Henry  Cubitt(Peckham) 
Grant,  Corrie 
Gretton,  John 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Guinness,  Hon.  R.(Hagger8ton) 
Guinness,  W.  E,  (Bury  S.Edm.) 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Harcourt,Rt  .Hn.L.(  Roesendale 
Harcourt,  Robert  V.(Montroee) 
Hardy,  George  A.  (Su£Folk) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r) 
Harmsworth,  R.L.(Caithn'ss-sh 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hart- Davies,  T. 
Harvey,  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harwood,  George 
Haworth,  Arthur  A. 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Men., 8.) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hill.  Sir  Clement 
Hills,  J.  W. 
Hobart,  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse,  Charles  E.  H. 
Hooper,  A.  G. 
Hope,W.  Bateman(8omerBet,N 


Houston,  Robert 

Howard,  Hon.  Geoflrcy 

Dlingworth.  Pttroy  H. 

Isaacs,  Rufua  Daniel 

Jackson,  B.  8. 

Jardine,  Sir  J. 

Johnson,  W.  (Nimafttool 

Jonet,Sir  D. 

Jones,  William(< 

Kearley,  Sir  Hudscxi  S. 

Kennaway,Rt  .Hoa.Sir  Jobm  H. 

Kmg,  Alfred  John  (Kaotirfoi^t 

Kinff,8ir  Henry  8eyiiioar(HmO) 

Lai<Uaw,  Robert 

Lambert,  George 

Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm 

Lamont,  Nonnaa 

Lane-Fox,  O.  R. 

Law,  Andrew  BoA&r  (Dvlvirii 

Layland-Barratt,  Sir 

Lee,Arthar  H.(HantsJ 

Lehmann,  R.  C. 

Levy,  Sir  Blaorire 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Uoyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  DavJ 

Lockwood,  Rt.Hn.Lt.-<'ol.A.B. 

Lonsdale,  John  Brownlv« 

Lowe,  Sir  Francis  WiUtaflt 

Ljrell.  Charles  Hetiry 

Xyttelton.  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

>UcCaw.  WiUiara  J. 

Macdonakl.  J.M.(  Falkirk  B' 

Mackaraess,  Frederic  i\ 

Maclean,  Donaki 

Macnamara,  Dr.  ThooM*  J. 

M^Arthur,  Charles 

M  C^um.  John  IC 

M'CYae.  Sir  George 

M*Laren,Rt.  Hn.SirC.  &i 

M  Laren,  H.  D.  (StAfford.  « 

Magnus,  Sir  Philip 

MaUet,  CharW  E. 

Marks,G.Cro3rdaii  <  Lauan 

Mamham,  F.  J. 

Mason,  A  E.  W.  (Covratfy 

Massie,  J. 

Mensiee,  Waher 

Micklem,  Nathaniel 

Molteno,  Perry  Alport 

Montgontery,  H.  G. 

Morpeth,  Viscotmt 

Morse,  L.  L. 

Morton,  Alphen*  C 

Murray, C«pt.HB  A.C.I 

Murray.  Jamee  (AhevdMB*  K 

Myer,  Horatio 

Napter,  T.  Be 

Newnes,  F.  (Xotta^B^— »h» 

Nicholsaii.(lia»fas  N.( 

NkhoboiuWm.  a  (1 

NieU,  Herbert 

NortiMi,  OspC  Osea  Wi 
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HjtBaenr^  Thomas  Willans 

ifnttalU  Harry 

PaoU  Herbert 

Pterce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Pterce,  William  (Limehoose) 

Pfercy,  Earl 

Philippe»Col.Ivor  (S'thamptoi^) 

Phitipps,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

PoUard»  Dr. 

Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Price,  C.£L(Edinburgh,Central) 

Priestley,  W.E.B.  (Bradf  rd,E.) 

Bainy,  A.  Rolland 

Bea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Bea,  Walter  Russell  (Scarboro* 

Bees,  J.  D. 

Bemnant,  James  Farquharson 

Bcndall,  Athelstan 

Ridsdale,  £.  A. 

Boberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Bobinson,  S. 

Bobson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Bonaldshay,  Earl  of 

Boee,  Charles  Day 

Bonciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 

&unuel,  S.  M.  (Whitechapel) 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Schwann,  Sir  C.E.( Manchester) 

Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

8haw3ir  Charlea£dw.(Stafford 

Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  (Hawick,  B.) 


Sheffield,SirBerkeley  C^rgeD. 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Siloock,  Thomas  Ball 
Simon,  John  Allsebrook 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Smith,  Abel  H.  (Hertford,Ea8t) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanier,  Beville 
Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.  W.) 
Stanley,  Hon.Arthur(0rm8kirk 
Stanley,  Hn.A.L3rulph  (Chesh.) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliflfe) 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
ThonMMSon,  Franklin 
Thomp8Qn,J.  W.H(Somerset,  E 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-  (Lanark) 
Thome,G.R.  (Wolverhampton) 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 


Valentia,  Viscount 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walker,  H  De  R.  (Leicester) 
Walters,  John  Tudor 
Walton,  Joseph 
Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid> 
Wardle,  George  J. 
Waring,  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,Rt.  Hn.  £.  ( Clackmannan^ 
Wason,John  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 
Watt,  Henry  A. 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  Dundas(  Dumbart*nsh. 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whittaker,Rt  Hn.SirThoma8P. 
Williams,  Llewelyn  (Carmar*n) 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  J.W.  (Worcestersh.  N.) 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.B.  Stuart- 
Younger,  Greorge 

Tellers  fob  the  Arss^-Mr. 
Joseph  Pease  and  Master  of 
Elibank. 


NOES. 


Allan,  Charles  P.  (Strond) 

Kack,  Arthur  W. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace,  William 

rKunning,  Sir  Francis  Allston 

Clynee,  J.  R. 

GollniffB,Rt.Hn.  J.(Birm*gham) 
Oo^T&ir  Clifford  John 
Craik,  Sir  Henry 
Oooks,  William 
Corran,  Peter  Francis 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Dancan,  C.  (Barrow-in-Fumess 
Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Follerton,  Hugh 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gill,  A.  H. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Greenwood,  G.  (Peterborough) 
Hall,  Frederick 
Haniie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Harvey,  W.E.  (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 


Hazel,  Dr.  A.  E. 
Hodge,  John 
Hudson,  Walter 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Al^d 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Joynson-Hioks,  William 
Kekewich,  Sir  Cioorge 
Lamb,Edmund  G.  (Leominster) 
Lea,  Hugh  Cecil  (St. Pancras,  E. 
Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
Maddison,  Frederick 
Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 
Moneys  L.  G.  Chiozza 
Morgan^  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
O'Donnell,  C.  J.  (Walworth) 
O'Grady,  J. 

Pickersgill,  Edward  H^are 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
RatclifiF,  Major  R.  F. 
Renwick,  George 
Richards,  T.F.(Wolverh*mpt'n) 
Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 


Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool)^ 

Scott,  A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyne 

Seddon,  J. 

Shaokleton,  David  James 

Snowden,  P. 

Stewart,  Halley  (Greenock) 

Summerbell,  T. 

Taylor,  John  W.  (Durham) 

Thoma8,David  Alfred  (Merthyr 

Walker,  Col.W.H.  (Lancaahire> 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Wilkie,  Alexander 

Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 

Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughton) 

Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes — ^Mr.. 
Hutton  and  Mr.  Clement 
Edwardsr 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chainnan  do  report  Progress ;  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again" — (Mr.  Rundman) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  , Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-monow. 


ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    (ENGLAN3> 
AND  WALES)  [GRANTS]. 

Resolution  reported,  *'That  it  is  ex- 
pedient  to  authorise  the  payment  of 
Parliamentary  Grants  to  associations- 
of  schools  in  respect  of  every  public 
elementary    school    belonging    to    suck 
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associations,  and  of  a  Parliamentary 
Grant  in  respect  of  instruction  given 
in  special  subjects  at  centres,  in.  pui- 
Buance  of  anj  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  make  further  provision  with  respect 
to  Elementary  Education  in  England 
and  Wales." 


Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

•Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion had  asked  him  to  move  the  Report 
of  this  Resolution,  hecause  under  the 
rules  of  the  House  he  would  not  he 
able  to  speak  twice,  and  he  wished  to 
hear  the  criticisms  which  might  be 
desired  to  'be  made  hy  the  other  side 
before  he  answered  at  a  later  stage  of 
the  proceedings.  At  this  stage,  there 
was,  he  thought,  no  need  for  him  to 
go  at  any  length  into  the  position  of 
the  Grovemment.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  what  the  Government 
proposed  and  desired  was  that  con- 
tracted-out denominational  schools  should 
'be  given  a  reasonable  chance  of  existence, 
leaving,  however,  a  substantial  burden 
to  he  borne  by  the  denomination. 
He  thought  the  main  part  of  the  House 
was  on  common  ground,  at  any  rate  in 
theory,  with  regard  to  these  schools. 
They  all  agreed  that  it  was  educationally 
disadvantageous  to  have  any  large  num- 
ber of  contracted-out  schools.  Therefore, 
they  did  not  want  to  encountge  needlessly 
contracting-out.  They  were  ala©  aWaie 
that  there  was,  in  certain  clatRns  of  the 
community,  a  conscientious  dislike  to 
the  terms  under  which  most  of  the 
schools  were  asked  to  accept  a  national 
settlement,  and,  therefore,  it  w^s  not 
desired  to  make  contracting-out  im- 
possible. Since  this  discussion  had 
started,  a  certain  number  of  Members 
of  the  House  and  of  people  outside  the 
House  had  been  practically,  if  not 
actually,  asking  the  Government  to 
make  the  grants  equivalent  to  the 
present  rates.  So  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  that,  or  anything 
like  thac,  was  impossible,  becaiise  where 
then  would  be  the  national  settlement — 
iXn  Hon.  Member  :  Where  is  it  now  ?] 
— if  all  the  thousands  of  contracted-out 
schools  were  to  have  an  easy  opportunity^ 
of  standing  out  of  a  national  system  T 
The  view  of  the  Government  was  that 


there  must  be  a  real  and  substantial 
burden  on  the  schools  which  stood  out. 
but  that  there  must  not  be  required  of 
them  any  ruinous  sacrifice. 

Mr.    WILLIAM   REDMOND    (CUre, 
E.) :    Semi-starvation. 


•Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  his  right  hon. 
friend  had  had  figures  put  before  him 
by  the  representatives  of  various  de- 
nominations, but  he  did  not  beheyit 
that  any  denomination  had  proved  that 
the  figures  of  the  Government  would 
not  meet  both  those  requirements.  His 
right  hon.  friend  invited  criticism,  but 
the  more  he  examined  the  figures  pm 
forward  by  the  Government,  and  when 
he  considered  the  pooling  arrangements 
of  the  grants  according  to  the  size  of 
the  schools,  the  more  satisfied  his  n^ 
hon.  friend  was  that  the  Gro^wmneEt 
estimate  was  about  right — ^name^,  that 
something  like  85  per  cent,  of  the  maia- 
tenance  of  the  schools  would  be  provided 
by  the  Government  grants,  and  that 
something  like  15  per  cent,  would  remab 
to  be  found  by  the  denomioatiaos.  B 
those  figures  were  correct,  i*  was  for  the 
House  to  decide,  after  diseTiamon,  whether 
that  was  taa  mmtk  tor  ask  tlie  Ghurcbei 
wlio  slaacb  00*-  ci  tiie  national  settleninit 
to  pay  for  the  sake  of  privately  ood- 
trolling  the  «dh0ols  and  of  the  private 
patronage  it  brought.  He  b^^ed  to 
move. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:     Before  the 

hon.  Gentleman  sits  down,  can  he  teH 
us  how  the  negotiations  now  stand  with 
the  j^chbishop  of  Canterbury  ? 

Mr.  TRBYELYAN:  My  rig^t  hoiL 
friend  will  say  something  alMNit  that, 
but  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  aay  any- 
thing about  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution." 


Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford^ 
said  that  apparently  the  hon.  Gentleman 
believed  that  nothing  could  be  a  national 
settlement  unless  it  inflicted  some  sacri* 
fice  upon  a  large  minority.  He  had  rixa 
'^r  the  purpose  of  entering  a  protev^t 
against    the    extraordinary    position    ia 
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which  the  Hou83  was  placed  at  that 
moment.  When  the  other  night  they 
were  trying  to  discuss,  indirectly  at  any 
rate,  the  first  Schedule  to  this  Bill  and  the 
amount  of  the  grant  to  be  provided,  they 
were  told  that  the  Government  were  still 
considering  this  question  and  had  asked 
for  figures  from  various  denominations, 
that  they  had  received  some  of  these 
figures  and  were  making  elaborate  cal- 
culations with  regard  to  them,  and  that 
when  those  calculations  were  completed, 
the  Government  would  to-day  on  this 
Motion  through  the  lips  of  the  Prime 
Minister  make  a  statement  as  to  what 
the  financial  arrangement  was  to  be. 
Yet,  in  the  face  of  that  pledge,  they  are 
now  asked  to  commence  a  discussion 
upon  the  financial  basis  of  the  Bill  without 
any  financial  statement  whatever  being 
made,  without  knowing  whether  they  were 
discussing  the  first  Schedule  or  not 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  can  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  at  once.  It  is  the  first 
Schedule  of  the  Bill  and  I  take  it  that  is 
the  one  we  are  now  discussing. 

Mb.'JOHN  REDMOND  asked  whether 
he    was    to  take  it  from  that  that  the 
negotiations     had      led      to      nothing. 
Was      he     to    understand     from     that 
that     the     Government     stood    or    fell 
by  the  Schedule  and   by  the    Schedule 
alone,    or  was    he  to   understand   that 
the    Schedule   was    to    be  increased   or 
enlarged  1     They  were  entitled  to  some 
better    treatment   than   that.     He  sub- 
mitted   that  that  was  trifling  with  the 
House.     He  ought  to  be  informed  whether 
the  first  Schedule  contained  the  whole 
financial  programme  of  the  Government, 
or   whether  the  Government  were  still 
considering  whether  that  Schedule  should 
be    enlarged,    whether    they    were    still 
negotiating  on  the  question  as  to  whether 
it   should    be   enlarged   or  not.    If  the 
matter  was  still  in  suspense,  he  honestly 
thought    the    discussion    should  be  ad- 
journed.    If  the  Government  were  ne- 
gotiating to  see  how  much  further  they 
could  go  to  satisfy  those  who  were  asking 
for  more,  ought  the  discussion  to  go  on  ? 
Through    long  years  he  had   witnessed 
a  series  of  new  rules  of  procedure  in  the 
House  which,  he  agreed  with  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,- had  gradually  reduced 
the  House  to  a  position  almost  of  con- 


tempt, but  he  did  not  know  of  any 
instance  in  the  past  of  such  utter  contempt 
of  the  House  of  Commons  as  that  of 
asking  them  solemnly  to  undertake  the 
discussion  of  the  financial  basis  of  this 
Bill  when  the  Grovemment  would  neither 
tell  them  whether  they  were  negotiating 
and  endeavouring  to  enlarge  that  basis, 
nor  on  the  other  hand,  whether  they  were 
going  to  stand  by  that  basis.  What  were 
they  going  to  discuss  ?  Were  they  going 
to  discuss  this  49s.  6d.  per  child  ?  What 
was  the  use  of  discussing  it  if  they  were 
at  that  very  moment  engaged  in  discussion 
and  negotiation  to  see  whether  they 
could  not  go  further  to  meet  the  further 
claims  which  had  been  made  ?  He 
thought  the  House  of  Commons  was 
being  treated  badly  in  the  matter,  and 
speaking  for  those  whom  Irish  Members 
represented,  he  thought  they  had  grave 
reason  to  complain.  They  were  told 
their  figures  were  disputed.  They  were 
asked  to  submit  them  for  examination. 
Their  figures  had  been  submitted  to 
examination.  The  most  full  and  detailed 
statistics  had  been  collected — not  from 
Blue-books  or  general  averages;  he 
doubted  if  the  Church  of  England  had 
done  the  same — ^but  statistics  drawn  from 
every  individual  Catholic  school  in 
England.  They  had  been  examined  now 
for  many  days,  and  would  it  be  believed 
that  at  that  moment  when  they  were 
asked  to  undertake  this  discussion,  they 
had  received  from  those  to  whom  they 
had  submitted  the  figures  no  statement  of 
any  sort  or  kind  as  to  whether  their 
figures  were  correct  or  incorrect,  or  as  to 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
experts  upon  them?  He  thought  they 
had  grave  reason  to  complain.  Up  to 
this  moment  they  had  heard  nothing 
whatever  from  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  figures,  and  he  drew  from 
that  fact  this  conclusion  :  that  the  experts 
of  the  Grovemment  and  the  Education 
Office  had  found  it  impossible  substan- 
tially to  differ  from  their  figures.  Now 
he  would,  in  a  few  words — ^because  he 
did  not  want  to  make  a  long  speech — deal 
with  the  various  general  aspects  of  the 
question  at  the  moment.  He  felt  it  was 
almost  useless  to  do  so  when  they  did  not 
know  what  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  or  what  their  proposals  were, 
but  he  felt  it  his  duty  the  moment  this 
financial  aspect  of  the  question  came  up. 
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to  put  their  case  with  jreferepce  to  these 
Schedules.  Now  the  figures  they  had 
proposed  were  drawn  from  each  individual 
school  in  the  country,  and  they  went  to 
show  that  the  total  expenditure  on  the 
Catholic  schools  of  England  and  Wales 
at  this  moment  was  £830,000  a  year. 
Taking  the  proposed  grant  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  schedule  at  50s.  per  child — 
that  was  something  more  than  the  amoimt 
of  the  grant — ^it  would  amount  to  £712,000, 
leaving  a  deficit  of  £120,000  for  the 
Catholic  schools  of  England  and  Wales. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
spoke  the  other  day  of  their  having 
claimed  a  deficit  of  £300,000  upon  their 
schools.  No  responsible  person  made 
any  such  statement.  Was  it  made  by 
anyone  on  these  benches  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  No,  I  did  not  say 
it  was  made  by  anyone  in  the  House. 
I  said  the  statements  were  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholic  authorities 
and  I  quoted  the  statement. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  3y  whom 
was  it  made  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  It  was  made  by 
one  of  the  dignata^es  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :   May  I  ask 

the  name  ?  I  utterly  deny  it  was  ever 
made  by  any  responsible  person.  It 
might  have  been  made  in  newspapers,  but 
so  far  as  the  responsible  leaders  in  this 
House,  or  responsible  leaders  outside  it 
were  concerned,  no  such  statement  was 
made.  The  statement  made  was  that 
there  would  be  a  deficit  of  £120,000 
for  the  whole  of  England  and  Wales. 
Of  these  figures  they  challenged  con- 
tradiction. He  would  take  by  way 
of  illustration,  first  of  all,  London.  He 
had  the  estimate  of  the  deficit  in  London 
prepared  by  the  diocesan  authority. 
Excluding  the  charge  for  furniture — ^he 
would  deal  with  that  in  a  moment — it 
amounted  to  £34,094-  The  authorities, 
in  order  to  make  sure  that  they  were 
right,  had  these  figures  checked  by  the 
London  County  Council — the  Education 
Authority-^and  he  had  Ihere  the  official 
figures  of  the  London  County  Council. 
The  salaries  alone  ampunte4  tP  £83,$QO, 
or  588.  8d.  per  head  ;1|  wear  and  t^ar, 

Mr.  John  Redmond, 


£1,068  15s.,  or  9d.  per  child ;  cleaning, 
£8,906  5s.,  or  66.  3d.  per  child ;  books, 
£5,225,  or  3s.  8d.  per  child ;  total  main- 
tenance, £15,200,  or  10s.  8d.  per  child. 
Total  cost,  including  salaries  and  main- 
tenance, £98,800  a  year,  or  698.  4d.  per 
head.  The  grant  proposed  in  the 
Schedule  was  £70,705,  or  49s.  8d.  per 
head,  a  deficit  of  £28,085  per  year,  or 
19s.  8d.  per  head. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  Lon- 
don) :    What  is  the  total  per  child  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said  the  total 
of   maintenance   and    salaries  now  was 
£98,800,   or  69s.  4d.  per  child,   in  the 
Catholic  schools.     The  grant  according 
to  the  Schedule  for  salaries  and  mainten- 
ance would  be  £70,705  or  49s.  8d.  per 
child  per  annum,  which  left  a  deficit  of 
£28,085  per  annum,  or  19s.  8d.  per  head. 
Take  the  salaries  alone.     They  amounted 
now  to  £83,600 ;  the  total  given  by  the 
Schedule  for  salaries  was  £70,755;  there- 
fore in  London  alone  there  would  be  i 
deficit  onsalaries,.nottospeak  of  anythinf 
else,  of  £12,825.     The  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  would  notice  that  he  was  not  in- 
cluding in  the  charges  maintenance  or 
any  of   the   matters  mentioned    in   th^ 
White  Paper  to  which  he  took  exceptioiL 
the  other  night  as  not  fairly  to  be  counted 
as   maintenance.    He   was   only    taking 
salaries,    wear  and  tear,   cleaning,   acd 
books.    If    they    included    furniture   r 
raised   the  amournt  very  much.       Hotr 
did    furniture     stand  ?      The      moment 
this    Bill   passed,   the    furniture    woulc 
cease  to  belong  to  the  Catholic  schools 
The  whole  of  it  would  be  taken   awa^ 
from   them   altogether,   or   they    woui<i 
have  to  pay  for  it  either  in  a  lump  sun 
or  have  the  amount  spread  over  a  numWr 
of  years.    These  were  the  County  Counci. 
figures  which  he  was  quoting  now,  nv>t 
the  figures  of  the  diocesan  aatlioTitie>. 
If    they  included  furniture    then    ther 
had  £83,600  for  salaries ;  for   mainter- 
ance,  £15,200 ;  for  furniture,  £4«631  5? . 
or  3s.  3d.  per  hoad ;  and  the  total  cost  of 
maintenaijice,  furniture  and  salaries  wa5 
£103,431  5s. ;  less  the  amount  of  gran*. 
£70,775 ;  leaving  a  deficit  of  £32,656  os., 
or  22s.  lid.   per  child.    That    brougb 
the  checked  figures  of  the  London  Coux::^ 
CouAcil    within    between    £2^000     <a-'^ 
£3,0OP  of  tlie  ^gure  w^iich  w^  prig^iaib 
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[uoted  by  the  diocesan  body.  He 
[noted  these  figures  as  an  illustration 
►f  the  figures  given  by  the  Catholic  body, 
A  a  checked  and  authorised  statement 
d  the  case  in  London,  and  a^  a  proof 
hat  their  total  figure  of  £120,000  a  year 
leficit  over  the  whole  country  wcs  a 
orrect  figure.  But  it  might  be  said 
hat  while  he  was  sure  of  his  figures 
rhich  had  been  checked  as  to  London, 
16  could  not  say  the  same  for  the  rest  of 
he  country.  He  had  the  total  figures 
or  Liverpool,  which  also  had  been  checked 
)7  the  local  education  authority  of  the 
town  council.  They  showed  a  deficit 
n  Liverpool  of  £11,500  a  year  in  the 
-hirty-five  schools.  They  had  got  the 
letails  of  other  places  in  England  and 
^ales.  He  did  not  want  to  quote  them 
ill,  but  he  wished  to  give  two  or  three 
Uostrations  in  order  to  impress  upon 
the  House  the  accurary  of  their  figures, 
irhich  had  been  checked  by  the  local 
sducation  authorities.  If  he  took  smaller 
places,  he  found  that  in  Widnes  there 
iras  a  deficit  of  £1,039  ;  and  in  Warring- 
ton— ^he  quoted  these  small  places  in 
)rder  to  make  his  illustration  complete — 
the  deficit  was  £487.  All  through,  these 
figures,  as  checked  by  the  local  authori- 
ties, went  to  show  that  their  estimate  of 
£120,000  a  year  deficit  over  the  whole 
of  England  on  the  Schedule  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  an  accurate  figure. 
Let  him  deal  with  one  other  matter. 
It  had  been  suggested  to  them  that  by 
th?  system  of  pooling,  as  it  was  called, 
they  would  be  able  to  redress  the  balance, 
and  that  the  great  loss  of  £32,000  in 
London  would  be  made  up  by  the  profit 
on  the  508.  per  child  in  other  parts 
of  England  and  Wales.  They  had  gone 
moat  elaborately  into  those  figures, 
and  the  pooling  would  be  of  absolutely 
no  use  to  them  at  all.  According  to 
the  figures  which  he  had  there  were 
only  two  dioceses  in  England  or  Wales 
where  there  would  be  a  profit,  and  in 
both  the  profit  was  insignificant.  In 
the  diocese  of  Menevia  in  Wales,  he  was 
told  that  there  wjuld  be  a  profit  of  £340  ; 
and  there  would  be  a  profit  in  Newport 
of  £1,440.  He  was  told  that  in  no 
other  diocese  in  England  and  Wales 
would  there  be  any  profit.  Of  what 
use  was  this  pooling ;  of  what  advantage 
was  it  to  Catholics  ?  Where  were  the 
ichools  in  London  to  look  for  the  £32,000 
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a  year  to  enable  them  to  make  up  that 
enormous    deficit  ?     The    pooling    was 
of    absolutely  no    use.     The    Schedule 
as   it    stood,    even   with   this   pooling, 
meant  for  the  Catholic  schools  of  England 
semi-starvation  and  practical  ruin.     What 
would  happen  ?     If  it  were  carried  out, 
well-paid  teachers  would  have  to  be  dis- 
missed and  badly-paid  teachers  put  in  their 
place.     The  small  classes  into  which  these 
schools   had   been   properly   broken   up 
of  recent  years  would  have  to  be  amalga- 
mated.   They  could  not  by  any  possi- 
bility have  efficient  schools  even  if  the 
cost  of  education  remained  as  it  was, 
but  they  all  knew  the  cost  of  education 
was  rising  and  would  rise,  and  in  point 
of  fact  when  he  quoted  the  county  coun- 
cil figures  for  these  schools  in  London 
he   had   understated   the   case,  because 
the- salaries,  £83,600,  giving  58s.  8d.  per 
head    had    since   then    been    raised    2s. 
per    head,     and    the    figures    he     gave 
therefore   were    to   that   extent   under- 
estimates.   They    knew    that    the    cost 
would    increase    rapidly.    This    system 
would  mean  for  their  schools  inefficiency, 
starvation,  and    destruction.    His    col- 
leagues and  he  took  the  strongest  view 
against  the  whole  principle  of  contracting- 
out.    They  were  opposed  to  it  root  and 
branch,  but  he  did  not  think  that  was 
the  right  opportunity  for  him  to  argue 
the  principle  of  contracting-out,  and  he 
wanted  to  confine  himself  simply  to  the 
finance  of  the  Bill,  which  was  ruinous  to 
these  schools.    He  complained  that  their 
figures  which  were  sent  to  be  checked, 
if  they  had  been  checked,  had   not  re- 
ceived the  attention  of  the  Government. 
If  they  had  been  foimd  to  be  correct 
they  ought  to  have  been  told  of  it.    If  they 
had  been  foimd  to  ba  incorrect  they  also 
ought  to  have  been  told  so.      He  com- 
plained of  the  way  they  had  been  dealt 
with  in  this  matter.    He  complained  of  the 
way  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
dealt  with.    He  had,  during  those  few 
moments,  been  discussing  the  Schedule. 
He  felt  bound  on  the  first  opportunity  to 
state  their  cass  and  give  their  figures, 
but  in  a  sense  he  was  beating  [the  air. 
He  was  talking  abaut  a  Schedule  which, 
for    all   he    knew,     did    not    exist,    a 
mere   shadow,   and   they   W3re   entitled 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  the  Govemm3nt  stand  by  its  Schedule. 
If  it  cUd  not,  wh?-':  Ssheduls  did  it  stc^nd 
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by  ?  At  any  rate,  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  speaking  on  the  figures  in 
the  Schedule  and  from  the  statistics  he 
had  quoted,  nothing  could  induce  them 
to  refrain  from  the  most  vehement 
opposition  to  every  stage  of  the  Bill. 


Mr.   LYTTELTON   (St.    George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said  that  from  the  first 
he  had  desired  a  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion, but  he  had  stated,  and  he  trusted 
made  clear,  to  the  House  that  that  desire 
was    subject    to    the    reservation    that 
equitable  treatment  among  other  things 
should    be    shown    to    contracting-out 
schools  and  upon  the  question  of  transfer. 
He  wanted  to  associate  himself  with  the 
lion.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  when 
he  said  that  in  this  matter  it  was  not  fair 
that  the  House  should  be  kept  so  much 
in  the  dark  as  it  had  been  day  after  day, 
and  that  those  who  favoured  the  settle- 
ment of  this  matter  should  be  compelled 
to  cast  their  vote    in  a  state  of    un- 
certainty upon   subjects    of    great    im- 
.portance.       They    were    compelled    to 
sink  their  opinions  for  the  time  being 
.  in  expectation  of  promises  being  fulfilled 
'when  no  means  had  been  afEorded   and 
.  no  statement  of  any  sort  had  been  made 
.  which  would  enable  the  House  to  decide 
,  whether  those  promises  could  be  fulfilled. 
They  were  in  the  dark  as  to  the  finance 
.  of  the  Bill  and  as  to  the  most  important 
.  question  of  training  colleges.    Until  that 
day  he  had  had  no  communicaton  with 
.  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  who  had 
thought  it  was  more  desirable  to  conduct 
the   negotiations   apart   from   Members 
of    the    House.     But    the   Archbishop 
had  made  a  communication  to  him  on 
this  subject  which  it  was  right  that  the 
Government  and  theHouse  should  know. 
He  held  in  the  strongest  way  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  having 
at  their  command  the  experience  and 
the  resources  of  the  Education  Depart- 
.  ment,  to  justify  their  own  figures,  and 
to  give  the  House  a  perfectly  clear  state- 
ment as  to  the  material  on  which  they 
based  them.    His  personal  view  was  that 
the  figures  in  the  circimistances  should 
be  liberal  and  generous,  and,  above  all, 
that  the  House  should  have  time  to  con- 
sider them.     The  Government  had  not 
taken    that    view,    however.     On    the 
con'rary,  they  had  asked  the  Church  of  I 
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England,  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  those 
who  dissented  from  the  Bill  and  wished 
to  stand  outside  its  provisions,  to  bring 
forward  their  own  figures  and  to  justify 
them,  they  having  nothing  approaching 
the  opportunity,  experience,  or  organisa- 
tion which  the  Board  of  Education  had, 
and  he  presumed  from  the  attitude  they 
had  taken  up  in  regard  to  this  schedole 
they  intended  to  criticise  those  figures. 
Let  the  House  not  mistake  him.  He 
did  not  deny  that,  so  far  as  lie  could 
judge,  there  had  been  gre^t  difficulty 
in  getting  any  definite  figures  on  such 
a  vast  subject  in  a  short  "space  of  time. 
He  proposed,  however,  to  rely  for  the 
validity  of  the  position  which  was  taken 
up  by  the  Archbishop  in  this  matter  on 
the  official  figures  supplied  by  the 
Department.  In  the  communication 
received  from  the  Archbishpp  of  Canter- 
bury addressed  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  it  was  stated  that 
the  figures  for  the  "transfer  schools  were 
utterly  inadequate,  and  that  the  amount 
which  would  be  demanded  on.  the  basis 
of  the  Government  proposals^  from  the 
voluntary  schools  would  be  a  contribu- 
tion of  14s.  6d.  pet  child.  These  were 
the  views  of  the  Archbishop — 

"  The  transfer  and  contractlng-out  provkipis 
inust  be  looked  at  as  a  whole,  it  is  clear»  there- 
fore, that  if  the  contrflcting-ottt  schools  axe  to 
be  maintained  efficiently  wUhout  an  impofisiUe 
strain  upon  voluntary  subsoribers  the  amount  c^ 
the  grants  set  out  in  the  schedule  must  be 
increased  in  each  case  at  least  78.,  and  then 
must  be  a  further  provision  that  Uiey  are  to  tim 
automatically  year  by^year  with  the  average 
expenditure  for  the  whole  country  as  set  fortl 
on  page  3  of  the  White  Paper  already  refermi 
to.  Unless  you  can  concede  these  esaentiAl 
matters,  I  am  obliged  to  say  that  the  schedalf 
will,  in. my  opinion,  take  away  what  the  Bi- 
purports  to  give,  and  consequently  it  woul^ 
seem  that  the  settlement  which  seemed  attain- 
able as  the  result  of  our  correspondence  cannu< 
be  carried  out.  In  that  case  it  wotdd  be  useleti^ 
to  discuss  the  many  important  points  whkk 
seem  to  me  to  call  for  amendment  in  the  Bil' 
itself,  and  especially  in  Clause  2  with  regard  to 
facilities.  It  gives  me  genuine  distress  that  I 
should  thus  be  obliged  to  contemplate  at  tbf 
stage  of  our  discussion  a  result  which,  in  kj 
view  at  least,  would  be  a  real  calamity  to  tbf 
interests  of  educational  and  religioils  peace: 
but  I  feel  that  it  is  necessary  to  speak  expUritrr 
on  what,  as  you  will  know,  I  have  regarded  fn>ai 
the  first  as  an  essential  part  of  any  scheme  cf 
settlement.  I  am  so  well  assured  of  yonr  de<xT» 
being  in  harmony  with  my  own  that  1  will  iio' 
despair  of  your  being  able  to  take  sucb  8tep%  ** 
are  possible ;.  for  making  yovii  whole  scherer 
a  consistent  and  practical  one,  and  thus  effpctia^ 
what  will  in  the  long  run — despite    prcsrmx 
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were  not  balanced  by  the  additions  which 
would  necessarily  fall  on  the  contracting- 
out  schools.  The  White  Paper  did  not 
show  the  real  average  expenditure, 
because  the  general  standard  of  the 
voluntary  schools  had  not  reached  its 
highest  point.  In  the  next  place,  the 
country  schools  brought  the  whole  aver- 
age down,  and  he  submitted  that  the 
vast  number  of  country  schools  would  nob 
be  able  to  contract-out  at  all.  That 
was  an  important  8et-o£E  against  some  of 
the  deductions  which  he  admitted  had  to 
be  made.  Take  a  more  important  matter 
still.  The  contracting-out  schools  would 
have  the  whole  upkeep  laid  upon  their 
shoulders,  a  most  formidable  item 
which  did  not  exist  at  the  presefnt  tinie. 
Then,  lastly,  there  were  the  administra- 
tive charges,  which  the  White  Paper 
eliminated  altogether.  These  could  not 
be  taken  altogether  oil  the  contracting- 
out  schools,  for  in  future  the  whole  ad- 
ministrative charges  would  fall  on  the 
contracting-out  authority.  He  was  in- 
formed that  as  far  as  an  investigation 
had  been  able  to  be  made  by  the 
authorities  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
the  short  time  available,  the  figures  gained 
from  140  schools  in  divers  parts  of  the 
country  seemed  to  corroborate  the 
conclusions  arrived  at  in  the  White 
Paper — namely,  that  64s.  lOd..  w^s 
the  average  and  legitimate  expendi- 
ture which  was  made  by  the  local 
authorities  on  the  schools  of  the  countvy. 
It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
request  of  the  Archbishop — namely,  that 
the  rough  average  grant  of  50i.  should  at 
the  very  least  be  added  to  by  7s. — was  a 
moderate  demand  on  the  face  of  the  only 
figures  they  had  before  them  on  official 
authority.  He  did  not  for  one  moment 
wish  to  underrate  the  case  presented  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water* 
ford^  and  it  was  quite  obvious  from  the 
greater  consolidation  and  concentration 
of  the  schools  for  which  he  spoke  that 
they  had  been  able  to  get  fair,  complete, 
and  accurate  statistics,  and  therefore 
they  were  able  to  draw  from  them  a  more 
definite  conclusion.  All  he  wished  to  say 
was  that  the  Archbishop's  request  seemed 
to  be  considerably  under  rather  than  over 
the  cost.  He  wished  to  say  that  it  had 
been  to  the  honour  of  those  who  had 
spoken  upon  that   side  that  they  had 
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oritioism  and  fears — redound  to  the  country's 
good." 

In  a  postscript  it  was  added  that — 

''The  Representative  Church  Council  meets 
on  Thursday,  and  will  reasonably  expect  i^om 
me  a  definite  statement." 

No  settlement  either  differing  from  or 
in  accord  with  the  representations  of 
that  letter  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  appeared  that 
the   Archbishop,   who  had   shown   the 
most  earnest  zeal  in  the  interests  of 
peace,  had  found  the  financial  provisions 
of    the    Bill    utterly    inadequate.    He 
claimed  that  the  Archbishop  had  shown 
great  moderation  in  the  statement  of 
his  vietvB,  though  he  wished  to  guard 
himself  from  accepting  fully  the  standard 
which  the  Primate  had  mentioned  as 
the  minimum  which  he  could  possibly 
accept.    He   did  this   because  he  had 
heard  the  statement  of  the  last  speaker, 
and  he  had  also  before  him  the  White 
Paper  which  seemed  to  him  to  prove 
that   the   Archbishop's   request   was   a 
very  moderate  one  in  the  circumstances. 
This  Paper  showed  that  the  expenditure 
per  child  over  the  country  was  64s.  lOd. 
He  wus  aware  that  this  figure  had  been 
repudiated  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
as  containing  matters  regarding  deduc- 
tions  of   an  important  character.    He 
had  tried  to  look  into  the  question,  and 
he  declared  that  the  Paper  as  it  stood 
was  meant  for  the  information  of  the 
public  and  not  for  the  benefit  of  educa- 
tional experts.    What  were  the  deduc- 
tions which  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Edacation  had  indicated  ought  to  be 
made  ?     He  agreed  that  some  deductions 
ought  to  be  made  in  respect  ot  the  con- 
veyance of  children  to  schools — a  trifling 
matter.     There  were   deductions  which 
he  dared  say  would  amount  to  3s.  4d. 
per    child   for   rates   and   insurance   of 
school    buildings.     There  was  a  deduc- 
tion   which    could    properly  be    made 
and   which  would  come  to    very  little 
for  the  purchase  of  land  and  the  erection, 
alteration,   and   maintenance   of   school 
buildings.    He    agreed    that    where    a 
school  was  purchased  a  deduction  would 
have  to  be  made,  but  he  did  not  think 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman    would   say 
that  was  an  expenditure  which  had  to 
bo  made  except  in  very  rare  instances. 
He  invited  the  right  hon.  Uentleman  to 
show    that   the   deductions   referred    to 
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firmly  declared  that  contracting-out- 
schools  were  never  to  fall  below  the 
provided  schools  of  the  country,  and  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  the  speech 
he  made,  indicated  that  progress  would 
involve  further  expense.  Was  it  really  to 
be  contended  that  under  a  concordat  and 
settlement  which  many  of  them  wished 
to  see  carried  through,  the  schools  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  as  well  should  be  placed  upon  a 
far  lower  standard  than  that  which 
was  enjoyed  by  their  rival  schools 
in  the  coimtry?  The  effort  of  peace 
which  was  being  made  upon  the 
basis  of  contracting-out  was  only 
being  accepted  on  condition  that  those 
who  accepted  it  would  subject  themselves 
to  a  strain  far  more  intolerable  than 
they  endured  before  1902.  He  wished 
to  say  in  conclusion  that  he  did  not 
desire  to  use  any  provocative  word  upon 
this  matter.  The  settlement,  if  it  was 
to  be  a  settlement,  ought  not  to  break 
down  upon  a  point  of  finance.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Well,  it 
ought  not  to  break  down  on  that  point. 
There  were  far  greater  sacrifices  to  be 
made  by  both  sides.  There  were 
sacrifices  of  most  dearly-loved  and 
cherished  convictions  which  had  to  be 
made  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides. 
And  he  said  with  absolute  sincerity  that 
it  would  be  absolutely  useless  to  ask 
people  to  make  such  sacrifices  of  con- 
victions which  were  dear  to  them  if  there 
was  at  the  same  time  to  be  placed  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  making  them  a  burden 
quite  intolerable,  which  would  condemn 
these  schools  to  a  lower  standard  of 
efficiency. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  said  that, 
although  many  of  them  had  heard  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  with 
very  great  regret,  and  specially  the 
communication  from  the  Archbishop, 
none  could  find  any  fault  with  the  tone 
of  the  speech.  He  should  endeavour 
to  emulate  that  tone.  He  could  not, 
however,  agree  with  the  expression  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  a 
question  of  this  sort  breaking  down  on  a 
matter  of  finance  when  the  matter  of 
finance  was  so  intimately  connected 
with  one  of  the  essential  principles  of  the 
Bill.  He  had  at  different  periods  of  the 
history  of  educational  controversies  said 


agree  to  the  right  of  entry,  and  that 
under  certain  conditions  he  might  agree 
to  contracting-out,  but  under  no  circum- 
stances that  he  could  foresee  could  he 
agree  to  the  two  operating  in  one  area; 
and  yet  to  a  certain  extent  that  was  the 
position  in  which  they  were  placed  by 
this  Bill.  They  were  brought  to  that 
condition  of  things  solely  by  the  belief 
that  at  least  those  belonging  to  the 
Anglican  Church  would  have  been  veiv 
largely,  if  not  wholly,  content  with  the 
operation  of  the  principle  of  the  right 
of  entry,  and  would  not  have  sought  to 
enlarge  the  opportunities  for  contracting- 
out.  Therefore,  he  was  quite  sure  the 
House  would  see  that  the  question  of 
finance  was  so  intimately  connected  with 
this  great  principle  that  it  was  impossible 
to  look  upon  it  as  a  light  matter.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  those  who  had 
received  a  good  deal  of  blame  from  their 
friends  already  if  they  consented  to  the 
right  of  entry  in  the  towns  and  in  other 
districts  not  single  school  areas — ^placing 
them  in  the  position  in  which  lie  believed 
they  would  be  placed  if  they  acceded  to 
the  figure  named  by  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  and  allowed  the  right  of 
entry  in  all  the  council  schools,  at  the 
same  time  giving  every  facility  for  con- 
tracting out  for  the  whole  of  the  denomiDS- 
tional  schook  if  they  chose  to  do  sot 
They  could  not  face  such  a  figure  as  that 
which  was  named  by  the  right  hoL. 
Grentleman  because  they  felt  that 
sum  would  place  every  possibr 
facility,  so  far  as  finance  was  concemei 
in  the  way  of  contracting  out.  In  thf 
course  of  a  long  life  he  had  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  educational  figures,  and  be 
was  boimd  to  say  that  there  was  no  class 
of  figures  which  laid  themselves  open  to  su 
much  misrepresentation  and  nli8unde^ 
standing  ;•  therefore,  it  would  be  a- 
extremely  difficult  thing  to  get  at  wha? 
was  the  exact  cost  of  education  under  al 
the  circumstances  under  which  tho9 
contracting-out  schools  would  exist- 
From  his  own  experience  and  knowledge. 
as  well  as  from  the  information  he  LiC 
been  able  to  gather,  he  felt  that  the 
figure  which  the  Government  had  pt: 
into  the  Schedule  was  a  liberal  figuiv. 
Bearing  in  mind  always  the  limitatio:. 
which  they  had  endeavoured  to  plare 
upon  the  contracting-out  system,  name!y 
that  under  certain  conditions  he  might  I  *^*^  ^^^^^e  who  engaged  in  it  should  it 
Mr.  LyileUon. 
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least    liave    some    reasonable    sum    to 
subscribe  themselves  as  they  did  years 
igo  under  similar  circumstances,   they 
»Tild   not  watcb   that   sum  absolutely 
iisappearing  and  be  content  to  go  o"».  witb 
this  arrangement  under  those  conditions. 
He  took  up  this  position  with  very  great 
regret,  and  he  did  so  because  they  had 
reached  a  stage  in  the  compromise  which 
wds   a    very    serious   one    indeed.     He 
wrould  go  so    fr.r    rs  to   state  that   the 
poi'^ion  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  in 
reg  rd    to    the    f u'ure    r,ttitude    which 
the  education  authority  might  take  in 
the  interest  of  education  in  all  the  schools 
of  the  country  would  not  be  an   un- 
tecsonable  position,  or  that  those  demands 
fts  they  applied  to  contracted-out  schools 
ihould  be  reasonably  met  by  the  Board 
of  Education  in  regard  to  future  finance. 
He    thought    that    was    a    reasonable 
proposition,  but  in  regard  to  the  present 
situation  for  him  and  his  friends,  with 
the  figures  before  them  which  they  had 
endeavoured  to  get  as  accurately  as  they 
possibly  could,  to  consent  to  a  condition 
of  things  in  which  they  would  be  promptly 
eh^.rgcd  with  handing  over  the  whole  of 
iho    town    schools    to    denominational 
schools,   either  through  contracting  out 
or  the  right  of  entry,  would  be  to  assume 
4  position  of  which   he   for   one  could 
not  take  the  responsibility,  and  he  felt 
if  this    demand    was    persisted    in,    he 
personally  should  have  to  use   all  the 
influence    he    possessed    to     bring    the 
compromise  to  an  end.    fie  hoped  they 
kad  not  even  yet  reached  that  position. 
He  trusted  the  President  of  the  Board 
of   Education    would    be    able    to    put 
figures    before    the    Committee — figures 
which  ought   to   be   authentic,  for   the 
Board  of  Education   was  certainly  the 
oiJy  body  so  far  as  he  knew  who  could 
really    ascertain    what    was    the    exact 
expenditure  for  education  in  the  country. 
He  was  quite  sure  they  all  credited  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the  desire  to 
put  the  facts  as  they  were  before  the 
Committee  and  give  the  best  information 
at  their  disposal.    He  would  fain  hope 
that  there   was  some  way  out  of  the 
position  in  which  they  found  themselves. 
He  felt  that  there  was  a  great  difficulty 
also  in  regard  to  his  hon.  friends  below 
the  gangway.     What  he  had  to  say  in 
regard  to  them  he  would  put  in  the  form 
of  a  question,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not 


be  misinterpreted.  He  presumed  that 
his  hon.  friends  had  in  calculating  the 
cost  of  their  schools  calculated  the  full 
salaries  paid  by  the  local  authorities  to 
all  their  teachers.  Thev  were  perfectly 
justified  in  so  calculating  the  salaries, 
but  at  the  same  time  the  deficiency 
between  what  the  grant  would  yield  and 
the  amoimt  of  the  expenditure  credited 
to  the  siilaries  pp.id  by  thc^  local  authori- 
ties could  not  be  said  to  be  altogether  a 
loss  to  their  Ch'\rch.  •  It  was  a  matter 
in  which  non-Catholics  had  no  right  to 
interfere  in  the  slightest  degree,  but 
still  it  was  a  matter  they  might  very  well 
take  into  consideration  in  calculating 
what  was  the  actual  pecuniary  difference 
which  they  would  have  to  make  up  as 
against  what  they  now  received  from  the 
local  authorities.  He  very  much  re- 
gretted to  have  to  make  this  statement. 
He  had  certain  responsibilities  which  had 
induced  him  to  make  it  thus  earlv, 
but  he  did  not  yet  give  up  all  hope  that 
some  way  might  be  seen  out  of  this 
dilemma.  He  was  sure  that  if  hon. 
Grentlemen  would  try  to  imderstand 
the  position  of  those  he  represented, 
ramely,  that  at  this  moment  there 
was  a  prospect  of  all  their  town 
schools  being  practically  in  a  greater 
or  less  degree  put  under  denominational 
influence,  they  would  feel  that  he  was 
justified  in  taking  up  this  position. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  while  recognis- 
ing the  sympathetic  and  generous  tone 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  West  Norfolk  he  thought 
it  must  be  evident  to  everyone  in 
the  House  that  the  Catholic  schools 
had  no  locus  standi  in  this  com- 
promise. He  must  say  a  word  in  support 
of  the  position  taken  up  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  the  House  were  now  discussing 
the  financial  Resolution,  on  which  the 
First  Schedule  of  the  Bill  depended. 
They  were  in  the  awkward  position  of 
not  having  had  the  statement  in  regard 
to  the  finances  of  the  Bill  promised 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  which  was 
necessary  to  enable  them  in  a  really 
rational  and  useful  way  to  discuss  this 
Resolution.  Although  they  had  been  led 
to  believe  that  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  made  up  and  that  the 
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Schedule  was  being  revised,  they  were 
now  debating  in  ignorance  of  what 
the  mind  of  the  Government  was.  The 
.hon.  Member  for  North  West  Norfolk 
had  made  an  obscure  hint  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  deficit  which  from  carefully 
prepared  figures  the  Catholic  repre- 
sentatives had  shown  would  fall  upon 
their  Church.  He  did  not  understand 
the  hon.  Member's  remark,  and  he  could 
only  guess  at  its  meaning.  He  pre- 
sumed that  there  was  an  impression 
abroad  that  they  would  have  to  sweat 
the  nuns,  and  that  the  Catholic  Church 
had  a  certain  body  who  would  teach 
for  nothing.  That  was  a  complete 
delusion.  Those  bodies  did  teach  in  some 
of  the  Catholic  schools,  and  their  teaching 
was  so  much  sought  after  that  it  had 
been  a  matter  of  great  embarrassment 
to  find  a  considerable  uumber  of 
Protestants  coming  into  their  schools. 
These  Protestants  came  in  without  being 
asked.  Was  it  not  very  mean,  though 
the  nuns  were  earning  their  living 
^d  because  they  lived  on  very  little,  to 
take  up  the  position,  as  the  hon.  Member 
had  done,  that  they  ought  to  be  paid 
on  a  lower  scale  ? 

♦Sm  GEORGE  WHITE  said  what  he 
meant  was  that  when  the  Education  Act 
of  1902  came  into  force  a  great  number 
of  salaries  of  Catholic  teachers  were 
certainly  doubled,  or  at  all  events  very 
largely, increased  by  their  being  placed 
as  they  were  bound  to  be  (m  the  status 
of  other  teachers.  It  was  acknowledged 
at  that  time  that  those  teachers  were 
ireceiving  small  salaries,  and  that  they 
in  the  interest  of  their  Church  were  doing 
what  was  practically  mission  work.  He 
did  not  deny  for  one  moment  that  these 
teachers  had  a  right  to  do  what  they  liked 
with  the  salaries  paid  to  them,  but  these 
salaries  had  been  increased  by  many 
thousands  of  pounds  by  the  Act  of  1902. 

Mb.  DILLON  said  he  knew  the  hon. 
Member  too  well  to  imagine  that  he  was  so 
ungenerous  as  to  suggest  that  the  salaries 
of  Catholic  teachers  should  be  cut  down 
again.  After  all,  in  this  matter  a  man 
was  entitled  to  a  fair  wage,  and  it  was 
most  ungenerous  and  unfair — ^he  did  not 
make  any  charge  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber— to  go  behind  and  ask  what  he  did 
with  the  money.    They  were  not  entitled 

lur,  THUor.. 


to  do  that.  Were  they  going  to  fine  men 
or  women  because  they  had  devoted  the 
wages  they  received  for  work  done  to  a 
religious  purpose  ?  Were  they  going  to 
say  to  them:  "We  will  fine  you,  and 
reduce  your  wages,  because  you  choose 
to  devote  those  wages  to  some  purpose 
we  do  not  approve  of  "  ?  They  had  no 
right  to  do  that.  Any  public  teacher 
who  did  his  work  had  as  good  a  right  to 
draw  his  wages  as  any  teacher  in  the 
country.  It  was  an  extraordinary  posi- 
tion for  anyone  to  take  up  to  say  that, 
as  a  condition  of  the  national  settlement 
the  salaries  of  the  Catholic  teachers  in 
this  country  should  be  fined  down  bdow 
those  of  other  teachers. 

•Sir  GEORGE  WHITE  :  I  never  made 
any  suggestion  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  fully  gave  the  bearing  of  his 
remark,  but  if  it  had  any  meaning  it 
meant  that 

♦Sir  GEORGE  WHITE :    I 
disavow  any  such  intention. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  hcaw  on  earth 
salaries  were  to  be  kept  up  if  the  Catholic 
teachers  did  not  come  on  the  same 
scale  as  others.  If  they  were  not  so  paid, 
the  deficit  would  fall  upon  the  C^llioiic 
body.  He  wished  to  know  how  they 
could  discuss  Clause  3  to-morrow  imless 
they  knew  fully  the  .  financial  aspect 
of  the  question.  The  representatiTes 
of  the  Catholics  had  stated  over 
and  over  again  that  they  weft 
opposed  to  contracting  out ;  they  had 
pointed  out  the  dangers  they  foresaw: 
but  they  had  never  denied  that  theii 
attitude  towards  the  granting  of  con- 
tracting out  would  be  largely  modified 
by  the  amount  of  money  they  were  goins 
to  receive.  If  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
had  indicated  a  sliding  scale  which  wool^i 
move  in  accordance  with  the  general 
course  of  education  in  the  countrt. 
and  place  Catholic  .  schools  in  i 
permanent  position  of  equalitv  with  tltf 
other  schools  of  the  country,  that  would 
largely  modify  their  objection  to  cor»- 
tracting  out.  He  still  adhered  to  hl> 
view  that  the  other  settlement  would  be 
better,  but  how  could  they  approach  the 
discussion  of  Clause  3  until  they  knew  th» 


1565    Etenmtary  Education'     {2  Decjembbr  1908}  {England  d  Wales)  [Orants],  1566 


final  decision  of  the  <3ovemment  in  regard 
to    the   Schedule  and  contracting-out  ? 
Contracting-out  might  be  tolerable  if  they 
were  going  to  get  a  fair  grant,  but  it  would 
be  intolerable  if  it  meant  the  slow  starva- 
tion of  their  schools.    He  had  received 
that  morning  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
Synod  qi  the  United  Diocese  of  Cork  and 
Ross  strongly  protesting  against  the  clos- 
ing of  certain  small  schools,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  be  a  gross  injustice  to  the 
members  of  their  Church,  namely,  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.    He  would 
point  out  that  in  Ireland  there  was  a 
rega}ation    that    wherever    Protestants 
were  in  a  ranall  minority  in  a  Catholic 
pariak,  if  they  could  gather  not  thirty 
but  ten  children  they  had  a  school  of 
their    own,    paid    for    entirely    out    of 
public  funds  and  under  Protestsmt  man- 
agement, imd    without    any  inequality 
whatsoever.      He  asked  the  House  to 
compare  that  with  the  treatment  given 
to  Catholic  schools  in  this  country.     The 
hon.  Member   for   North- West   Norfolk 
reminded  Catholics  the  other  day  that 
they  were  only  a  small  minority  askiag 
that  there  should  be  Catholic  schools  with 
Catholic  teachers  in  a  Protestant  country. 
There  was   a  minority  of  Protestants 
in' Ireland,  which  was  a  Catholic  country. 
Supposing  the  Irish  people  got  Home 
Rde  to-morrow,   or  even  if  they  did 
HOt  get  it,  supposing  they  had  popular 
control   of  eduoation  in    Ireland,   and 
they     said :      "  We     are     a     Catholic 
country,  and  we  decline  to  give  to  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  their  Protestant 
schools."'    Supposing  they  said  further  : 
**  We  shall  set  up  in  this  Catholic  country 
that  form  6f  religious  teaching  which 
is    acceptable     to     the     majority    of 
the  population  ;*  we  rwill  establish  cmd 
endow   that  religious   teaching   in   the 
schools   of  Ir^and " ;     and,    supposing 
that  they  said  to  the   Protestants  of 
Ireland  who  were  in  the  minority,  that 
they  might  cohtract-out,   but   if  they 
did  they  must  be  prepared  to  bear  a 
considerable    burden    for   the    privilege 
o{  contracting-out.     They  had  suffered 
too  long  to  attempt  anything  of  the 
land,  and  if  they  had  Home  Kule  to- 
morrow they  would   not    close  one  of 
the  Protestant  schools.    But  supposing 
they    did ;     and    that    the    Protestant 
minority    in    Ireland    came    over   here 
and  appealed    to    the   party   opposite 


for  justice  against  such  oppression,  how 
could  they  answer  them  if  they  were 
going  to  do  to  the  Catholics  of  this 
country  precisely  what  the  Protestants 
of   Ireland   woidd   then   complain   of  ? 
They  were  not  teaching  them  a  goo(^ 
lesson  in  Ireland  by  this  conduct.    Last 
year,  when  this  question  was  first  raised, 
the  Provost  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
and    other    Protestants    came    to    him 
personally  and  appealed  to  him  to  go 
to  the  Cfovemment  to  save  their  small 
Prptest^mt    schools,    and    he    saw    the 
Chief  Secretary  on  the  subject.    He  had 
a  letter  of  thanks  from  the  Provost  of 
Trinity   College    for   his    assistance    in 
keeping  these   small  Protestant  schools 
open.    They  did  not  require  to  get  thirty 
children  to  keep  them  open  as  was  pro- 
posed here.    Some  of  these   small  Pro- 
testant schools  had .  only  ten  children, 
and  in  some  parishes  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  only  half  a  dozen,   but  these 
small  schools  were  paid  for  in  every 
respect  fhe  same  as  the  Catholic  schools. 
The  question  of  religious  equality  was 
not  affected  by  this  question  of  the  rates. 
In  Ireland  the  education  system  was 
a  State  system.    What  he  was  asking 
here  on  this  particular  matter  was  not 
assistance  from  the  rates,  but  assistance 
from  the  taxes.    Again  he  asked,  were 
they  setting   Ireland  a   good  example 
in    this    matter  ?    He    contended    that 
the    facts    proved    that    the    Catholic 
majority  in  Ireland  were  more  broad- 
minded  and  more  generous  to  the  Pro- 
testant  minority   than   the    Protestant 
majority  in  this  country  were  in  their 
treatment    of    the    Catholic    minority. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  wanted  to  point 
out  that  there  was  another  element  of 
inequality  in  this  treatment  which  made 
his  case  stronger  in  the  matter  of  the 
upkeep    of    the    school    buildings.    In 
Ireland    the    Protestant    minority    was 
the  minority  of  wealth ;   they  were  the 
landlords  and  the  professional  classes, 
and  could  well  afford  to  bear  this  burden 
of  the  upkeep  of  the  buildings ;    but 
here  it  was  proposed  to  inflict  this  fine 
for  conscience'  sake — for,  whatever  might 
be  said  to  the  contrary,  it  was  a  fine 
for  conscience'  sake — on  the  poorest  of 
the  whole  population  of    the  country. 
That    was    an    intolerable    position    to 
take  up,  and  one  which  it  was  impossible 
to  defend.    He  thought  the  Catholics 
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had  been  treated  badly  by  the  Govern- 
ment. They  were  promised  a  state- 
ment, and  they  ought  to  know  what 
was  the  final  word  of  the  Government 
as  to  this  question  of  grants  to  the 
contracted-out  schools  and  forcing  the 
Catholics  out  of  the  national  system  of 
education  in  England. 

[Several  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  rose  to  continue  the  debate,  and 
there  were  persistent  cries  from  the 
Opposition  benches  of  "  Runciman."] 

'  Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  need  be  under  no  misapprehen- 
sion. I  have  no  objection  to  speaking. 
They  must  know  that  I  am  under  the  Rules 
of  the  House.  I  wanted,  when  replying, 
to  cover  the  whole  of  the  ground,  and 
with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair  I  can  only 
speak  once.  In  the  first  place,  I  want 
to  refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford.  I  think 
his  strictures  were  a  little  undeserved. 
He  blamed  me  for  not  having  got  up  at 
once  and  made  a  full  statement. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  I  complained 
that  the  statement,  which  was  promised 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  was  not  given. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  The  statement 
that  I  can  give  now,  I  think,  will  be  quite 
sufficient.  The  only  Schedule  that  we 
have  under  discussion  at  the  present 
time — we  are  not,  in  fact,  discussing  the 
terms  of  that  Schedule,  but  the  Resolution 
which  covers  it — is  that  which  is  now  in 
the  Bill ;  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  that  in  fixing  this  scale  as  we  did 
we  fixed  it  on  liberal  lines.  It  is  not  a 
stingy  scale.  I  think  it  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  who  said  that  those 
who  managed  the  voluntary  schools 
hf.d  not  the  information  with  regard  to 
the  cost  of  maintenance  of  those  schools 
whii  h  is  at  t  he  command  of  the  Board  of 
Educr.tion,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mrji  is  rer-Uy  misinformed  in  that  matter. 
The  Bocrd  of  Education  have  not  got  the 
opportunities  or  means  of  knowing  or 
finding  out  any  of  the  figures  for  indivi- 
dual schools,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  preceded  me  in  the  last  Administra- 
tion at  the  Board  of  Education  knows  that 
that  is  the  case.  As  a  matter  of  fact  we 
are  really  in  the  hands  of  the  local  autho- 

Mf.  Dillon^ 


rities  for  much  of  the  information  that 
must  be  provided  if  we  are  to  know  in 
full  everything  that  can  be  known  about 
the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion will  not  be  blamed  for  not  having 
fuller  information  at  its  command  than 
the  managers  of  those  schoola.  Then 
most  of  the  local  authorities  do  not  keep 
their  accounts  for  these  schools  separately 
and  they  cannot  give  it  to  us,  even  if  w« 
had  the  right  to  ask  for  it  from  them. 
The  hon  and  learned  Member  objected 
to  our  not  having  given  him  and  bis  &iencU 
a  full  criticism  of  the  whole  of  the  infor- 
mation that  has  been  given  to  us  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  authorities  during  the 
last  two  days.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man why  I  have  not  been  able  to  com- 
municate with  him  earlier.  A  very  laigc 
number  indeed  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
forms  were  presented  to  us  about  tvro 
o'clock  on  Monday.  Many  only  arrived 
at  three  o'clock  yesterday,  and  since  then 
I  have  had  my  officials  hard  at  work 
examining  those  forms  as  carefully  as  thev 
possibly  could.  No  time  has  been  lost, 
and  up  to  a  late  hour  last  night  and  during 
the  whole  of  to-day  they  have  been  occu- 
pied in  examining  not  140,  as  has  been 
put  forward,  but  well  over  800  school  >. 
That  is  no  small  task,  and  as  far  as  I  can 
give  the  House  information ,  I  am  very  glad 
to  do  so.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man also  objected  to  a  statement  of  mine 
that  on  behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
communion  there  had  been  very  wild 
figures  used  in  exaggeration  of  the  sum 
which  might  fall  on  them  if  thej  con- 
tracted-out. He  referred  in  particulai 
to  the  figure  of  £300,000  which  I  quoted 
the  other  day.  When  I  referred  to  that 
figure  I  was  quoting  from  a  paper,  which 
I  believe  is  a  Roman  Catholic  paper. 
called  the  Tablet,  and  I  quoted  that  as 
an  instance  of  the  sort  of  exaggeration 
which  many  Members  attempt  in  this 
House.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  used 
very  large  figures,  and  I  venture  to 
criticise  the  figures  that  he  put  forward 
on  behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
He  did  not  say  that  this  scale  would  thiov 
a  burden  of  £120,000  on  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  ;  he  said  the  figure  would  be 
£214,000. 

Lord  EDMUND  TALBOT:      I    was 

speaking  from  the  White  Paper. 
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Mb.  RUNCIMAN  :  That  just  shows 
what  an  enormous  discrepancy  the7e  is 
between  the  figures  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  those  which  have  been  carefully 
compiled  by  those  who  represent  the 
Roman  Catholic  Churches.  I  shall  show 
both  to  him  and  to  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  that  the  White  Paper  does 
not  give,  and  does  not  purport  to  give, 
the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  contracted- 
out  schools.  Now,  if  £214,000  upon 
examination  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
authorities  is  brought  down  to  £120,000, 
I  think  we  may  take  it  that  the  smaller 
figure  is  nearer  the  mark  than  the  larger. 
The  Roman  Catholic  authorities,  who 
were  good  enough  to  place  this  informa- 
tion at  the  disposal  of  the  Board  of 
Education,  have  given  us,  as  far  as  they 
possibly  could,  the  actual  value.  But 
they  have  in  many  cases  given  us  the 
estimated  amounts.  So  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain  from  the  summary 
which  has  been  made  from  the  balance- 
sheets  and  other  figures  which  have 
been  put  before  us  at  the  Board  of 
Education,  we  come  appi:oximately  to 
the  same  result  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  But  I  would  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  that 
in  a  very  large  number  of  instances 
the  figures  are  estimated  and  are  so 
stated  in  the  Paper. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  Some  of 
the  instances  I  gave,  such  as  London, 
Liverpool,  and  other  places,  are  not 
estimates,  but  actual  figures  checked 
by  the  local  authorities. 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN:  I  was  going  to 
say  that  in  the  case  of  London,  Liverpool, 
and  one  or  two  other  places  the  figures 
are  the  actual  amounts,  but  that  does 
not  apply  to  the  whole  country.  A  very 
Urge  number  of  them  are  estimated 
fig^es.  My  officials  found,  in  scrutinis- 
faig  these  figures,  that  approximately 
the  total  estimated  expenditure  by  the 
Roman  Catholic  authorities  in  their 
schools  will  work  out  at  about  58s.  8d. 
per  scholar,  and  I  would  commend  that 
to  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  who  thought  that  the 
Archbishop's  figure  of  648.  was  nearer 
the  mark.  These  are  the  actual  figures 
from  the  accounts  of  800  Catholic  schools. 
[An  Hon.    Member:      "There   are   a 


thousand  of  them."]  There  are  about 
1,000  of  these  schools,  but  those  which 
have  been  left  out  of  account  are  im- 
material. These  are  made  up  of  teachers' 
salaries,  which  work  out  at  49s.  lid. 
per  scholar,  a  figure  which  does  not 
differ  materially  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  and  of  8s.  9d.  per 
scholar  for  the  other  items  which  have 
been  included  in  the  forms  under  the 
head  of  maintenance.  But  some  of 
these  items  are  items  which  do  not 
properly  fall  under  the  head  of  main« 
tenance. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  What  are 
the  items  which  do  not  properly  fall 
under  the  head  of  maintenance? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  will  state  that 
later.  Therefore  the  total  amount  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  believe  will  fall  on 
them  if  this  scale  is  adhered  to  is  £120,000, 
or  about  8s.  9d.  per  scholar.  But  some 
of  these  estimates  are  quite  clearly  very 
wide  of  the  mark.  In  one  case  the 
estimate  for  cleaning,  warming,  and 
lighting  would  work  out  at  £1  per  scholar, 
which  everyone  with  experience  of  schools 
knows  must  be  very  wide  of  the  mark. 
In  most  cases  it  works  out  at  only  a  few 
shillings  at  the  outside.  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  "  Have  you  the  average  attend* 
ances  ? "]  I  am  afraid  I  have  not  the 
average  attendances,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  matters.  In  other  schools  the  same 
item  is  estimated  at  about  15s.  7d.  per 
scholar,  at  Nottingham  St.  Mary's  14s., 
at  Saffron  Hill  about  lis.,  and  at  Ilkley 
about  10s.  It  is  clear  these  figures  must 
be  a  little  wide  of  the  mark,  but  I  have 
no  quarrel  with  the  Roman  Catholic 
authorities  who  have  done  their  best  to 
give  us  information.  The  figure  for 
books,  apparatus,  and  stationery  at 
Leeds  St.  Anne's  Higher  Grade  School  is 
estimated  at  Ids.  3d.  per  scholar,  and 
that  is  the  largest  figure  I  have  ever  heard 
suggested,  and  it  is  very  wide  of  the 
mark  ;  at  Rugby  St.  Mary's  the  amount 
is  very  nearly  10s.  Then  there  is  lumped 
together  for  "other  expenses,"  the 
interpretation  of  which  we  have  no 
means  of  knowing,  something  like  12s. 
per  scholar  at  St.  Anne's  Underwood 
School,  and  in  another  case  9s.  7d.,  and 
so  on.  Thus,  a  number  of  the  items,  in 
so  far  as  they  are  estimates,  are  not  good 
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ostimates.     I  do  not  wish  to  draw  any 
inference  fr<»ra  that  except  that  I  am  sure 
thar.  the  Koman  Catholic  authorities  havd 
hot  underestimated  the  amount  of  money 
which  they  ^otild  have  to  bear.    One  (rf 
the  items  included  for  maintenance  is 
repair  of  the  structure.    That  is  a  capital 
charge,  and,  therefoi*e,  it  ought  not  to  be 
put  Into  the  account.     In  two  or  three 
cases  there  is  a  charge  for  interest — 
interest,  I  presume,  on  mortgage  loans. 
That,,  again,  is  never  treated  as  a  main- 
teaance  ^arge.    Jn  another  case  religious 
inspection  is  treated  as  an  ordinary  charge 
of    maintenance,    and   in   another    case 
th^re  is  added  in  an  amount  of  12s.  per 
scholar  for  alterations.     I  know  that  the 
hon.  and  learned-  (jrentleman.  would  not 
wish  to  maintain  that  those  amounts  are 
items  which  would  properly  come  under 
the  heading  of  maintenance.     And,  there- 
fore, with  those  few  criticisms,  which  1 
vetiture  to  offer  as  an  example  of  how 
estimates  get  out  of  hand,  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Catholic  figures  are  very  generous 
figutes  from  their  point  of  view.    I  do 
not  think  they  are  as  gi'eatly  exaggerated 
as  the  £240,000  of  thenoble  Lord  opposite. 
They  estimate  that  about  8s.  9d.  per 
scholar  ^vould  fall  upon  them  under  this 
scale  if  the  child  population  in  their 
schools  did  not  diminish.    But  they  must 
be  quite  aware  of  the  fact  that  under  the 
altered  conditions — ^the  building  of  new 
Council  schools,  and  the  fact  that  they 
have  the  power  to  put  out  of  their  schools 
those  who  are  not  of  their  own  faith — 
th«re   must   in   many   instances    be    a 
diminution  of  their  school  population. 
I  have  j^ecially  framed  the  scale  in  the 
schedule  of  this  Bill  with  that  in  view, 
and  that  would,  I  think,  be  of  material 
awistance  to  them .    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  stated  that  in  London  the 
amount  per  child  worked  out  at  about 
69s.  8d.  each  and  in  Liverpool  also  at  a 
very  large  sum.    But  imder  a  pooling 
arrangement  you  cannot  take  one  specific 
big  town,  you   must  take  the  country 
as  a  whole — the  cheap  schools  with  the 
dear  schools,  and  make  the  money  go  as 
far  as  you  can.     The  amount  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  would 
fall  upon  them — 8s.  9d,  per  child — ^may, 
1  think,  be  diminished  slightly  because  of 
the  over-estiniate — because  we  shall  give 
a  larger  grant  as  the  schools  diminish  in 
size,  and  for  other  reasons.  \  In  the  year 
1901  the  amount  which  W8t«  produced 
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by  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  for  tfceir 
schools  in  this  country,  so  far  as  we  miT 
gather    from    the    published    aooowta, 
worked  out  at  about  6s.  5d.  per  c^iH^or, 
it  may  be,  6s.'  63.        I  do  not  thiak 
there  is  very  much  material  difiereow 
between  the  estimated  8s.  9d.  and  tk 
6».  5d.  which  is  the  actual  figiue  whkl 
appears  in^  the  publiahsd  statistics,  an^ 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman  makes  a  demacd 
that    we    should    really    support   their 
schools  as  if  they  were  still  Tate-aided, 
I  really  must  i«ll  him-  that  we  canBot 
do  that.    The  hon.  Member  jmust  kaa«; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  thsrt  we  easBot 
make  the  giants  to  the  oontraetbig-ott 
schools  equivalent  to  what  the  gnmts  ytm 
the  rates  have  been  in  the  last  six  yean. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mn 
then  it  will  be  of  no  use,  for  tlrty  inS 
get  no  aid  but  of  it.    I  doubt  whether 
there  is  any  denomination  in  the  coantiT 
better  equipped  for  pooling  arrangeiiMatt 
than  the  Roman   Catholic   coaunioutT. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  quoted  tk 
Irish  case,  but  I  have  no  doubt  tiie  Insa 
case    would    be    entirely    different.    I! 
there  had  been  no  rate  idd  given  to  the 
denominational  schools  there  ivtmld  be 
no  education  controversy  in  progress  it 
the    present    time.    If    the    vohmUzr 
schoob  were  still  as  they  are  in  Irdaad. 
and  had  not  been  placedl  upon  the  ratec. 
we  should  not  have  this  ra^D.g  educa- 
tional   controversy    now.    So    that   w 
cannot   copy   the   example    of    Irdaad. 
Ireland,  after  all,  is  a  country  of  sauH 
schools,  and  the  fact  that  they  axe  aol 
so  efficient  as  the  schools  isk  this  covntx^ 
or  in  Scotland  is  due  to  the  fmct  ^«^ 
they  aie  such  small  schools.  ,  Scods^ 
is  much  nearer  our  case  ihasi  Iielsad 
The  Catholic  schools  in  Scotland  mre  hoc 
inefficient,    they    ara    very    good.    Ik 
Scotland,  where  the  standard  of  edncatu 
is  much  higher  than  in  Irdand»  the  ceis 
is  678.  lOd.  per  child.    In  Soodand,  tk 
RDman  Cathdics  have  been  able  to  edr 
cate  their  children  well  and  secure  go«ii 
efficient  teaohera,  and  they  have  leoema 
in  the  past  only  a  408.  grant  from  ti* 
Exchequer.    Therefore^  I  do  not  thiri 
we  are  making  any  unreasonable  At 
upon  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
to  do  what  their  co-religionists  i 
in  Scotland.    Th^i  the  right  hon.  Gcntir 
man  complained  that  we  had  kept  thr 
House   in   the   dadc  in;  regard    to  tbr 
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Schedule.  We  have  not  kept  the  House 
in  the  dark ;  it  has  been  on  the  Table 
ever  since  the  Bill  was  printed.  The 
hou.  Member  must  know  that  I  cannot 
discuss  the  Schedule  in  full  detail  on  this 
Motion,  seeing  that  we  have  specially 
arranged  the  time  so  that  we  may  have 
a  full  discussion  of  it  when  we  come  to 
it  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  quoted 
from  the  White  Paper,  and  has  made 
three  exceptions,  but  he  omitted  four 
other  items  which  cannot  fall  on  the 
voluntary  schools.  Such  items  as 
cookery,  handicrafts,  drawing,  etc.,  are 
all  special  expenses.  He  also  mentioned 
the  itein  for  scholarships,  an  item  which 
is  growing  rapidly. 

Mb.  LYTTBLTON:  Are  the  oon- 
tracted-out  scbools  to  do  without  these 
advantages  ? 

MB.RUNCIMAN:  No,  Sir.  We  have 
specially  put  in  a  clause  in  order  that 
Uie  local  authorities  may  throw  open  their 
^)ecial  facilities. 

Mb.  LYTTELTON  :    Yes,  "  may." 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN:  We  cannot  take 
the  local  authorities  by  the  throat  and 
compel  them  to  do  for  the  voluntary 
schools  what  they  are  not  compelled  to 
do  for  their  own  schools.  I  do  not  think 
the  local  authorities  will  be  at  all  captious 
over  these  facilities,  for  they  are  all  only 
too  anxious  to  see  the  children  in  their 
own  localities  properly  educated.  More* 
over,  it  cannot  be  suggested  there  is  a 
religious  difficulty  either  in  the  handi- 
crafts or  the  cookery  centres.  Then  the 
items  for  erection  and  alterations  should 
come  upon  capital  account. 

Sm  WILLIAM  ANSON:  Does  the 
right  hem.  Gentleman  suggest  that  the 
contracted-out  schools  will  never  require 
alteration  or  enlargement  \ 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN  :  No,  but  those  are 
not  maintenance,  but  capital  charges.  I 
UQ  sore  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  is*  not 
going  tp  /suggest  that  the  State  ougbt 
to  bear  the  capital  charges  of  the  volun- 
tary schools.  The  wear  and  tear  charges 
are  not  likely  to  be  heavy.  I  cannot 
fuiderstand  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  wishes  to  throw  the  administrative 


charges    of    these     schools    and    these 
associations     on'   the     rates,     and    it# 
surely   cannot    be  solemnly   suggested 
that  we   should  vote  money  for    the 
salaries  and  administrative  expenses  of 
the   National    Society.     That    is    quite 
unreasonable,  and  I  am  sure 'Ukat.ithe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  have  lookriT. 
very   closely   iato   that   item.    I   have 
never  heard  of  a  claim  of  that  kind 
being  put  forward  by  any  other  portion* 
of   the    voluntary  schools.    The    i^ighti 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  refer  with 
a  cettain  amount  of  brevity  and  reticence 
to  a  communication  which  passed  to-day^ 
between  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
and  myself;    In.  that  letter  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  relies  upon  th*- 
figures  presented  to  him  for  140  schoolsvl 
These  figures  were  presented  to  me  not 
as  a  full  statement  of  the  case  of  the^ 
Church  schoob,  as  was  done  in  the  case, 
of  the  Catholic  schools,  but  as  a  sample 
of  the  case  of  the  Church  8ch9ol8.    [An 
Hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition  B  mchss : 
"  The  full  case  could  not  be  presented 
in  regard  to  so  many  schools."]    If  it 
were  done  on  behalf    of    the    Roman 
Catholics,  why  could  it  not  be  done  also^ 
on  behalf  of  the  Church  schools  ? 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  How  could  they  do 
it  for  11,500  schools  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  ^"This  does  not 
apply  to  11,500  schooh.  There  are 
only  5,200  of  these  contracting-out 
Church  schools.  But  I  make  no  com- 
plaint. I  only  say  if  you  are  going  to 
take  a  dipping  sample  of  about  3  per 
cent,  of  the  schools,  you  are  not  able  to 
make  a  full  and  accurate  statement  of 
the  position  of  the  Church  schools. 
The  Archbishop  was  good  enough  to 
ask  some  of  his  experts  to  confer  with 
us  at  the  Board  of  Education,  and  go 
into  the  accounts  of  these  schools.  I 
refer  to  the  140  schools.  We  should 
have  been  glad  to  reconsider  our  grant 
if  the  case  for  these  schools  were  sub- 
stantiated, but  it  was  not  substantiated. 
Let  me  point  out  some  of  the  discrepaur 
cies  which  came  out  during  the  discussion 
of  these  estimates.  The  Returns  pro- 
duced were  not  those  of  the  actuil 
annual  expenditure,  but  were  the  estimate 
of  managers  of  individual  schools  which 
on  the  face  of  them,  were  quite  unteliableu 
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In  the  very  first  sheet  that  I  examined 
I  found  among  the  items  of  annual 
expenditure  a  sum  of  £275  for  rent. 
Rent  is  properly  a  capital  charge,  not 
a  maintenance  charge. 

Sir  HENEY  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities) :  No. 

Mr.  BUNCIMAN  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  know  some- 
thing about  these  charges. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK  :  It  ia  a  mainten- 
ance chaise. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  proceed. 
It  is  a  long  time  since  the  hon.  Grentleman 
was  at  the  Board  of  Education  himself. 
I  am  giving  the  best  possible  information 
and  giving  it  perfectly  accurately.  I  say 
that  rent  is  not  recognised  as  a  mainten- 
ance charge. 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON :  No. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN :  It  is  impossible  to 
get  on  with  a  running  fire  like  this. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  that  we 
ought  to  pay  the  rent  of  the  voluntary 
schools  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  :  I  do  not  for 
a  moment.  But  in  the  White  Paper  rent 
is  put  down  as  a  charge  of  maintenance 
in  the  estimate  of  the  general  cost  of  the 
up-keep  of  council  schools  ;  and  if  rent  is 
regarded  as  an  element  of  maintenance 
in  the  case  of  council  schools,  it  should  be 
regarded  as  an  element  of  maintenance 
in  the  case  of  the  contracting-out  schools 
also. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  The  local  authori- 
ties who  have  administered  the  Act  of  1902 
have  never  regarded  rent  as  a  mainten- 
ance charge.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggest  that  every  item  which  ap- 
pears on  the  White  Paper  should  be  borne 
by  the  State  ?  Of  course  not.  I  come 
now  to  the  next  item.  It  is  said  that 
when  those  schools  in  London  which  have 
been  furnished  by  the  London  County 
Council  contract-out,  the  County  Council 
will  withdraw  the  furniture  and  that  they 
will  have  to  be  refurnished.  Well,  £300 
ior  furniture  was  put  down  not  for  one 

Mr.  Rundman, 


year  but  as  part  of  the  annual  expenditnie 
of  one  of  the  schools.  I  am  sure  that  no 
one  will  justify  an  item  like  that.  There 
is  an  item  for  a  football  field.  There 
is  also  a  charge  for  school-attendanee 
ofiicers.  They  are  paid  for  by  the  local 
authority.  I  found  also  a  charge  for 
medical  inspection.  That  again  is  & 
charge  which  is  borne  not  by  the  Churcli 
schools  but  by  the  local  authority.  I 
say  it  is  impossible  to  accept  estimates 
like  these  in  support  of  a  claim  for  larger 
grants  from  the  Exchequer.  They  are 
not  drawn  up  on  a  uniform  basis ;  ther 
contain  optional  as  well  as  necessaiy 
expenditure  ;  capital  expenditure  and 
maintenance  expenditure  ;  charges  to  be 
borne  by  the  magistrates,  charges  to  be 
borne  by  the  local  authorities ;  and  the 
various  items  are  so  inextricably  mixed 
up  that  it  is  impossible  to  accept  the 
statement  as  a  full  and  accurate  presenta- 
tion of  the  case  of  the  Church  schools 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  :  I  said  I  had  no 
means  of  checking  the  returns  in  regard 
to  those  140  schools.  I  mentioned  that 
the  Archbishop  was  so  hurried  that  h' 
could  only  get  the  figures  in  regard  t* 
these  schools.  What  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  state  now  is  wbt 
deduction  from  or  addition  to  the  64s.  lOd. 
per  head  he  is  prepared  to  make  on  the 
advice  of  his  own  experts  ? 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  When  I  have 
completed  this  part  of  my  statcmcDt 
I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  the  right  hos. 
Gentleman.  What  I  say  is  tha: 
estimates  which  are  based  on  the  accounts 
furnished  by  individual  managers  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  having  b^ 
uniform  principle  running  through  theic. 
are  not  sufficient  to  substantiate  the  ess* 
which  has  been  put  forward  on  beh^ 
of  the  Archbishop.  I  do  not  blame  tb 
Archbishop,  I  do  not  blame  the  right  bn 
Gentleman.  They  relied  on  their  fx 
perts,  but  I  do  think  they  have  beet 
badly  advised,  and  I  am  quite  sj^ 
that  if  their  experts  had  dealt  iiirlj 
with  them  they  would  not  have  mad^ 
themselves  responsible  for  statement^ 
such  as  those  from  which  I  have  quotec 
this  evening.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemii: 
relies^  on  the  White  Paper.  The  112*^'' 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  listened  to  thf 
j  beginning  of  my  speech,   would  bio* 
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that  we  gave  certain  information  from 
the  local  authorities — information  that 
we  had  no  right  to  demand  and  which 
some  local  authorities  have  refused  to 
give — information  in  regard  to  some  of 
the  items.  The  item  of  64s.  lOd.  is 
compared  with  58s.  8d.,  but  it  is  quite 
cle'ir  that  the  64s.  lOd.  covers  an  entirely 
different  set  of  items  from  those  quoted 
by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman.  You  cannot 
add  the  cost  of  special  subject  classes 
scholarships,  and  there  is  no  authority 
ior  knowing  what  the  items  cover.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  might  throw  up  his 
hands,  but  where  could  we  get  the 
information  ?  The  local  authorities  de- 
cline to  give  it,  and  we  cannot  compel 
them  to  give  it ;  they  did  not  do  it  under 
Us  Bill ;  he  had  no  statutory  authority 
to  require  it.  It  is  all  very  well  to  ask 
what  is  the  use  of  the  Board  of  Education  ; 
bat  the  Board  can  only  act  on  the 
authority  it  has  under  statute,  and  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  himself 
shared  in  the  responsibility  for  the 
statute  that  set  it  up.  I  have  given  the 
basis  on  which  we  founded  our  calcula- 
tion ;  there  is  nothing  to  conceal.  We 
know  the  cost  of  the  teaching  staff, 
we  have  the  power  to  find  that  out,  and 
we  have  found  it  out.  We  know  that 
the  cost  comes  to  £13,800,000,  or  an 
average  of  52s.  3d.  per  child.  It  is  high, 
and  very  largely  because  of  the  high 

salaries  paid  in  London  and  the  larger 


other  side  we  are  giving  a  right  of  entry 
into  county  schools  without  charging  a 
penny. 

Lord  R.  CECIL :  Our  own  schools. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  I  hope  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  not  put  their  claim  too  high. 
Is  this  proportion  more  than  the  Church 
of  England  can  bear  ?  Take  the  year 
1901,  the  last  year  for  which  I  have  the 
figures,  showing  the  amount  of  money 
coming  from  local  sources  towards  Church 
schools.  In  that  year  the  total  gi-ant 
amounted  to,  not  50s.,  but  35s.  per  child, 
and  the  amount  coming  from  local 
resources  to  10s.  per  child.  We  raised 
the  grant  subsequently  to  47s.,  and  then  we 
liaised  it  to  50s.,  so  that  with  the  grant 
we  propose  in  this  Bill  we  are  making  it 
possible  for  the  Church  schools  to  con- 
tract out  without  having  to  bear  any 
greater  burden  than  they  had  in  1901-2. 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  may  think  we 
are  cutting  it  rather  fine,  but  that  is  not 
so,  because  that  is  on  the  assumption 
that  every  school  will  contract-out. 
The  items  do  very  nearly  balance ;  but, 
as  I  was  pointing  out,  there  will  be, 
under  this  Bill,  a  large  number  of  Church 
schools  which  will  be  transferred.  I  am 
sure  nobody  will  suggest  for  a  moment 
that  no  Church  schools  will  be  transferred 
except  in  single-school  districts.    If  that 

were  so  I  should  despair  of  any  success 
districts  there  is  no  cheap  class  of  teachers,  coming  to  this  Bill.  If  the  Grovemment 
That  is  the  amount,  528.  3d.  Now  what 
other  items  fall  on  the  cost  of  voluntary 
schools  ?  There  are  fuel,  lighting,  clean- 
ing, apparatus,  books.  Well,  from  all 
the  information  we  can  get  under  these 
heads  I  believe  the  cost  works  out 
at  less  than  8s.  per  child,  that  is  to  say, 
the  total  cost  all  over  the  country  of 
Church  schools  that  contract-out  cannot 
exceed  GOs.  per  child,  and  of  Roman 
Catholic  schools,  58s.  8d.  Now  what  does 
that  mean  ?  The  State  actually  under 
our  contracting-out  scheme  provides 
five-sixths  of  the  total  up-keep  of  the 
schools,  and  wo  maintain  that  a  sixth  is 
not  too  large  a  proportion  for  the  de- 
nomination to  pay  for  the  private  manage- 
ment and  private  patronage  they  will 
enjoy.    I  might  also  say  that  on 


the 


had  been  imder  the  impression  that  all 
the  schools  except  in  single-school  areas 
were  to  contract-out  we  could  not 
possibly  have  set  our  hands  to  this  BilL 
We  have  been  told  from  the  first  by  those 
who  represent  the  Church  of  England 
that  that  Church  looked  forward  to 
contracting-out  being  the  exception  and 
not  the  rule.  If  you  are  going  to  reduce 
that  area,  instead  of  having  5,200  schools 
outside,  you  will  have  500  schools  outside, 
and  naturally  the  large  sum  of  money 
which  was  at  the  disposal  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  1901  would  produce  not 
10s.  per  child  but  an  enormously  larger 
sum.  If  this  Bill  goes  through,  and  the 
schools  which  are  run  now  by  the  Church 
of  England  are  to  any  considerable 
extent  transferred,  there  is  no  reason  whv 
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'  ti)0  Church  of  England  schoolB  should  not 
•be  the  most  prosperoud  schools  in  England 
and  Wales.  It  is  quite  possible  that  the. 
subscriptions  may  have  fallen  in  the 
interval,  but  they  will  have  to  cover  a; 
much  smaller  area  than  formerly,  and  I 
believe  that  those  who  hold  so  dearly  to 
the  principles  of  the  Church  of  England 
are  not  likely  to  be  less  generous  to  the 
Church  schools  in  1909  than  they  were  in 
1901.  ©ne  of  the  items  which  is  missing 
from  our  Bill  is  a  sliding  scale  for  the 
future.  I  say  quite  frankly  that  we  are 
prepared  to  put  into  the  Schedule,  if  it  is 
accepted  in  anything  likfe  a  readonable 
^spirit,  a  Schedule  which  will  provide  that 
the  contracted-out  schools  shall  have  a 
proportionate  share  in  any  increase  above 
the  grants  under  these  proposals  that  may 
be  made  in  Exchequer  grants  for  the 
ordinary  nutintenance  of  public  ele- 
m3ntary  schools.  What  I  meim  is  this, 
we  do  not  intend — and  we  would  not  like 
t)ur  successors— to  give  a  larger  Ex 
'chequer  grant  to  local  authority  schools 
'than  to  contracted-out  schools,  and  if  the 
(Schedule  does  not  provide  for  that 
'plasticity  we  are  prepared  to  revise  it. 
'I  can  only  say  that  the  Bill  and  Schedule 
actually  fulfil  what  was  undertaken  by 
•the  Prime  Minister.  We  have  given  a 
right-^  real  and  effective  right — of  entry 
'into  the  council  schools,  which  many  of 

•  our  friends  much  dislike.  We  have  also 
given  those  schools  which  think  they  must 

•  contract  out  a  reasonable  chance  of 
existence.  We  have  increased  the 
amount  of  the  grant  by  3s.    If  we  had 

•  adhered  to  the  47b.  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Iriend  I  am  sure  he  could  have  made  out 
a  good  case  for  that  amount.  But  we 
have  gone  up  by  3s.  in  order  to  meet  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  those  who 
represent  the  Church.  We  believe  that 
our  offer,  if  it  errs  at  all,  errs  on  the  side  of 
liberality.  With  all  the  information  at 
our  disposal  we  are  forced  to  the  con- 
clusion that  to  give  a  material  or  even  a 
moderate  increase  would  actually  put  a 
premium  upon  contracting  out.  I  know 
jt  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Archbishop 

Mr*  Runciman. 


of  Canterbury,  nor  do  I  believe  it  is  tk 
desire  of  any  soxmd  educationist  in  thia 
country,  definitely  to  encourage  con- 
tracting out.  I  admit  that,  with  all  its 
drawbacks,  it.  may  be  necesaaiy  as  an 
exception  ;  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  as 
a  rule ;  and,  indeed,  if  we  were  mateii&lh 
to  increase  the  grant  we  should  actnallj 
destroy  tiie  very  basis  upon  which  tlus 
Bill  is  founded. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central, 
said  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  had  attemptsd  to*  show  a  du- 
crepancy  between  the  figure'  ef  £120,000 
a  year  quoted  by  the  ho  a;  Member  for 
Waterford  as  the  annual  burden  on 
Catholic  schools  and  that  ,of  £215,000 
quobe4  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Chichester.  The  two  were  p'^rfectly 
recorxileable,  the  one  being  based  m 
present  expenditure  while  tlie  other  ^a 
an  estimate  of  the  future  burden  whii 
the  Bill  would  lay  upon  the  scliook 
Now  subsection  (1)  of  Clause  3  laid 
it  down  that  the  contracted-out  school 
must  comply  with  all  Buok*  oonditioiL^ 
of  efficiency,  as  regards  teacluD^ 
stafE,  school  premises,  and  secular  in- 
struction as  were  required  by  the  Board 
of  Education  in  schools  provided  by  \k 
local  education  authority,  and,  thercfoi?. 
the  only  basis  on  which  they  could  aigw 
this  subject  was  the  difference  between 
the  cost  of  maintenance  in  the  provided 
schools  and  the  amoimt  of  the  grant 
offered  them  under  the  Bill.  Ho^ 
were  they  to  arrive  at  that  difference' 
They  could  only  start  on  the  basis  of  thf 
White  Paper.  He  thought  it  a  linl- 
hard  that  the  President  of  the  Bo&n 
of  Education  should  b^se  his  cuse  vi 
odd  accounts  sent  up  by  private  managt^i^ 
under  great  pressure,  by  singling  oct 
particular  items  where  the  accouLt? 
were  badly  made  out,  and  that  tf 
should  try  to  destroy  their  contentioii 
on  these  figures  when  it  was  the  biL<ia '>^ 
of  the  Government  themselves  to  snpp'- 
statistics  on  which  alone  the  House  couii 
be   expected   to   judge   of   the  matter. 
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They  must,  however,  go  to  the  White 
Paper,  and  in  reference  to  the  figure  of 


£215,000,  that  was  based*  on  the  figure 
of  the  White  Paper  multiplied  by  the 
number  of  cluldieniri  average  attendance. 
He  w6uld  Uke  to  take  a  smaller  example 
for  the  Sake  of  argument,  and  he  would 
take  the  schools  af 'the  smallest  religious 
community.  In  London  there  were  S6me 
B,700  children  in  avenlg^  attendance 
in  Jewish  schools,  and  on'  the  basis  of 
the  White  Paper  there  would  be  a 
diSerence  in  round  figures  of  468.,  which 
would  appear  to  mean  a  charge  on  these 
schools  of  about  £1^,400  aJ  year.  What 
deductions  were  they  to  make  from  the 
White  Paper  ?  He  invited  the  right 
hon.  Ctentleman  to  tell  them  tomorrow, 
h  the  case  of  these  Jewish  schools,  a 
small  number  of  schbol^  all  in  the  area 
o!  one  local  authority,  these  figures  could, 
be  obtained  as  regarded  London,  and 
he  thought  that  whett  they  came  to  Clause 
3  they  ought  to  know  what  deductions 
were  possible  under  the  heads  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from  the 
figure  6t  £15,400  which  6a  the  face  ot 
the  White  Paper  wotdd  appear  to  be  the 
wm  whict  would  have  to  be  made  up 
on  the  eight  Jewish  schools  in  London 
ilone.  To  return  to  the  figures  of  his 
own  co-religionists,  on  the  basis  of  the 
White  Paper,  the  difference  would  come 
to  £216,000.  What  deductions  were 
they  to  make?  He  agiiin  invited  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say.  It  could 
not  be  more  than  4s.  lOd.  at  the  utmost, 
because  under  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  statement  the  52s.  plus  the 
88.  were  chargeable  in  items  which  he 
himself  admitted.  He  would  make  a 
very  broad  assumption  for  the  sake  of 
arguihent;  he  would  say  that  these 
deductions  might  account  for  one-sixth 
of  the  difference.     They  thus  got  down  to 

£179,000.  Fees  might  have  been  charged 
in  a  very  few  schools  before  1902,  but  he 
would  make  the. assumption  that  £5,000 
might  possibly  be  raised  in  fees,  and  thr^t 
got  them  down  to  £174,000.    Then  the  |  minimum   unf-or    the  Eill    of  £160,000 


right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  they 
would  gain  by  the  exclusion  of.  scholars, 
which  would  get  the  schools  on  t6  a 
higher  grant.  They  niight  gain  in- 
finitesimally  per  head^  but  they  clearly 
would  lose  in  the  grant  at  a  whole, 
and  if  economic  laws  held  good  with 
regard  to  the  schools,  the  greater 
the  bulk  the  cheaper  the  handling. 
Though  they  might,  therefore,  get  a 
little  more  per  child  they  would  lose 
largely  on  the  whole.  With  regard  to 
pooling,  he  would  not  go  into  that, 
because  it  would  in  any  case  only.be  a 
slight  shifting  of  the  burden.  Making 
every  possible  deduction,  he  put  the 
future  cost  of  these  schools  alone,  on 
the  present  assured  basis  of  expenditure, 
at  £160,000  a  year,  exclusive  of:)loan 
and  administration  charges.  But,  of 
course,  there  would  be  additions.  In  the 
first  place,  this  64s.  lOd.  was  only  fku 
average,  and  in  the  second  place  the 
average  vari^,  i.e.,  the  648.  lOd.  was 
itself  depressed  by  the  fact  that  it  in- 
cluded expenditure  on  voluntary  schools, 
which  had  not  come  up  to  its 
natural  level,  because  the  increments 
of  the  teachers  were  only  sl,o"Wfly,  year 
by  year,  being  earned.  In  London,  the 
general  expenditure  was  94s.  per  child 
on  the  whole,  but  it  was  99s.  in  the 
provided  schools  alone.  Therefore,  when 
the  voluntary  school  teachers  who  were 
placed  in  the  scale  rose  to  their  maximum 
the  average  would  be  99s.,  instead  of  94s., 
and  the  same  thing  was  true  of  other 
towns.  There  must  also  be  a  large  in- 
crease on  administration.  The  handling 
of  this  very  l«irge  though  insufficient  sum 
of  money  would  require  a  large  secretarial 
staff,  and  there  would  have  to  be  auditors 
and  branch  officers  in  the  provinces, 
and  considerable  travelling  expenses. 
The  administration  charges  generally 
were  Ss.  5i.  per  child,  but  if  he  put  them 
as  low  as  Is.  per  child  that,  in  the  car.c 
of  these  schools,  would  amount  to  £14,000 
a  year    alono.      Thoy    started    with    a 
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certain,  which  must  be  increased  by 
the  items  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  taking  the  possible  deduction 
and  setting  against  them  the  certain 
additions,  he  could  not  make  out 
that  the  expenditure  of  these  schools 
could  be  less  than  £190,000  a  year, 
and  shortly  might  be  £210,000.  How 
could  a  difierence  like  that  conceiv- 
ably be  met  ?  How  were  they  to  deal 
with  that  situation  ?  Were  they  to 
refuse  the  increments  already  promised 
to  their  teachers,  or  were  they  to 
dismiss  them  ?  What  was  said  about 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  about  elasticity 
was  meaningless.  It  did  not  provide 
against  an  increase  in  rate  charges. 
All  he  said  was  that  if  an  increased  grant 
were  to  be  made  from  the  Exchequer 
some  proportion  would  go  jto  these 
schools  in  the  future,  but  that  did  not 
meet  the  point  that  with  a  limited  grant 
the  schools  which  contracted  out  would 
be  condemned  to  an  ever-growing  and 
uncertain  expenditure.  It  put  them  in 
the  cruel  dilemma  that  they  were  neces- 
sarily made  to  look  with  suspicion  on  all 
educational  progress  that  was  costly.  If 
this  scheme  of  contracting  out  was  carried 
through,  there  would  be  many  loyal 
subjects  up  and  down  the  country  who 
would  feel  a  sense  of  the  gravest  hard- 
ship and  intolerable  wrong. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  that 
as  he  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  continually  asked 
himself— Is  this  a  settlement  ?  His 
whole  tone  was  one  of  vehement  and 
almost  angry  criticism  of  the  figures 
submitted • 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN:  I  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  was  trying  to  give  the 
Hou83  as  full  information  as  possible. 

♦Sir  WILLI  AM  ANSON  said  he  would 
withdraw  the  word  angry,  but  he  was 
surprised  as  he  reminded  himself  that 
lie  was  listening  to  a  discussion  on  a 


settlement  that  he  himself  had  honesthr 
endeavoured  to  work  in  favoor  of»  and 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ksd 
borne  an  honourable  part,  because  the 
whole  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
was  extremely  critical  of  figures  nb- 
mitted   to   hhn   under  great   difficiiltT 
by  the  Archbishop  of  Canterborf  and 
liis  advisers.    What  was  the  situatioo  ! 
The   right   hon.    Gentleman   had  been 
negotiating  for  this  settlement  for  months. 
The  essence  of  the  transaction,  as  in 
most  of  these  transactions,  after  aU  wsi 
the  money  consideration  in  the  case  of 
the  schools  which  would  not  come  in 
to  the  general  system.    It  was  propoeed 
that  the  denominations  should  toneiMkr 
their  schools  to  the  control  of  the  local 
authority,  that  they  should  receive  in 
return  a  right  of  entry  which  they  had 
been  discussing  more  or  less  impeiiertlr 
for  a  day  and  a  half,  and  that  certain 
schools  where  the  children  were  of  one 
faith,  and  which  could  not  oome  con- 
scientiously under  this  syatem,   ahould 
be   allowed   to  contract  out   on   tenni 
which  it  was  hoped  would  keep  then 
not  below  the  educational  level  of  tht 
rest  of  the  community.    On  what  gnHmds 
did  he  complain  that  the  Arckfaukop's 
figures  were  ineffective  and  unconvincing  f 
He  was  not  sure  that  they  were,  b«t 
what  was  the  position  !    The 
Catholic  denomination  had  800 
to  deal  with;    the  Church  of  Rnj^Uni 
had  more  than  11,000. 


Mr.  RUNCIMAN  :  Only  5,900  Ckvch 
schools  can  contract  out. 


*SiR  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  tk*t  thi 
whole  cost  of  maintaining  a  volwatari 
school  was  surely  an  element  of  thi 
calculation,  and  there  were  11,000 
tary  schools  in  the  countiy.  In 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  ">^*"**«Titn|t 
school  all  the  schools  were  tnkan  ui 
consideration,  and  the  ackoola 
could    not  oontraot  out 
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into  the  calculation.    Under  these  cir- 
cnmstances  it  was  not  fair  to  say  there 
were  only  5,0GO  which  would  contract 
out  when  they  used  the  other  schools 
to   lower  the  standard    cost    of  main- 
tenance.     The    right   hon.    Gentleman 
kept   on   alluding    to    one    item    after 
another  and  asking  whether  the  Govern- 
ment   was    expected    to    pay   this  or 
that,     as  [if    the   items   submitted   by 
the    advisers   of   the    Archbishop   were 
items   in    a    bill.     They   were   nothing 
oi   the    sort.    They  were   estimates   of 
the   expenditure  which  would  fall  on  a 
5ontracted-out    school,   and  they  could 
not  keep  up  to  the  educational  level  of 
the  rest  of  the  community  without  a 
larger  demand  than  the  Schedule  allowed 
apon    the    Parliamentary   grant.    After 
all,  what  figures  had  they  to  go  upon  ? 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman    produced 
a  certain   number  of  figures  which  he 
said  had  been    submitted  to  him,  and 
considered  by  his  experts,  and  which  he 
believed  to  overthrow  the  calculations  of 
the  Archbishop ;  but  what  had  they  had 
to  go  upon  except  his  own  "White  Paper  ? 
KThat    were    the    shadowy    calculations 
nrhich  he  said  had  been  submitted  to 
[lim,    and    which    had    been    produced 
tnder    great    pressure    during    the    last 
two  or  three  days,  compared  with  the 
Jaborate    and    considered    estimate    in 
he  White  Paper  %    It  was  very  diffi- 
Milt     to    upset    those    figures.     They 
ihowed  the  steady  march  of  education. 
le  had  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


one    of    those    areas.    Therefore,    they 
might  take  it  that  the  statistics  of  the 
White    Paper   were   absolutely   reliable, 
because    the  figures  very  nearly  corre- 
sponded,   just    differing    sufficiently  to 
show  the  ever  increasing  cost  of  educa- 
tion    in    the    country.    Therefore,     he 
entirely  declined,  and  he  thought  those 
who   were   advising  the   Archbishop  in 
these     negotiations     were     entitled     to 
decline,    to   consider   figures   for   which 
they  had  no    authority  whatever,   ex- 
cept  the   assurance   of   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman    that    they    had    been    con- 
sidered in   the  course   of  the   last   few 
days   at   the    Board   of   Education,    as 
against    the      authoritative      doci^ment 
which     was     before     the     House.     The 
White    Paper    made    out    a    charge    of 
64s.     lOd.     a  child.      The    right    hon. 
Gentlemau  said  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
cost  would  not  fall  upon  the  contracted- 
out  schools.    He  really  doubted  whether 
he  was  justified  in  striking  out  classes 
for  special  subjects.    There  was  a  Parlia- 
mentary grant  for  the  special  subjects 
and  he  presumed  that  the  contracted-out 
schools  would  enjoy  it,  but  he  took  it 
that  the  grant  did  not  cover  the  whole 
cost,  and  that  the  local  authority  would 
make  a  charge  upon  the  contracted-out 
school  for  the  use  of  these  classes  cor- 
responding to    the  expenditure  out    of 
the  rates.    Then  with  regard  to  scholar- 
ships.     He   did    not   understand     also 
why     contracting-out     schools     should 
not     offer    the    same     advantages     to 


nan  was  familiar  with  the  Report  of    students     in     respect     of     scholarships 


the  Departmental  Committee  which  sat 
a  11906.  The  estimates  for  the  cost  of 
oaintenance  in  London,  in  coimty 
K)roughs  and  urbau  districts,  were  there 
;iven,  and  the  White  Paper  showed  a 
mall,  but  very  legitimate  advance 
nade  on  the  cost  of  education  for  every 
VOL.CXCVIL    [Fourth  Series.] 


as  the  local  authorities'  schools,  nor 
why  they  should  not  estimate  in  their 
expenditure  the  scholarships  that  would 
be  offered.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  held  up  to  ridicule  the  purchase 
of  land,  erection  and  enlargement, 
alteration  and  maintenance,  of  school 
3  I 
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buildings.  If  that  was  a  fair  charge  to 
put  down  as  an  item  in  the  maintenance 
of  a  council  school,  why  was  it  to  be  un- 
fair in  the  contracting-out  schools  ?  The 
contracted-out  school  would  need  to 
keep  up  its  buildings,  and  from  time  to 
time  to  enlarge  them  just  as  much  as 
the  council  schools,  and  those  who 
had  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  upkeep  would 
also  have  to  pay  the  rate  which  went 
towards  the  upkeep  of  the  other  schools 
in  the  county.  Upkeep  was  an  item 
which  could  not  be  left  out  of  considera- 
tion nor  could  the  cost  of  administration. 
It  might  very  well  be  that  the  contracted- 
out  schools  would  require  officers  to  see 

4 

to  school  attendance.     If  so,  it  was  an 
item  of  cost  in  considering  the  financial 
position  of  the  contracted- out  schools. 
And  when  they  came  to  the  cost  of  ad- 
ministration the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
forgot  that  he  had  put  upon  the  Church 
of   England  the  administration  of,  pos- 
sibly,  a   couple   of  millions   of   money, 
which  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  by  ap- 
portionment to  the  contracted- out  schools. 
Pooling,  no  doubt,  did  help  where  there 
was  a  great  discrepancy  in  the  case  of 
one  area  as  against  another  which  was 
maintained  at  less  cost,  and  which  couli 
help  the  one  which  was  maintained  at  a 
greater  cost.     But  he  was  afraid  the  con- 
tracted-out   schools    would    always    be 
found  to  be  in  areas  of  the  sams  financial 
capacity,  and  that  pooling  would  not  be 
such   an   assistance   as   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  supposed.     But,  anyhow,  the 
administration  of  this  larger  fund  must 
be  a  considerable  item  of  cost.     That 
being  so,  they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's  figures   before   them,    which^he 
would  take  as  authoritative  figures  set 
forth    in    the  White   Paper,   and  they 
were  not  satisfied  that   the   deductions 
Sir  William  Anson. 


which  he  proposed  to  make  were  justifi- 
able. What  was  the  upshot  of  the 
whole  matter  ?  How  did  they  stand  ? 
The  finance  of  the  contracted-out  school 
was  really  the  essence  of  the  transaction. 
The  Roman  Catholic  schools  had  stated 
their  own  case.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
be  boimd  by  the  financial  statement  of 
the  Roman  Catholics.  They  might  have 
their  views  as  to  the  cost  of  maintenanoe 
and  their  own  economy,  which  might  not 
be  that  of  other  schools.     At  anv  rate, 

m 

on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  figures,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Archbishop's  con- 
tention that  the  grant  must  be  increased 
by  a  sum  of  at  least  6s.  to  make  the 
financial  position  tolerable  for  the  con- 
tracting-out schools  was  a  minimum-state 
ment.  He  hoped  that  the  financial 
question  might  be  settled  satisfaetorilj* 
but  if  it  was  not,  he  did  not  think  tbt 
the  fault  would  rest  with  the  Opposition 
The  whole  power  of  ascertaining  tkf 
financial  position  of  any  school  in  tk 
kingdom  rested  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Under  the  Code  he  could  gf* 
the  figures  of  any  school  which  he  chose 
to  ask  for.  He  had  had  this  matter  beto 
him  for  months.  He  had  published  • 
Paper,  the  figures  of  which  they  w«f 
prepared  to  accept.  He  disputed  hv 
own  figures,  and  he  disputed  the  Arrt* 
bishop's  figures,  and  under  these  eir 
cumstances  he  (Sir  William  Anfoo) 
was  rather  puzzled  to  know  where  tbf^ 
were,  or  what  figures  would  satisfy  ^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  finanrt*- 
position  of  contracted-out  schools,  l^y 
was  a  friend  of  the  settlement  he  wa5  fr' 
friend  of  contracting-out.  If  contractinf^ 
out,  on  the  scale  put  forth  in  the  Bil^ 
was  the  last  word  of  the  Government,  hf 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  B"^ 
He   hoped    the   right   hon. 
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might  yet  find  it  possible  to  enable  him 
to  support  him,  as  he  had  hitherto  done, 
in  effecting  a  settlement  which  he  believed 
he  had  at  heart,  but  if  his  speech  to-night 


was  the  last  word  on  the  subject  his  hopes 
were  sinking  very  low. 

Question  put. 


The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  244  ;    Noes,  119.    (Division  List  No.  430.) 


A  eland,  Francis  Dyke 

Agnew,  George  William 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Allen,  A.  Acland  (Christchurch) 

Allen.  Charles  P.  (Stroud) 

Ann<<trong.  W.  C.  Heaton 

Asquith.  Rt.Hn. Herbert  Henry 

Ather ley- Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Joseph  A.(Finsbury,  £.) 

Balfour.  Robert  (Lanark) 

Banner,  John  S.  Harmood 

Baring.  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 

Barker,  Sir  John 

Barlow.  Percy  (Bedford) 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Bell,  Richard 

Bennett.  E.  N. 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

BirreU,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 

Black,  Arthur  W. 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Brace.  William 

Bramsdon,  T.  A. 

Branch,  James 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  J.  A. 

Brocklehurst,  W.  B. 

Brodie,  H.  C. 

Brunner,  J.  F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 

Bzyce.  J.  Annan 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Buckmaster,  Stanley  O. 

Burt,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Byles,  William  Pollard 

Cameron,  Robert 

Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 

Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

Cawley,  Sir  Frederick 

Chance,  Frederick  William 

CleUnd,  J.  W. 

Ciough,  William 

Collins.  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancra8,W. 

Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 

Cooper.  G.  J. 

Corbett  .C.H.(Su8sex,E.Grin8'd. 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cowan.  W.  H. 

Craig,  Herbert  J.  (Tynemouth) 

LVoss,  Alexander 

LVossley.  William  J. 

DalzieU  Sir  James  Henry 

Davies,  Ellis  William  (Eifion) 

Davies,  Timothy  (Fulham) 

[)aries,SirW.Howel](Bristol,S.) 

3ickiii8on,W.H.(St.Pancras,N.) 

Duckworth.  Sir  James 
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Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Fume8s) 
Dunne,MajorE.Martin(Wal8all) 
Edwards,  Enoch  (Hanley) 
Erskine,  David  C. 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  George  Bimie 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Lacey 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Fletcher,  J.  S. 
Foster,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Walter 
Freeman-Thomas,  Freeman 
Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 
FuUerton,  Hugh 
Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 
Gibb,  James  (Harrow) 
Gladstone ,  Rt .  Hn .  Herbert  John 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 
Gooch,  George  Peabody  (Bath) 
Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Guinness,  W.  E.  (Bury  S.Edm.) 
GuUand,  John  W. 
Gurdon.Rt.Hn.SirW.  Brampton 
Hall,  Frederick 

Harcourt,  Robert  V.(  Montrose) 
Harmsworth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc*8) 
Harmsworth,R.  L.(Oithn'8s-f«h 
Hart-Davies.  T. 
Harvey.  A.  G.  C.  (Rochdale) 
Harvey,  W.  E.(  Derbyshire,N.  E. ) 
Haslam,  James  (Derbyshire) 
Ha^orth.  Arthur  A. 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Hemmerde,  Edward  George 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Herbert,  Col.  Sir  Ivor  (Mon.,S.) 
Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobart.  Sir  Robert 
Hobhouse.  Charles  E.  H. 
Hooper.  A.  G. 

Hope,  W.  Bateman(Somer8et,N«) 
Homiman.  Emslie  John 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Howard.  Hon.  Geoffrey 
lUingw^orth.  Percy  H. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jacoby,  Sir  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Johnson.  W.  (Nuneaton) 
Jones,  Will  iam(  Carnarvonshire ) 
Kearley,  Sir  Hudson  E. 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir  John  H. 
King,  Alfred  John  (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw,  Robert 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  NormaD 


Layland-Barratt,  Sir  Francis  | 
Lehmann,  R.  C. 
Levy,  Sir  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Lynch,  H.  B. 

Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk  B'ghs) 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MX'aUum,  John  M. 
M*Crae,  Sir  George 
M^Kenna,  Rt.  Hon.  Reginald 
M'Laren,Rt.Hn.SirC.B.(Leice8. 
McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) , 
M'Micking,  Major  G. 
Mallet,  Charles  E. 
Mansfield,  H.  Rendall  (Lincoln) 
Marks,G.Croydon  (Launceston) 
Mamham,  F.  J. 
Massie,  J. 

Masterman,  C.  F.  G.  *\ 

Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel  \ 

Middlebrook,  William 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Molteno,  Percy  Alport 
Montgomery,  H.  G. 
Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Morrell,  Philip 
Morton,  Alpheus  (Meophas 
Murray,Capt .  Hn .  A.C.  (Kincard 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  £.) 
Myer,  Horatio 
Napier,  T.  B. 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson  .Charles  N.(DoncstV) 
Norman.  Sir  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Nuttall,  Harry 
Paul,  Herbert 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pearce.  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Pearson. W.  H.  M.(Suffolk,Eye) 
Philipjis.  Col.  Ivor(S'thampton) 
Philipps.  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V.     ^ 
Pollard.  Dr. 

Price,  C.  £.(Edinburgh,  Central, 
Priestley,  Arthur  (Grantham) 
Priestley,  W.E.B.(Bradford,E,) 
Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 
Rea,Walter  Russell  (Scarboro^ 
Rees,  J.  D. 
Rendall,  Athelstan 
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Bichards,T.F.(  Wo  Iverh'mpt'n) 
Bidsdale,  E.  A. 
Roberts,  Sir  J.  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robinson,  S. 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 
Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 
Rogers,  F.  £.  Newman 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
Samuel,  Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleyeland 
Schwann,  C.  Duncan(Hy  de) 
Scott,A.H.(A8htonunder  Lyne) 
Seaverns,  J.  H. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,SirCharlesEdw.(Stafford) 
Shaw,  Rt.  Hon.  T.(Hawick,  B) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G.  • 
Silcock,  Thomas  Ball 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 
Stanley,  Albert  (Staffs,  N.W.) 
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Stanley,  Hn.'A.Lyulph(Che6h.) 
Stewart-Smith,  D.  (Kendal) 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
Stuart,  James  (Sunderland) 
Summerbell,  T. 
Sutherland,  J.  E. 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(  Salisbury ) 
Tennant,  it.  J.  (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,  Sir  A. (Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thomasson,  Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E) 
Thomson,  W.  Mitchell(Lanark 
Thome,G.R.  (Wolverhampton) 
Tomkinson,  James 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Cliarles  Philips 
Vemey,  F.  W. 
Vivian,  Henry 
Walton,  Joseph 
Waring,  Walter 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wa8on,Rt.Hn.E.(CIackmannan 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 


of  the  House, 
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Watt,  Henry  A. 
Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
Whit  bread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk 
White,  J.  Dundas(Dumbart'n!iii 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whittake^,RtHn.Si^Tllom^^P 
Williams,  J.  (Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmanh  3 
Williamson,  A. 
Wills,  Arthur  Walters 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  ilid. 
Wilson,  J.  W.  ( WorcMtersh.)v 
Wilson,  P.  W.  (St.  Paiicras.S. 
Winfrey,  R. 
Wodehouse,  Lord 
Wood,  T.  M'Kinnon 
Younger,  George 

Tellebs  for  the  Atei- 
Mr.  Joseph  Pease  andMaetr 
of  Elibank. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E. ) 

Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 

Ashley,  W.  W. 

Balcarres,  Lord 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 

Baring,Capt .  Hn.  G.  ( Winchester 

Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 

Boland,  John 

Bowles,  G.  Stewart 

Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 

Bull,  Sir  William  James 

Carlile,  E.  Hildred 

Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Oastlereagh,  Viscount 

Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 

Cecil,  Lord  John  P.  Joicey- 

Cecil,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  E. ) 

Clynes,  J.  R. 

Colling8,Rt.Hn.  J.(Birm'gham) 

Cory,  Sir  Clifford  John 

Courthope,  G.  Loyd 

Craik,  Sir  Henry 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crooks,  William 

Dillon,  John 

Duncan,Robert(Lanark,Govan) 

Dunn,  A.  Edward  (Camborne) 

Edwards,  Clement  (Denbigh) 

Fardell,  Sir  T.George 

Fell,  Arthur 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Gardner,  Ernest 

GUI,  A.  H. 

Ginniell,  L. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 

Guinness,  Hon.  R.(Haggerston) 

Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Halpin,  J. 


NOES. 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Harris,  Frederick  Leverton 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Helmsley,  Viscount 
Hills,  J.  W. 
Hodge,  John 
Hogan,  Michael 
Hope,  James  Fitzalan(Sheffield) 
Hudson,  Walter 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  Alfred  Eddison 
Joynson-Hicks,  William 
Kavanagh,  Walter  M. 
Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 
Keswick,  William 
Kilbride,  Denis 

King,Sir  Henry  Seymour  (Hull) 
Lamb,EdmundG.  (Leominster) 
Lane- Fox,  G.  R. 
Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 
Lea,Hugh  Cecil  (St.Pancras,E.) 
Lowe,  Sir  Francis  William 
Lundon,  W. 

Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
«MacVeagh,  Jeremiah  (Down,S.) 
Mac  Veigh,Charles(  Donegal,  E.) 
M*Kean,  tTohn 
M*Killop,  W. 
Meagher,  Michael 
Meehan,Francis  E.(Leitrim,N.> 
Meehan,  Patrick  A.(Queen'sCo.) 
Mooney,  J.  J. 
Morpeth,  Viscoimt 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholson, Wm.  G.  (Petersfield) 


Nield,  Herbert 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Ricluri 
0'Brien,Kendal(TipperMTM^. 
O'Connor,  John  (KUdare,  X.i 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  (Liverpool* 
O'Kelly,  James(  RoscommoBj 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravweal 
Phillips,  John  (Longford,  8.1 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Ratcliff,  Major  R.  F. 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.(Wat€rford^ 
Redmond,  William  (Clarr) 
Remnant,  James  FarquliM^(^0 
Renwick,  George 
Roche,  John  (Galway,  £a&t! 
Ronaldshay,  Earl  of 
Rutherford,- W.  W.  (Liverf^w^ 
Samuel,  S.M.  (Whitechapeli  i 
Sassoon,  Sir  Ekiward  Albert  i 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marj'lebone,  V. 
Seddon,  J. 

Smith,F.E.  (Liverpool,  Wate 
Snowden,  P. 
Stanier,  Beville 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(OifdUaiT 
Thomaa,David  Alf  red(Menbr 
Walker,  Col.  W.  H.(Lancaslur 
Walsh,  Stephen  '1 

Warde,  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Msi 
Wilkie,  Alexander 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhon/f iw- 
Wyndham^Rt.  Hon.  Geocp 

Tellers  for  the  Not.^ 
Captain  Donel&n  and  ^ 
Patrick  O'BriexL 


Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  pursuance  1  adjourned  the  House  without  Quests: 
ef  the  Order  of  the  House  of  Slst  July,  '  put. 

Adjourned  at  nineteen  minutes  before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Thursday,  3rd  December^  1908. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  for  Amendment  of ;  of  school 
board  of  Kirkcaldy;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


:?    STATISTICS  (FOREIGN  COUNTRIES). 

^  Statistical  abstract  for  the  principal 
*■  and  other  foreign  countries  in  each  year 
•c'from  1896  to  1905-1906  (as  far  as  the 
I  particulars  can  be  stated),  with  some 
!|  provisional  figures  for  1907.  Thirty- 
?  foarth  Number. 


S 


5 


V. 


RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OF 

LABOUR). 

Return  in  pursuance  of  Section  4  of 
the  Regulation  of  Railways  Act,  1889,  of 
railway  servants  of  certain  classes  who 
were  on  one  or  more  occasions  during 
the  month  of  July,  1908,  on  duty  on 
certain  railways  of  the  United  Kingdom 
for  more  than  twelve  hours  at  a  time,  or 
who,  after  being  on  duty  more  than 
twelve  hours,  were  allowed  to  resume 
work  with  less  than  nine  hours  rest; 
showing  periods  of  duty  after  deduction 
of  time  (if  any)  spent  in  travelling  home 
after  relief  and  certain  definite  and 
continuous  intervals  of  rest  of  four  hours 
or  upwards ;  with  appendices  giving 
additional  statements  and  explanations 
furnished  by  the  railway  companies. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,  1894  TO 

1903. 

Order  No.  7619,  dated  28th  November, 
1908,  permitting  the  landing  at  a  foreign 
animals  wharf  in  Great  Britain  of  animals 
carried  on  board  the  s.s.  "  Titian." 

DESTRUCTIVE    INSECTS    AND    PESTS 
ACTS,    1877   AND   1907. 

Order,  dated  the  27  th  November, 
1908,  entitled  the  "  American  Gooseberry 
Mildew  (Wisbech  and  District)  Order 
of  1908." 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
ActX  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

VOL.  CXCVIL    [Fourth  Series.] 


LAW  OF  DISTRESS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  ATKINSON  explained  that  the 
Amendments  standing  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper  were  really  Lord  Halsbury'e 
Amendments,  which  he  had  undertaken 
to  move  on  his  noble  and  learned 
friend's  behalf.  He  first  moved  to  omit 
from  paragraph  (c)  of  Clause  1  the  words 
**  lease,  under-lease,  or."  The  paragraph 
would  then  read — 

"  Aoy  other  person  whatsoever  not  being 
a  tenant  of  the  premises  or  of  any  part  thereof^ 
and  not  having  any  beneficial  interest  in  9,ny 
any  tenancy  of  the  premises  or  of  any  part 
thereof. " 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  the  words 
*  lease,  under-lease,  or.'  "—{Lord  Atkinson. ) 

Lord  COURTNEY  op  PENWITH 
accepted  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  3 
agreed  to. 

Lord  ATKINSON  formally  moved  te 
omit  from  Clause  4  the  provision  that  the 
Bill  should  not  apply  to  goods  of  an  under 
tenant  (not  being  a  lodger)  who  should 
have  become  a  tenant  of  premises  without 
the  consent  of  the  superior  landlord  con- 
trary to  any  lease  or  agreement  under 
which  the  immediate  tenant  held. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  In  page  3,  line  .32,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  *  Corporation  '  to  the  word  *  Provided  ' 
in  line  37." — (Lord  Atkinson.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  ta 

Lord  ATKINSON  moved  three 
Amendments  to  the  proviso  at  the  end  of 
Clause  4,  so  as  to  make  it  read — 

"  Provided  that  it  shall  be  competent  for  a 
stipendiary  magistrate,  or  where  there  is  no 
stipendiary  magintrates  for  two  j  ustices,  upon 
application  by  the  superior  landlord  or  any 
under  tenant  or  other  such  person  as  aforesaid, 
upon  hearing  the  parties,  to  determine  whether 
any  goods  are  in  fact  goods  covered  by  sub- 
section (2)  of  this  seotion." 
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Amendmeat  moved — 


"  In  page  3,  lines  40  and  41,  to  leave  oat  the 
words,  **  the  under  tenant  or  other  persons 
not  being  the  immediate  tenant  of." — {Lord 
Atkinson,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  page  3,  line  41,  after  the  word  **  land- 
lord "  tcv  insert  the  words  "or  any  under 
tenant  or  other  such  person  as  aforesaid." — 
( Lord  A  tkinson, ) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  premises  "  and  to  insert  the  word  "  goods," 
and  after  the  word  **  by,"  to  insert  the  word 
"subsection." — {Lord  Atkinson.) 


Avebury)  did  not  object  to  the  wordi 
in  Clause  4  being  deleted,  and  now  tiut 
those  words  had  disappeared  CUom  5 
was  necessary. 

Lord  ATKINSON  said  his  rwwo 
for  moving  the  omission  of  the  words  in 
question  from  Clause  4  was  that  CUum  r» 
covered  exactly  the  same  poinu  He  did 
not  understand  that  the  noble  Lord  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  preferred  retaining  tb« 
p^o^^8ion  in  Clause  4.  Moreover,  Ltni 
Halsbury,  for  whom  he  was  acting, 
attached  the  utmost  importance 
Clause  5,  which  contained  more  than 
provided  for  by  the  words  omitted  from 
Clause  4. 


lu 


On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  to  Clause  5, 
agreed  to. 

Lord  COURTNEY  of  PENWITH, 
who  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
toleave  out  Clause  5,  which  ran — 

"Tliis  Act  shall  not  apply  to  any  under 
tenant,  not  being  a  lodger,  where  the  under 
tenancy  has  been  created  in  breach  of  any 
covenant  or  agreement  in  writing  l>etween 
the  landlord  and  his  imraodiate  tenant,  or 
where  tlie  under  tenancy  has  been  created 
contrary  to  the  wish  of  the  landlord  in  that 
behalf,  expressed  in  writing  and  delivered  at 
the  premises  within  a  reasonable  time  after 
ihe  circumstances  have  come,  or  with  due 
diligence,  would  have  come  to  his  knowledge," 

said   that   words  had  just  been  deleted 
from  Clause  4,  on  the   Motion  of  Lord 
Atkinson,  to  the  omission  of  which    he 
(Lord  Courtney)  ought  to  have  objected ; 
but  he   was  under   the  impression  that 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  was 
moving  was  merely  a  drafting  Amend- 
ment.   He  certainly  thought  his  attention 
might  have  been  called  to  the  effect  of 
the.   Amendment.      As    the    words    in 
question  had  been  omitted  from  Clause  4, 
he  had  no  option  but  to  allow  Clause  5 
to  stand.     He  would  not,  therefore,  move 
his  Amendment. 


Lord  AVEBURY  said  the  words  that 
have  been  struck  out  of  Clause  4  were 
suggested  bv  him  in  Committee,  and 
were,  he  understood,  assented  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  Lord 
Halsbury  suggested  other  words  which 
he  thought  would  better  carry  out  the 
object,  and  Clause  5  was  the  result.  As 
Clause    5    was   in    the    BiU    he  (Lord 


Lord  COURTNEY  op  PEXWITH 
said  it  was  precisely  these  additioiul 
words  in  Clause  5  to  which  he  objected. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  bavins 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  th<r« 
was  no  Amendment  before  the  Houm, 

The  discussion  on  Clause  5  dropped. 

Lord  ATKINSON  moved  to  amend 
Clause  6  so  as  to  compel  the  under-tenant 
if  served  with  the  required  notice,  to  p»r 
to  the  superior  landlord  not  only  t^ 
rent  due  but  also  the  rent  accruing. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  18,  after  the  word  Twi 
to  innert  the  words  *  whether  the  »m«  h** 
already     accrued      due     or      not,*"-H/*^ 
Atkinson,) 

Lord  C3URTNKY  of  PENWITri 
accepted  the  Amendment. 

On  Question  Amendment  agreed  ta 

Lord  ATKINSON  said  the  Ameoi: 
ment  standing  in  his  name  to  Clause  «< »»» 
really,  if  their  Lordships  would  forgi^f  m 
Irishism,  consequentiad  upon  an  AiMO'i 
ment  which  had  not  yet  been  resA*^ 
'  Clause  10  provided  that  the  Act  sbookl »« 
apply  to  Scotland,  and  when  that  dau* 
was  reached  he  proposed  to  add  wwd^ 
restricting  the  application  of  the  Bill  ta 
Ireland  to  a  rent  issuing  out  of  kndf  ^ 
tenements  situate  wholly  within  tk 
boundaries  of  a  municipality  or  of  a  lo*fr 
ship  having  town  commissionarL  Tk» 
object  was  to  remove  agriculuinl  tefr 
anoies  from  the  operation  of  the  Art- 
The  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  iba  M  »«• 
prepared  to  accept  those  additioaal  »«* 
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when  they  came  to  Clause  10,  and  there- 
fore ke  now  moved  to  insert  in  Clause  8» 
which  provided  that  the  Lodgers'  Goods 
Protection  Act,  1871,  should  be  repealed 
as  from  the  commencement  of  this  Act, 
the  words  "  wherever  and  so  far  as  this 
Act  applies." 

Amendment  moved — 

"In  page  4,  line 25,  aCter  the  word  'shall' 
to  insert  the  words  '  wherever  and  so  far  as 
th'ia  Act  applies.' " — {Lord  Atkinson.) 

Lord  COUETNEY  of  PENWITH 
accepted  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  ta 

Drafting  Amendment  to  Clause  9 
agreed  to. 

Lord  ATKINSON  then  moved  to  add 
to  Clause  10  the  provision  to  which  he 
had  referred,  the  practical  effect  of  which, 
he  said,  would  be  to  confine  the  Act  to 
urban  areas. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  page  4,  line  32,  after  the  word  *  Scot- 
land' to  insert  the  words  *and  shall  only 
ipply  in  Ireland  to  a  rent  issuing  out  of  lands 
)r  tenements  situate  wholly  within  the 
x>undaries  of  a  municipality  or  of  a  town- 
ihip    having    town    commissioners.' "—(Xorrf 

On  Question  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next, 
nd  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
37.) 

INCEST  BILi^. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
rder)  :  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
lenty  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
onunittee. 


THE  STRENGTH  OF  THE  ARMY. 

♦The  Earl  op  ERROLL  :  My  Lords,  I 
36  to  call  attention  to  a  statement 
iported  to  have  been  made  by  the 
>cretary  of  State  for  War  on  Friday 
e  20th  November,  at  Guildford,  to  the 
feet  that,  "the  Army  is  90,000 
ronger  than  it  was  three  years  ago," 
d  to  ask  for  details  justifying  these 
urea  ;  and  to  move  for  i^apers. 

What  I  want  to  know  is  whether  these 
bra    men — ^and  I  lay  emphasis  on  the 


word  extra— represent  a  net  increase  of 
the  numbers  of  the  Army,  or  do  they 
merely  represent  a  change  of  name  and  a 
re-arrangement  of  units,  witn  the  view  of 
persuading  the  public  that  the  armed 
strength  of  the  country  is  greater  than 
the  facts  justify  ?  Do  these  men  really 
exist  in  the  flesh,  or  are  they  more  in 
the  nature  of  a  stage  Army,  in  which  the 
same  men  are  counted  several  times 
over  1  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on,  in  the  speech  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
to  claim  an  increase  of  65,000  men  in 
the  Special  Reserve,  and  an  increase  of 
40,000  in  the  reserve  of  the  Regular 
Army.  From  this  total  of  105,000  men 
he  deducted  15,000  as  due  to  the  reduc- 
tions of  nine  battalions,  leaving  as  the 
net  increase  90,000  men.  I  venture  to 
say  that  this  calculation  is  erroneous  and 
absolutely  misleading,  because  it  alto- 
gether ignores  the  Militia  of  three  years 
ago.  I  maintain  that  in  a  comparative 
statement,  if  credit  is  taken  for  the 
Special  Reserve  now,  credit  should  also  be 
taken  for  the  Militia  as  they  existed  in 
1905.  This  is  a  debit  and  credit  amount, 
and  if  you  take  credit  for  the  Special 
Reserve  you  must  take  credit  for  the 
Militia  as  well.  You  must  take  credit 
for  both  or  neither. 

Now,  what  is  the  Special  Reserve  ?  It 
is  merely  the  old  Militia  under  a  new 
name,  with  the  obligation  to  serve  abroad. 
At  the  present  moment  it  is  25,000  men 
short  of  what  the  Militia  was  in  1905, 
and  it  has  an  annual  training  of  fourteen 
days  instead  of  twenty-eight  days  as  in 
the  case  of  the  old  Militia.  In  what  I 
may  call  the  pre-territorial  days,  it  was 
the  established  custom  when  calculating 
the  armed  strength  of  the  country  to 
include  the  Militia,  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  War  Ofl&ce  used  always  to  rely 
on  two-thiids  of  the  Militia  volunteering 
for  service  abroad.  Granted  that  this 
obligation  of  the  Special  Reserve  to  serve 
abroad  is  a  good  one,  which  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit,  I  maintain  that  that  is  no 
reason  why  all  the  value  of  the  Militia  of 
three  years  ago  should  be  ignored.  The 
Militia  never  failed  to  come  forward  when 
asked.  They  fought  in  very  large 
numbers  in  the  Peninsula,  they  were 
present  in  force  at  Waterloo,  and  during 
the  Crimea  they  occupied  the  garrisons 
in  the  Mediterranean,  and  their  services 
in  South  Africa  are  so  recent  that  I  need 
not  allude  to  them. 
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The  Militia  establishment  in  1905  was 
130,000  men  and  their  actual  strength, 
irrespective  of  the  permanent  staff,  was 
90,000.  The  Special  Keserve  establish- 
ment is  80,000 — its  present  strength 
is,  I  believe,  somewhere  near  65,000 
— so  that,  even  if  it  were  up  to  its 
total  establishment,  it  would  still  be 
10,000  below  the  Militia  of  ttree 
years  ago.  Even  supposing  that  the 
organisation  is  better,  1  maintain  that 
you  cannot,  by  wiping  out  90,000  men 
and  replacing  them  by  65,000,  claim  to 
have  increased  the  numbers.  Eeally  we 
are  in  a  worse  position  now  than  we  were 
three  years  ago.  With  75,000  fewer  men 
in  the  Territorial  Army  than  we  had  in 
the  Yeomanry  and  Volunteer  Forces, 
20,000  less  men  in  ihe  Regular  services, 
and  the  balance  of  loss  of  25,000  between 
the  Militia  and  the  Special  Reserve,  there 
are,  deducting  the  increase  in  the  Reserve 
of  the  Regular  Army,  80,000  less  men  to 
call  upon  than  there  were  three  years  ago. 

Speaking  in  the  City  the  other  night, 
Mr.  Haldane  is  reported  to  have  said — 

**  There  was  no  greater  fallacy  than  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Government  had  reduced  tne 
b^tdar  Line.  Thev  had  far  more  than  com- 
pensated for  any  changes  by  providing  the 
Special  Reserve. 

To  me  this  is  a  most  astounding  state- 
ment. It  was  the  Militia  who  were 
rephiced  by  the  Special  Reserve.  The 
Regulars  who  have  been  done  away  with 
have  never  been  replaced  at  all. 

A  word  as  to  the  organisation  of  the 
Special  Reserve.  It  consists  of  so  called 
units  of  550  men,  with  an  annual  train- 
ing of  fourteen  days ;  it  is  to  feed  the 
Line,  and  is  composed  of  very  young 
men.  I  am  told  that  not  50  per  cent,  of 
the  men,  after  feeding  the  Line,  would 
be  fit,  through  age  and  phy^ical  defects, 
to  take  part  in  a  campaign.  Further,  it 
would  be  impossible  now  for  the  Special 
Reseive  U)  garrison  Mediterranean  and 
other  ports  and  so  free  the  Regular 
battalions  there.  The  JS'pecial  Reserve 
will  have  to  remain  at  home  as  a  depot, 
to  train  men  to  fill  up  the  Army  in  the 
field.  Than  I  come  to  the  Expeditionary 
Force.  It  is  claimed  that  the  Expedition- 
ary Force,  which  should  be  ready  to  go 
out  of  the  country  almost  at  once,  consists 
of  160,000  men,  and  that  the  Army 
Reserve  is  now  140,000.  I  think  this 
would  convey  to  the  non-military  mind 
that  we  had  160,000  men  plus  140,000 

The  Earl  of  ErroU, 


men.  But  it  is  nothing  of  the  sort.  6^ 
fore  mobilising  this  Expeditionary  Foite 
all  these  Reserves  would  be  swiDovfd 
up.  I  am  informed  that  two  Divisoi^ 
or  the  equivalent  of  30,000  men,  imA 
be  sent  to  India.  We  should  then  win: 
100,000  to  fill  the  ranks— that  is,  tr^ 
reserve  men  to  every  man  serriBf^ 
For  the  Expeditionary  Force  the  numbcs 
are  169,000.  The  regiments  tin: 
we  have  at  home  would,  I  bebeve, 
supply — that  is  to  say,  they  have  in  that: 
ranks  now — 120,000  men  ;  but  when  pa 
deduct  the  recruits,  the  unfit,  and  ikcw 
under  age  you  get  a  number  someihiz:: 
like  50,000.  That  leaves  us  in  this  coot 
try  with  only  about  70,000  toward  tkf 
Expeditionary  Force  and  we  should  kT? 
to  take  100,000  men  from  the  Reseri 
to  make  up  the  Expeditionary  Force,  i 
believe  the  Army  Council  calcnlalelbt> 
replace  casualties  during  the  ^t^  su 
months  we  should  want  another  60,Ol* 
men,  so  that  by  that  time  we  should  hiTf 
used  up  not  only  our  Regular  Ara.^ 
Reserve,  but  what  is  left  oC  ihe  Spee:^ 
Reserve  as  well. 

Then  I  come  to  the  Army  Reserve  c 
140,000   men.      I  am   quite   willing  t- 
admit  that  that  is  an  advance  on  wbat*^ 
have  had,  but  those  figures  at  the  prese: 
moment  are  abnormal.     They  are  not  ^^ 
to  the  Grovernment  scheme,  but  tot«: 
porary  causes,  and  particularly  due  to  ti^ 
three  years  system  established  by  Lor 
Midleton,    but    when   these    men  begj 
to    leave  ,the    Reserve,    the     noID^^^ 
must  go  down,  because  their  places  v. 
not  be  filled  up,  as  their  Reserve  \^ 
ducing   units  have   been  destroyed,  *: 
I  think  that  the  normal  Reserve  will  t ' 
be  much  over  100,000  or  110,000  Krt 
Before  the  war  we  had  an  Army  Reser  • 
of    80,000,    and    a   Militia    Resene  ' 
30,000   men,  so  that  when    the  pre«^ 
exceptional  circumstances  cease  to  previ 
the  Keserve  will  come  to  be  about  wU 
it  was  before  the  war.     It  is,  Uierefof* 
absurd   to  say  that  the    Army  has  d 
been  reduced.     From  what  I  can  see  ti. 
exact  contrary  is  the  case.     You  ctaT ' 
increase  your  numbers  by  simply  cb*:^" 
ing  a  name.     By  improved  organis&t:  ■ 
and  an  alteration  in  the  terms  of  sen:^ 
you  may  increase  eflSciency,  but  that  fi 
does  not  give  you  more  men.     Wheil 
the  men  are  called  the  First  or  Sca-r 
Lino  does  not  afiect  the  total  nambt:^ 
available.     In  my  view,  such  statem^-* 
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-as  the  one  to  which  I  have  referred  are 
dioigerous  and  give  to  the  country  a  false 
idea  of  our  military  strength. 

• 
Moved,  iihat  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  His  Majesty  for  Papers 
relating  to  a  statement  reported  to  have 
4>een  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  on  Friday  the  20th  November,  at 
Goildford,  to  the  effect  "  that  the  Army 
vas  90,000  stronger  than  it  was  three 
years  ago." — {The  Earl  of  ErrolL) 

♦The  UN  JER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
JOR  WAR  (Lord  Lucas):  My  Lords,  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
at  Guildford,  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  areferred,  was  very  inadequately 
reported  in  The  Times.  If  the  noble  Earl 
had  referred  to  fuller  reports,  he  would 
have  seen  that  Mr.  Haldane  was  speaking 
entirely  about  the  Regular  Army.  The 
noble  Earl  based  his  argument  on  what 
he  has  himself  described  as  the  condition 
of  the  armed  forces.  The  position  with 
regard  ^to  the  Regular  Army  is  exactly 
as  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  If 
yoa  count,  as  you  are  bound  to  do,  the 
Bombers  available  on  mobilisation  and 
the  Reserve,  you  will  find  that  there  is  a 
large  increase. 

The  increase  has  been  obtained  in  this 
way.  In  the  first  place,  wo  do  not  wish 
to  take  any  credit  to  ourselves  for  the 
abnormal  condition  of  the  Regular 
Beserve.  Its  condition  is  entirely  due  to 
the  action  of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
(Lord  Midleton).  The  three  years 
system  which  the  noble  Viscount  estab- 
lished,  and  the  number  of  men  who  came 
in  as  three  years  men  have  increased  the 
Reserve  very  much  above  the  normal 
figure.  It  is  40,000  higher  than  in  1905, 
and  about  U,000  or  15,000  higher  than 
it  will  be  when  it  gets  back  to  what  I 
may  call  its  normal  condition— that  is  to 
say,  when  the  present  terms  of  enlistment 
have  been  worked  sufficiently  long  for  the 
three  years  men  to  have  all  passed  out  of 
the  Reserve.  I  do  not  wish  to  deny  that 
it  has  been  of  great  advantage  to  have 
had  these  40,000  men.  They  have  given 
a  strength  to  the  force  which  came  in 
very  opportunely  to  help  us  through 
the  period  of  organis  ition.  As  gradually 
the  new  system  comes  into  full  oper.ition 
the  Special  Reserve  will,  we  hope,  be  up 
to  its  full  establishment,  the  number  of 
-men   serving  with   the  Colours  will  be 


older  and  larger,  and  therefore  we  shall 
have  to  make  much  less  call  on  the 
Reserve  on  mobilisation  than  we  should 
have  to  do  at  present. 

Next  you  have  to  consider  the  other 
category  of  Reserve — the  Special  Reserve. 
After  passing  the  Act  of  last  year  you 
cannot  help  yourselves  from  considering 
the  Special  Reserve  as  a  part  of  the  First 
Line.  It  is  true,  as  the  noble  Earl  has 
said,  that  the  Militia  have  always  come 
forward  very  patriotically  on  the  occasions 
when  they  have  been  called  upon,  and 
they  have  gone  out  in  their  units  to  the 
various  big  wars  in  which  this  country 
has  been  engaged.  At  the  time  of  the 
South  African  War  there  was  a  Militia 
Reserve  of  30,000  men,  and  without  that 
Reserve  it  is  hard  to  say  what  would  have 
been  done  to  find  the  necessary  reinforce- 
ments for  the  Regular  Army.  But  soon 
after  the  war  the  Militia  Reserve,  as  the 
noble  Earl  will  remember,  was  abolished, 
and  some  means  had  to  be  found  to  obtain 
drafts  for  the  units  of  the  First  Line  of 
the  Regular  Army  outside  the  Army 
itself.  The  only  way  to  obtain  these  was 
from  the  Militia,  but  the  Militia,  as  we 
all  know,  were  unwilling  to  undertake 
that  function,  and  it  was  only  after  con- 
siderable difficulty  that  they  did  under- 
take it,  and  they  have  now  come  into  the 
Special  Reserve.  Had  you  not  had  that 
re  organisation,  had  you  left  things  as 
they  were  when  the  present  Government 
came  into  office,  you  would  have  had 
practically  nothing  to  fall  back  upon  for 
the  pupply  of  drafts  and  to  fill  up  wastage 
of  war  in  the  Regular  Army.  You  have 
provided  that  by  the  Territorial  and 
Reserve  Forces  Act,  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  it  can  be  argued  that  those 
forces  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  strengthen- 
ing to  that  degree  the  Regular  Army. 
I  maintain  that  they  are  an  important 
source  of  strength  to  the  Regular  Army. 

When  you  talk  about  a  profit  and  loss 
account  you  are  again  arguing  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  general  armed 
forces  of  the  Crown.  Mr.  Haldane 
carefully  stated  in  his  speech  that  he 
was  only  dealing  with  the  Regular 
Army.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  forces 
outside  the  Regular  Army  aie  propor- 
tionately less.  What  we  claim  is  that 
by  reorganisation  and  by  more  carefully 
and  scientifically  defining  the  functions 
of  the  various  parts  of  the  Regular  Army 
it  is  possible  to  make  it  a  more  powerful 
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and  more  efficient  weapon  with  which  to 
fulfil  its  duties.  You  still  have  the 
Militia  in  the  present  Special  Eeserve. 
You  do  not  require  more  than  a  certain 
number  of  them  on  mobilisation ;  but  on 
mobilisation  you  at  once  embody  your 
Special  Reserve  units,  and  put  into  them 
not  only  the  whole  of  the  Special  Reserve 
but  also  the  surplus  Regulars.  There 
will  be  a  certain  number  of  surplus 
Reservists  and  a  certain  number  of 
soldiers  who  for  various  reasons,  being 
too  young  and  so  on,  do  not  go  abroad 
in  case  of  war.  They  are  formed  into 
battalions.  At  present,  if  you  had  to 
mobilise  the  Army  you  would  have 
seventy-four  of  these  battalions,  with  a 
large  proportion  of  Regular  officers,  who 
would  be  as  capable  of  fulfilling  duties 
for  the  defence  of  this  country  as  the 
Militia  would  have  been.  They  are  not, 
of  course,  mobile  troops,  but  you  can 
usefully  use  them  to  release  mobile 
troops  for  other  purposes. 

Then  as  regards  the  question  of 
garrisoning  stations  in  the  Mediterranean 
and  elsewhere  to  release  Regular  batta- 
lions. Besides  the  seventy-four  batta- 
lions to  which  I  have  referred,  who 
constitute  the  training  machinery  of  your 
drafts,  you  have  twenty-seven  other 
battalions  who  will  be  used  for  that  sort 
of  purpose — for  the  same  work,  in  fact, 
as  the  Militia  did  before.  You  are  not 
going  to  call  upon  them  to  supply  drafts ; 
they  are  outside  your  drafting  machinery. 
They  are  the  fourth  battalions,  and  will 
be  used  in  the  way  I  have  suggested. 
At  the  early  stage  of  the  campaign,  there- 
fore, and  before  the  Territorial  Army 
has  received  its  war  training,  you  have 
these  battalions  of  the  Special  Reserve 
who  are  more  efficient  from  the  military 
point  of  view  than  the  old  Militia,  and 
are  able  to  fulfil  the  duties  that  the 
Militia  could  have  carried  out. 

♦The  Earl  of  ERROLL  :  Did  I  under- 
stand  the  noble  Lord  to  say  that  the 
Special  Reserve  units  were  fit  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Militia  in  garrisoning  stations 
in  the  Mediterranean  and  elsewhere  1 

♦Lord  LUCAS:  Yes.  You  have 
seventy-four  third  battalions,  who  con 
stitute  the  actual  machinery  for  training 
drafts.  Besides  those,  you  have  twenty- 
seven  fourth  battalions,  which  are  not  to 
provide  drafts,  but  are   to  be  used  for 
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garrisoning  the  stations  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean and  for  similar  purposes.  As  to 
the  90,000,  there  is  an  increase  of  40,000 
men  of  the  Regular  Reserve^  and  65,000 
—now  nearer  68,000 — of  the  Special 
Reserve,  and  against  that,  yeu  have  to 
put  the  reductions  made  in  the  Regular 
Army  of  18,000  men.  The  reductions  in 
the  Regular  Army  consist  partly  of  those 
troops  considered  to  be  no  longer  required 
owing  to  certain  changes  in  defensive 
policy. 

Viscount  MIDLETON:  Will  thfr 
noble  Lord  state  the  nature  of  those 
troops  ? 

♦Lord  LUCAS :  The  chief  reductions, 
are  set  out  in  the  Return  recently 
presented  to  your  Lordship's  House. 
The  reductions  consist  chiefiy  of  garrison 
artillery,  which  has  been  reduced  by 
some  5,000  since  1905,  and  there  is  a 
reduction  also  in  fortress  engineers.  By 
the  reduclionfl  of  these  men  the 
expeditionary  force  is  not  affected  in 
any  way.  The  reduction  of  certain 
infantry  battalions  has  only  taken  place 
because  they  were  surplus  to  any  force 
you  could  possibly  have  organised  and 

{lut  into,  the  field  as  an  organised  body, 
n  spite  of  the  reductions,  we  can  at  the 
present  time  mobilise  a  larger  organised 
expeditionary  force  than  was-ever  possible 
before,  and  now  that  the  establishmeDt 
is  rapidly  filling  up,  especially  in  the 
weak  arms,  we  shall  be  able  to  mobifise 
an  expeditionary  force  of  over  160,000. 
There  is  at  present,  as  I  have  said,  an 
increase  of  40,000  in  the  Regular  Reserve 
and  68,000  in  the  Special  Reserve,  and  if 
vou  allow  18,000  for  reductions  that 
brings  the  total  increase  to  90,000.  As 
to  the  question  of  age,  the  number  of 
men  under  twenty  in  the  Special  Reserve 
on  October  1st  was  just  over  16,000, 
which  compares  very  favourably  with 
the  number  under  twenty  in  the  Militia  in 
1905— the  number  was  then  23,000. 

Viscount  MIDLETON :  My  Lords,  as 
we  recently  had  a  debate  on  tiM^  whole 
subject  of  our  military  strength  I  shall 
confine  myself  on  the  present  occasion* 
entirely  to  the  point  raised  by  the  neble 
Earl,  which  is  whether  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  War  is  justified  in  going  aboufr 
the  country  stating  that  the  Regular 
Army  is  now  90,000  stronger  than  it  was 
two  or  three  years  a^o.     I  submit  that 
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the  argument  which  the  noble  Earl  em- 
ployed has  not  been  answered  in  the 
smallest  degree  by  the  reply  we  have 
just  had  from  the  Under-Secretary.  The 
noble  Lord  introduced  a  number  of  quali- 
fications which,  if  they  were  all  reported 
and  were  carefully  weighed,  would  tend 
to  remove  from  the  minds  of  men  a  large 
percentage  —  perhaps  95  per  cent. — of 
the  value  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  would  point  out 
the  extreme  danger  of  such  statements 
heing  made  without  those  qualifications. 
I  have  in  my  hand  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
this  is  the  sort  of  statement  I  find  in  it — 

''I  have  to  state  that,  .so  far  from  the 
R^^alar  Army  having  been  cut  down,  we  are 
l#<Iay  90,0)0  stronger  than  we  were  three 
years  ago  ;  and  yet  the  Army  costs  two  and 
a  half  millions  less." 

I  believe  the  first  statement  is  a 
delusion,  and  the  second  I  hold  to  be 
absolutely  incorrect.  I  challenge  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under-Secretary  to  sub- 
stantiate it  in  a  single  particular. 

*L0RD  LUCAS :  If  the  noblcjViscount 
wHl  add  the  amount  formerly  spent 
annually  in  connection  with  military 
works  loans,  he  will  find  the  reduction  in 
cost  nearly  twice  as  great. 

Viscount  MIDLETON  :  Of  course,  if 
jou  give  up  a  barrack  programme  and 
do  not  build  the  barracks  necessary 
properly  to  house  the  troops  you  reduce 
expenditure,  but  it  cannot  properly  be 
taken  as  a  reduction  on  the  cost  of  the 
Army.  I  speak  with  some  indignation 
on  this  subject,  because  it  is  far  too 
serious  a  one  to  be  treated  simply  as  a 
hone  of  contention  across  the  floor  of  the 
House.  The  Secretary  of  State  should 
have  told  his  audience  that  a  large  part 
of  the  force  to  which  he  was  referring 
was  temporary  and  disappearing,  owing 
to  a  long  service  system  having  been 
adopted  as  opposed  to  the  short  service 
system  partially  adopted  by  Lord  Lans- 
downe,  very  much  extendi  by  his  suc- 
cessor, and  for  which  Mr.  Arnold  Forster 
intended  to  substitute  a  still  shorter  term 
which  would  have  given  an  even  larger 
Reserve.  Mr.  Haldane  declared  that  it 
was  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that  an  Army 
consisted  only  of  people  with  the  Colours, 
and  he  went  on  to  compare  our  Eeserve 
and  this  increase  of  strength  with 
the     Army     of    Germany.      But     the 


German  Keserve  is  a  Kegular  Beserve. 
What  Mr.  Haldane  is  asking  the  people 
of  this  country  to  believe  is  that  the 
Reserve  on  which  he  is  going  to  depend 
is  also  a  Regular  Reserve,  whereas  it  is 
only  a  Reserve  consisting  of  the  old 
Militia  under  another  name. 

There  is  another  point.  The  Secretary 
of  State  went  on  to  justify  himself  for 
having  reduced  certain  battalions.  He 
said — 

"  We  got  rid  of  units  which  could  be  of  ne 
service.  We  considered  what  made  for  fight- 
ing efficiency.  We  found  a  very  lar^e  surplus 
of  infantry,  and  we  reduced  them  in  proper 
proportion  to  other  arms.'* 

Units  which  could  be  of  no  service ! 
He  was  referring  to  five  battalions  of  Regu- 
lar Infantry  and  one  of  Guards.  Those 
battalions  were  raised  under  the  last 
Administration.  We  had  authority  for 
it  in  the  repeated  demands  of  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  of  Lord  Wolseley,  of  Lord 
Roberts,  of  Sir  Redvers  Buller,  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  and  all  the  officers  who 
served  with  them.  Will  the  noble  Lord 
tell  me  that  any  officer  will  declare  that 
these  battalions  were  surplus  to  our  fight- 
ing efficiency  ? 

Lord  LUCAS :  I  can  certainly  say 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  general  military 
usefulness,  the  replacing  of  those  infantry 
battalions  by  what  is  Infinitely  more 
required — artillery,  of  which  the  Army 
was  ridiculously  short — is  of  the  utmost 
value. 

Viscount  MIDLETON:  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  these  battalions 
were  surplus  to  any  force  we  could 
possibly  put  into  the  field. 
Will  any  one  of  his  military  advisers 
at  the  War  Office  tell  him  that  when 
the  expeditionary  force  had  been  sent 
abroad  and  we  were  mobilising  for  bome 
defence,  these  infantry  battalions  would 
be  surplus  to  our  requirements  ? 

Lord  LUCAS  :  As  an  organised  force, 
certainly.  There  is  no  organisation  into 
which  we  could  fit  them.  They  are 
outside  any  possible  organisation. 

Viscount  MIDLETON :  Therefore, 
if  a  foreign  force  lands  to-morrow — 
and  it  is  admitted  that  that  is  not 
without  the  bounds  of  possibility — ^the 
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War  Office,  according  to  tlie  Under- 
Secretary,  prefer  to  meet  the  invading 
force  with  a  Territorial  Army  and  with- 
out the  support  of  these  five  battalions 
of  Regulars  and  this  battalion  of  Guards. 
The  noble  Lord  had  better  not  advance 
such  an  argument,  because  it  is  im- 
possible to  maintain  it,  and  the  experience 
of  all  soldiers  is  against  it.  I  have  made 
these  few  remarks  simply  because  I 
feel  that  the  utterances  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  are  calculated  to  mislead  the 
public.  If  they  are  not  so  intended, 
they  ought  to  be  withdrawn  or  modified. 
The  effect  of  them  can  only  be  to  pile 
up  against  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
the  future  the  whole  military  opinion 
«f  all  those  who  are  now  complr.ining 
of  the  imdue  reduction  of  our  Regular 
Army.  Even  when  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  got  his  Special  Reserve  to 
the  full  he  will  have  a  force  which  his 
soldiers  will  turn  round  and  tell  him 
they  cannot  depend  on  without  more 
Regulars.  I  will  add  this  assertion, 
that,  even  if  the  Secretary  of  State's 
statement  is  accepted  as  correct,  he 
has  not  got  the  officers  for  the  90,000 
men,  and  could  not  mobilise  them 
to-morrow.  What  I  would  urge  is  that 
we  might  be  allowed  in  future  to  gain 
the  advantage  on  our  side  that  we  have 
endeavoured  to  give  to  the  noble  Lord. 
Not  a  word  has  fallen  from  this  bench 
in  criticism  of  the  present  condition 
of  the  Territorial  Army,  although  we 
know  its  organisation  is  far  from  com- 
plete, because  we  believe  that  time 
should  be  given  for  the  experiment 
and  because  we  desire  that  everybody 
should  lend  a  hand  to  make  the  experi- 
ment a  success.  But,  in  the  meantime, 
I  would  urge  that  what  I  venture  to 
call  these  vain-glorious  boasts  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  Army,  boasts  which 
we  know  to  have  no  military  support 
whatever  at  their  back,  should  be  dis- 
continued, and  that  the  modifications 
which  the  Under-Secretary  has  to-night 
introduced  into  Mr.  Haldane's  speech 
should,  on  the  first  available  opportunity, 
be  made  equally  clear  with  the  utterance 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  which  we 
complain. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  and 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (The  Earl  of  Crewe)  :    My 

Viscount  M.dletr 


Lords,  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  the 
technical  part  of  this  debate,  the  War 
Office  reply  having  already  been  given 
by  my  noble  friend  behind  me.  I  merely 
desire  to  make  one  or  two  obsenrationd 
upon  what  was  said  by  the  noble  l^scount 
who  has  just  sat  down.  The  noble 
Viscount  took  credit  to  himself  and  his 
friends  on  the  benches  opposite  that 
they  had  not  in  any  way  attacked  the 
organisation  of  the  Territorial  Army. 
With  all  respect  to  the  noble  Viscount 
that  really  is  not  the  case.  The  debate 
which  was  initiated  the  other  night  by 
the  noble  and  gallant  Field-Marshal  who 
is  not  now  in  his  place,  though  not  an 
attack  on  the  Territorial  Army,  amounted 
to  a  categorical  statement  that  the  whole 
scheme  of  the  Territorial  Army  was 
absolutely  ineffective  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  designed  and  a  demano  for 
the  establishment  of  an  entirely  different 
system ;  and  noble  Lords  opposite 
trooped  into  the  lobby  with  the  noble 
and  gallant  Field-Marshal.  To  say  after 
that  that  no  attack  has  been  made  on 
the  organisation  of  the  Territorial  Army 
because  noble  Lords  have  not  mentioned 
what  has  happened  in  this  county  or  that 
is  not,  it  appears  to  me,  entiuely  in 
accordance  with  the  facts.  After  that 
debate  we  are,  unfortunately,  obliged 
to  regard  noble  Lords  opposite  as  wedded 
to  some  new,  and,  I  confess,  unexplained 
system  of  organisation  of  the  forces  of 
this  country,  and  it  was  in  the  hope  that 
we  might  avoid  that  conclusion  that  we 
besought  noble  Lords  not  to  join  the 
noble  and  gallant  Field-Marshal  in  the 
lobby  on  that  occasion.  The  noble 
Viscount  objected  to  the  inclusion  of 
interest  on  loans  in  calculating  the  annual 
expenses  of  the  Army  because,  he  said, 
those  loans  were  for  all  time.  But,  un- 
fortimatelv,  that  is  not  so.  The  com- 
plaint  was  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  money  raised  in  that  way  was  used 
for  purposes  not  merely  temporary,  but 
which  the  experience  of  a  few  years 
showed  to  be  useless.  Therefore,  I  am 
afraid  that  from  the  taxpayers'  point 
of  view — and  that  is  the  only  point  of 
view  which,  when  you  come  to  speak  of 
expenditure,  matters — the  money  spent 
by  way  of  loan  must  be  counted  in  as 
much  as  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the 
Army. 


1609 


The  Strength 


{3  December  1908} 


of  Me  Army, 


1610 


♦Viscount  MEDLETON:  The  noble 
Earl,  I  think,  ^'s  ig^ori  ig  the  fact  that 
all  mone  j  raised  on  loan  is  being  paid  off 
by  an  annual  charge  over  a  short  period 
of  years.  They  are  already  bearing  on 
their  Estimates  the  cost  of  all  loans  of 
the  last  twenty  years,  many  of  which 
are  reaching  maturity. 

The  Earl  of  CREWE :  We  are, 
unfortunately  for  ourselves,  suffering  for 
the  loans  raised  by  the  Government  of 
noble  Lords  opposite.  We  are  still 
paying  for  things  that  have  proved,  in 
more  than  one  case,  to  be  useless  for  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  designed. 
All  the  previous  speakers  pointed,  with 
perfect  truth,  to  the  fact  that  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  the  surplus  of 
men  to  which  my  right  hon.  friend 
alluded  is  due  to  the  exceptional  swelling 
of  the  Reserve  owing  to  the  initiation 
and  the  abandonment  of  the  three  years 
service  of  the  noble  Viscount.  I  really 
think  that,  if  I  were  the  noble  Viscount, 
I  would  talk  as  little  as  possible  about 
the  three  years  system,  because  I 
suppose  it  is  common  knowledge  that 
that  system  had  to  be  abandoned  in  a 
great  hurry  owing  to  the  discovery  being 
m^de  that  if  it  had  been  continued  we 
should  very  soon  have  been  without  an 
Anny  or  Reserve  at  all.  We  have  no 
complaint  whatever  to  make  of  this 
debate  having  been  raised.  I  think  it  is 
a  perfectly  arguable  point  to  say  that  my 
right  hon.  friend  overstated  his  case,  if 
noble  Lords  will  have  it  so,  in  including 
the  Special  Reserve  in  the  Army ;  but 
mr  right  hon.  friend  does  take  up  that 
position.  He  does  digerentiate  between 
the  position  of  that  portion  of  the  Militia 
which  has  been  replaced  by  the  Special 
Keserve  and  the  Special  Reserve  itself, 
and  there  are  perfectly  sound  reasons  for 
doing  so.  It  is,  no  doubt,  the  fact,  as 
the  noble  Viscount  stated,  that  the 
training  in  that  case  is  not  to  the  same 
extent  as  the  Regular  Army,  but  you 
m^ist  regard  the  Special  Reserve  now  as 
forming  part  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  I 
think  my  right  hon.  friend  was  quite 
justified  in  including  it  in  his  figures. 

♦Ihe  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  we  shall  find 
onrselves  wandering  away  from  the 
point    into    a    somewhat    general    dis- 


cussion upon  a  number  of  interesting 
military  questions.  For  example,  I  do 
not  think  the  question  of  the  policy  of 
providing  .barracks  by  means  of  loans  of 
greater  or  less  duration  is  quite  before 
us  this  evening.  Nor,  again,  are  we 
much  concerned  to-night  with  the 
Motion  which  was  brought  on  the 
other  evening  by  the  noble  and  gallant 
Field-Marshal.  I  think  by  the  way 
the  noble  Earl  did  Lord  Roberts  rather 
an  injustice  in  representing  him  as 
having  attacked  the  Territorial  system. 
Lord  Roberts,  whenever  I  have  had  the 
pleasure  of  listening  to  him,  has  always 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  applaud  Mr. 
Haldane's  Territorial  system  ;  but  it  is 
quite  true  that  he  has  added  to  that 
an  expression  of  his  belief  that  that 
system,  as  at  present  instituted,  will  fail 
to  give  us  anything  like  the  number  of 
men  that  are  required. 

The  Earl  op  CREWE  :  I  never 
accused  Lord  Roberts  of  having  attacked 
the  Territorial  system,  because,  as  we 
all  know,  he  has  expressed  a  general 
approval  of  it ;  but  he  has  so  far  attacked 
the  whole  policy  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
as  to  say  that  he  considered  the  provision 
of  men  for  the  Home  Army  to  be  entirely 
inadequate. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE :  I 
rather  think  the  noble  Earl  did  use  the 
word  "  attack  "  in  connection  with  Lord 
Roberts'  speech;  this  evening,  h')W3ver, 
the  only  point  really  before  us  is  the 
very  specific  and  well-defined  point 
raised  by  my  noble  friend  on  the  back 
Bench.  Ee  challenged  the  accuracy 
of  Mr.  Ealdane's  statement  in  his 
Guildford  speech,  and  the  noble  Lord 
who  so  well  represents  the  War  Office 
made  a  very  interesting  attempt 
to  justify  Mr.  Haldane's  conclusion. 
He  gave  us  a  profit  and  loss  account 
— I  think  that  was  the  expression 
he  used — or  a  statement  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  War  Office  regarded  the 
profit  and  loss  account,  the  profit  being 
the  number  of  men  added  to  the  Army 
by  recent  changes  and  the  loss  being 
the  loss  sustained  in  men  and  officers 
owing  to  the  breaking  up  of  old  units. 
These  statistics  are  not  always  very 
easy  to  handle  or  to  follow,  and  I  confess 
I  do  not  think  the  noble  Lord  was  entirely 
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successful  in  bringing  out  the  total  profit 
claimed  by  Mr.  Haldane  at   Guildford. 
The  only  point  that  I  did,  I  think,  gather 
clearly  from  the  noble  Lord  was  that 
whilst  we  are  not  at  liberty  to  count 
amongst  the  Regular  Army  the  Militia 
as  we  used  to  know  it,  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site do  think  themselves  entitled  to  count 
in  the  Regular  Army  the  Special  Re- 
servists, who,  my  noble  frisnd  maintains, 
are  the  Militia  under  a  different  name. 
But  I  really  rose  for  the  purpose   of 
making  a  humble  suggestion   which  I 
think  may,  perhaps,  be  helpful.    Would 
it  not  be  possible  for  the  noble  Lord   to 
lay  on  the  Table  in  the  simplest  and 
most  intelligible  form  a   statement   of 
the  profit  and  loss  account  on  which 
he  relies? 
hf 

Viscount  MIDLETON  :  And  the 
cost. 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE: 
My  noble  friend  suggests  that  to  that 
might  be  added  a  statement  of  the  cost 
under  the  old  and  under  the  new  B3rstem. 
We  have  before  us  an  interesting  Return, 
moved  for  by  my  noble  friend,  and  I  was 
looking  at  it  whilst  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite was  speaking ;  but  I  am  bound  tosay 
that  I  could  not  work  it  out  so  as  to  show 
the  credit  balance  which  the  Under-Secre- 
tary so  confidently  claims.  1  hope,  there- 
fore, the  noble  Lord  will  consider  whether 
he  can  give  us  the  calculation  on  which 
he  relies. 

♦The  Earl  of  ERROLL  :  If  the  profit 
and  loss  account  is  laid  on  the  Table, 
I  hope  it  will  include  the  whole  armed 
strength  of  the*  country  now  and  three 
years  ago. 

♦Lord  LUCAS:  I  really  thmk  the 
Paper  which  has  been  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment at  the  instance  of  the  noble  Vis* 
count  contains  all  the  information  that  has 
been  asked  for.  It  contains  the  difference 
in  strength  and  in  establishment  between 
the  Regular  Army  now  and  in  1905 ;  it 
contains  also  a  comparison  between  the 
Militia  in  1905  and  the  Special  Reserve 
now,  and  the  Volunteers  in  1906  and  the 
Territorial  Army  now ;  and,  finally  there  is 
a  statement  on  the  last  page  as  to  the  Re- 
serves in  1905  and  now.  I  should  have 
thought  that  that  gave  all]  the  information 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne. 


asked  for.  If,  however,  noble  Lordi 
will  specify  particular  points  conoeniinf 
which  they  desire  additional  infonnaticm, 
I  will  see  whether  the  Return  can  be 
amplified  in  order  to  meet  their  wishes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


THE  SMALL  HOLDINGS  ACT. 

The  Earl  op  ONSLOW  rose  to  wk 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricuhun? 
the  following  Questions:  (1)  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  tb^ 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  mil 
lend  money  for  the  full  periods  fixed 
for  loans  imder  the  Small  Holdings  Act* 
and  whether  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  will  say  under  what 
authority  a  refusal  to  lend  for  such  fnO 
period  is  based ;  (2)  whetker  it  is  th^ 
intention  oi  the  Local  Govemmect 
Board  to  subject  proposals  of  a  couDtr 
council  to  the  examination  of  the  officials 
of  that  Department,  as  well  as  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  before  granfciiMr 
sanction  to  a  loan,  therebv  consideiaWr 
increasing  the  cost  of  the  land  to  the 
small  holder ;  (3)  whether,  if  any  part 
of  the  sinking  fund  to  repay  the  cost 
of  the  purchase  of  a  small  holding  is 
borne  by  the  county  rate  instead  of 
by  the  small  holding  tenant,  and  the 
scheme  results  in  a  loss,  the  Trtmmr 
will  refuse  to  bear  any  part  of  such  kw ; 

(4)  in  cases  where  a  council  takes  on 
lease,  either  by  agreement  or  compuborilr. 
land  with  a  prospective  but  not  imme- 
diate building  value,  subject  to  tke 
rights  of  resumption  under  CUum  35 
of  the  Small  Holdings  Act.  1907,  what 
time  would  be  granted  for  a  loan  fior 
the  erection  of  buildings  and  hoows 
thereon  ;  also  whether  the  compensstioa 
for  unexhausted  improvements  eBteUd 
by  the  tenant,  which  will  be  usekas  to 
the  person  using  such  land  for  bniUiM 
purposes,  must  fall  on  the  cotmty  nle; 

(5)  whether  the  Board  will  sanction  tltf 
addition  of  5  per  cent,  on  land,  10  p^r 
cent,  on  buildmgs,  and  12  per  cent,  oa 
dwelling-houses  to  the  reptal  ol  hmII 
holdings,  for  repairs  and  mana|!»- 
ment,  or  what  percentage  mstu 
with     the     approval     of     the     Board; 

(6)  whether  in  the  event  of  tlM  htmA 
by  one  of  the  sub-tenanta  of  a  cootr 
council  of  the  covenants  of  a  laaar,  tk* 


1613 


The  Small 


{3  December  1908) 


Holdings  Act. 


IQU 


penalty  for  which  was  re-entiy,  the 
landlord  would  be  entitled  also  to  resume 
possession  of  the  land  occupied  by  the 
other  sub-tenants ;  (7)  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  the  occupation  of 
a  piece  of  grass  land  provided  as  a  small 
holding  by  a  county  coimcil  for  the 
purpose  of  grazing  a  pony  or  cows  is  a 
compliance  with  the  provision  of  Section 
6  of  the  Act  of  1907,  th«t  a  small  holder 
must  himself  cultivate  the  holding  ;  (8) 
wrhether  in  cases  where  farm  labourers 
apply  to  be  put  in  the  position  of  small 
holders  instead  of  farm  labourers,  but 
are  called  on  to  vacate  their  cottages 
to  make  room  for  their  successors  as 
labourers  on  the  farm,  the  coimty  council 
should  erect  new  cottages  for  them,  or 
may  acquire  their  present  cottages  either 
by  agreement  or  under  compulsion ; 
(9)  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  county  borough  to 
provide  land  for  small  holders  outside 
the  county,  if  they  cannot  do  so  within, 
for  persons  who  will  thus  cease  to  be 
county  ratepayers;  (10)  whether  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  will  fix  a  date  at 
wWch  it  will  notify  to  councils  in  whose 
counties  there  remains  an  unsatisfied 
demand  for  small  holdings  the  date  by 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  such 
demand  should  be  satisfied,  and  in  default 
of  which  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Board 
to  prepare  a  scheme ;  and,  if  so,  what 
notice  will  be  given  of  the  intention  to 
fix  such  a  date ;  (11)  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  in 
cases  where  in  any  district  there  are  only 
moderate  sized  holdings  of  about  100 
acres  held  mainly  in  connection  with 
rural  industries,  a  county  council  should 
entertain  apphcations  to  have  them 
broken  up  for  holdings  of  50  acres  or 
under;  and  (12)  whether  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will  take 
aote  of  the  many  and  serious  difficulties 
which  have  arisen  in  the  administration 
of  the  Acts,  and  institute  an  inquiry 
thereon  with  a  view  to  the  introduction 
of  an  amending  Bill  to  overcome  them. 

The  noble  Earl  said:  My  Lords,  I 
think  I  owe  an  apology  to  your  Lordships 
for  the  length  of  the  Questions  which 
appear  in  my  name  on  the  Paper,  but 
I  am  not  going  to  dwell  at  any  length  upon 
them.  I  wish  to  refer  only  to  two  of 
them — the  first  and  the  third  Questions, 


which  deal  with  the  length  of  time  which 
will  be  allowed  for  the  repayment  of 
loans  on  houses  and  buildings.  A  period 
of  eighty  years  is  allowed  in  the  case  of 
land,  and,  of  course,  the  small  sum  neces- 
sary to  be  set  aside  as  a  sinking  fund 
is  not  a  serious  item  in  the  rent ;  but 
when  you  come  to  the  question  of  buildings 
and  houses,  instead  of  eighty  years,  you 
are  cut  down  to  thirty  years,  and  in 
some  cases,  I  am  told,  to  under  fifteen 
years,  which  makes  a  serious  difference 
to  the  small  holder  in  the  rent  he  has 
to  pay.  For  your  Lordships  must  re- 
collect that  the  small  holder  is  required 
not  only  to  pay  the  rent  for  the  land 
which  he  hires  and  the  interest  on  the 
cost  of  the  buildings,  but  also  to  pay 
off  the  loan  on  the  land  and  buildings 
within  a  certain  number  of  years  ;  that 
is  to  say,  at  the  end  of  that  period  the 
county  council  becomes  the  happy 
possessor  of  the  land,  houses,  and  build- 
ings for  nothing.  To  show  how  great 
a  difference  the  term  of  repayment  may 
make,  I  would  like  to  take  a  few  concrete 
cases  within  my  own  knowledge.  The- 
first  case  is  that  of  buildings  about  to 
be  put  up  at  a  cost  of  £800.  If  eighty 
years  were  allowed,  the  annual  charge 
would  be  £30,  but  if  only  thirty  years 
were  allowed,  the  annual  charge  would 
be  £4J4,  which,  over  a  holding  of  1^5 
acres,  would  amount  to  an  additional 
rent  of  2s.  per  acre.  The  second  case 
is  that  of  a  farm  of  115  acres  where  £350 
has  to  be  spent  on  buildings.  In  this 
case  the  difference  between  eighty  and 
thirty  years  would  be  not  less  than  Is. 
per  acre.  I  also  have  a  third  case  where 
the  difference  would  be  Is.  6d.  per  acre. 
Surely  there  is  no  necessity  to  fix  so 
short  a  period  as  thirty  years.  I  think 
county  councils  may  be  relied  upoa 
to  see  that  the  buildings  are  kept  in 
proper  order  and  .in  substantial  repair^ 
As  to  the  other  Questions  on  the  Paper^ 
some  of  them  have  been  answered  to 
individual  county  councils,  but  I  thought 
it  would  be  of  great  assistance  to  all! 
who  are  administering  the  Act  if  the 
Answers  could  be  more  generally  known- 
Others  were  addressed  to  the  noble- 
Earl  on  the  occasion  of  a  conference- 
which  he  summoned  of  representatives^ 
of  county  councUs  of  England  and 
Wales  on  the  subject  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Small  Holdings  Act.    That 
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conference  lasted  some  time.  A  fall 
Beport  of  the  proceedings  is  on  the 
Table,  but  I  have  looked  through  the 
Report  in  vain  to  find  what  answers 
were  returned  to  those  Questions.  The 
proceedings  seem  to  have  been  inter- 
rupted by  the  well-known  hospitality 
of  mv  noble  friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  which  has  been 
^ne  of  his  characteristics  ever  since 
he  first  entered  public  life.  The  whole 
of  the  conference  were  taken  ofi  to  an 
excellent  luncheon.  They,  no  doubt, 
returned  replete  with  the  comforts  of 
this  life,  but  very  empty-handed  as 
ragarded  the  questions  which  they 
addressed  to  the  noble  Earl.  I  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
acquit  me  of  any  desire  to  hamper  his 
Department  if,  for  the  information  of 
those  genuinely  interested  in  small 
holdings,  I  gave  him  this  opportunity 
of  replying  to  the  Questions  that  he 
did  not  answer  on  the  occasion  to  which 
I  have  referred. 


The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  and  FISHERIES 
(Earl  Carrington)  :  My  Lords,  in 
reply  to  the  first  Question  I  have  to  say 
that  the  Board  of  Agriculture  have 
been  in  communication  with  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  subject,  and 
it  has  been  agreed  between  us  that  the 
Local  Government  Board,  when  so 
requested  by  the  county  councils,  in 
the  case  of  the  purchase  of  land  for 
small  holdings,  will  grant  loans  for  the 
full  period  of  eighty  years ;  and,  as 
regards  buildings,  whether  purchased 
with  land  or  erected  bv  councils,  thev 
will  grant  further  loans  for  whatsoever 
period  is  justified  by  the  character  and 
probable  life  of  the  buildings  up  to  the 
maximum  of  fiftv  years  allowed  bv  the 
Act.  In  the  case  of  buildings  erected 
upon  land  leased  by  the  councils,  of 
course  the  term  of  the  loan  will  not 
exceed  that  of  the  lease,  except  where 
the  lease  provides  that  compensation 
is  payable  by  the  landlord  for  the  build- 
ings on  the  termination  of  the  lease. 
The  Board  of  Agriculture  are  so  far 
quite    satisfied    with    the    arrangement. 

We    have    got    a    very    good    working 

.arrangement,    and   I   think   there   need 

be  no  fear  that  we  have  come  to  a  very 

The  Earl  of  Onslow, 


satisfactory  arrangement  on  the  subject 
of  the  first  Question. 

Then  the  noble  Earl  asks  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  subject  proposals  of  a  county 
council  to  the  examination  of  the  officials 
of  that  Department,  as  well  as  o!  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  before  granting 
sanction  to  a  loan.  Of  course,  if  the 
Local  Gk)vemment  Board  did  that  in 
everv  case  it  would  be  what  is  called  an 
intolerable  strain  ;  but  the  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board  have  stated  that  in  ordinary 
cases  thev  do  not  think  it  necessarr 
to  hold  an  inquiry  on  their  own  account. 
Hence  I  do  not  think  it  need  be  antici- 
pated that  any  examination  of  a  case 
which  they  may  make  will  really  increase 
the  cost  of  land  to  the  small  holder. 

The  Answer  to  the  third  Question— 
whether,  if  any  part  of  the  sinking  fund 
to  repay  the  cost  of  the  purchase  of  a 
small  holding  is  borne  by  the  county 
rate  instead  of  by  the  small  holding 
tenant,  and  the  scheme  results  in  a  loss, 
the  Treasurv  will  refuse  to  bear  any 
part  of  such  loss — is  in  the  negative. 
They  will  not  refuse  to  do  so  ;  but  the 
Treasury  Minute  requires  that  the  Board 
should  certify'  that  a  council  had  used 
their  best  endeavours  to  obtain  rent 
at  the  amounts  necessary  to  recoup  all 
the  council's  expenses.  In  view  of  the 
terms  on  which  money  can  be  borrowed 
under  the  Act,  there  really  is  no  hardship 
on  the  councils.  I  honestly  think  that, 
under  the  new  regimcj  people  will  V 
able  to  get  small  pieces  of  land,  generally 
speaking,  at  lower  rents  than  they  could 
do  formerly  when  from  £8  to   £20  an 

I  ^ 

I  acre  has  been  charged  to  these  poor 
people  for  land  for  which  farmers  used 
to  pay  from  15s.  to  20s.  an  acre. 

As  to  the  fourth  Question,  in  some 
cases  it  would  be  possible,  but  in  many 
cases  that  must  be  recognised  as  im- 
practicable. In  reply  to  the  fifth  Ques- 
tion, 15  per  cent,  would  be  about  fail 
for  all  repairs,  management,  insurance, 
etc.,  where  there  are  houses  and  build- 
ings ;  and  where  there  are  no  houses 
or  buildings  we  think  that  about  7i 
per  cent,  might  probably  be  required. 
Question  No.  6  is  a  legal  conundrum, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  need  go  into  it 
deeply.  I  am  told  that  certain  sections 
of  the  Conveyancing  and  Taw  of  Propertv 
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Acts,  1881  and  1892,  wMch  deal  with 
rights  of  re-entry  and  forfeiture  of  leases, 
meet  this  difficulty.  I  do  not  profess 
to  understand  it,  but  that  is  the  legal 
answer.  The  Answer  to  the  seventh 
Question  is :  Yes.  It  is  immaterial 
whether  the  land  is  used  for  grazing 
a  cow  or  a  pony.  The  Circular  of  26th 
May,  1908,  disposed  entirely  of  that 
question. 

The  noble  Earl  next  inquires  whether 
in  cases  where  farm  labourers  apply  to 
be  put  in  the  position  of  small  holders 
instead  of  farm  labourers,  but  are  called 
on  to  vacate  their  cottages  to  make 
room  for  their  successors  as  labourers 
on  the  farm,  the  county  coimcil  should 
erect  new  cottages  for  them,  or  may 
acquire  their  present  cottages  either  by 
agreement  or  under  compulsion.  The 
Answer  is  that  where  a  council  desires 
to  house  applicants  for  small  holdings 
they  may  either  erect  new  cottages  or 
purchase  existing  ones  ;  but  as  a  general 
rule,  there  would  be  difficulties  in  the 
\ray  of  compulsory  hiring.  Of  course, 
the  question  of  turning  labourers  out  of 
their  cottages  is  very  much  to  be  de- 
plored. I  may,  perhaps,  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  to  the  case  of 
Ireland  —  people  seem  much  more 
favoured  there  than  in  this  country. 
Under  the  Labourers'  Cottages  (Ireland) 
Act,  where  the  accommodation  is -de- 
ficient or  imfit,  labourers  have  to  be 
supplied  by  the  district  council  with 
houses. 

The  point  dealt  with  in  Question  No.  9 
is  practically  the  London  problem — 
the  problem  of  the  urban  boroughs, 
where  it  is  the  duty  to  provide  land  for 
small  holdings  outside  the  county.  That 
is  the  great  question  of  London,  which 
is  under  consideration,  and  perhaps  the 
noble  Earl  will  forgive  me  if  I  do  not  go 
deeply  into  it  to-night.  Next,  the  noble 
Earl  asks  whether  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture will  fix  a  date  at  which  it  will 
notify  to  councils  in  whose  counties  there 
remains  an  unsatisfied  demand  for  small 
holdings  the  date  by  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Board,  such  demand  should  be 
satisfied,  and  in  default  of  which  it  will 
be  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  prepare  a 
fcheme.  There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  this  suggestion.  Under  the  Act 
six  months  is  put  as  a  limit,  but  I  do  not 


honestly  think  that  the  time  has  yet 
come  to  accept  the  suggestion.  Speak^ 
ing  generally,  I  think  county  councils 
are  endeavouring,  to  the  best  of  their 
ability,  to  meet  the  Act.  The  Act  re- 
quires that  if  the  Board  are  of  opinion 
that  a  scheme  should  be  brought  forward 
in  any  particular  coimty,  and  if  they 
inform  the  council  accordingly,  they  aie 
allowed  six  months  to  prepare  a  scheme 
before  the  Board  can  act  in  default. 

The  answer  to  the  question  whether, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
in  cases  where  in  any  district  there  are 
only  moderate-sized  holdings  of  about 
100  acres  held  mainly  in  connection 
with  rural  industries,  a  county  council 
should  entertain  applications  to  have 
them  broken  up  for  holdings  of  fifty 
acres  or  under,  is  to  be  found  in  the 
account  of  the  Conference  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  referred.  It  is  im- 
possible for  the  Board  to  give  an  answer 
to  hvpothetical  cases  of  this  sort.  The 
county  councils  are,  after  all,  reasonable 
men,  and  they  can  be  trusted  to  act  in 
a  reasonable  manner.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  very  likely  that  in  ordinary  circum- 
stances such  a  state  of  things  should 
arise.  Of  course,  if  it  is  necessary, 
those  men  who  hold  100  acres  must  give 
up  the  land,  but,  generally,  some  other 
and  better  arrangements  can  be  made. 

As  to  the  last  question,  I  do  not  think 
I  can  admit  that  the  difficultes  are  either 
numerous  or  very  serious.  The  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  is  difficult,  and  the 
principal  difficulty  is,  of  course,  the 
very  large  demand  which  has  been 
disclosed  from  suitable  men.  We  are 
overwhelmed  with  the  demand  for  land, 
which  used  to  be  denied,  but  which  I 
think  now  is  generally  accepted.  Every 
officer  in  my  Department  is  working 
double  time  to  meet  the  demand,  and 
the  Treasury  have  told  me  that  they 
will  be  generous  in  giving  me  as  m.uch 
more  assistance  as  I  may  reasonably 
require.  I  think  that,  on  the  whole, 
though  some  people  are  a  little  bit 
disappointed  that  w^e  have  not  gone 
still  faster  than  we  h^ve,  the  Act  is 
working  extremely  well,  and  I  should 
be  very  much  disappointed  if,  by  next 
Michaelmas,  we  have  not  100,000  acres 
in  this  country  under  small  holdings, 
I  do  not  think  that  an  inquiry  into  the 
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Act  at  the  present  moment  would  serve 
any  useful  purpose,  and  I  respectfully 
ask  that  I  may  have  a  little  more  breath- 
ing time,  say,  till  next  Michaelmas,  to 
see  what  progress  has  been  made  then.  j[^ 

Lord  MONKBRETTON  :  My  Lords, 
the  other  day  I  asked  the  noble  Lord 
who  represents  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  in  this  House  several  questions 
with  regard  to  the  terms  for  the  repay- 
ment of  loans  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act, 
and  I  received  categorical  answers.  I 
Also  called  attention  at  the  time  to  the 
fact  that  the  statement  which  was  then 
made  by  Lord  Allendale,  on  behalf  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  differed  entirely 
from  that  contained  in  a  letter  on  the  same 
subject  which  several  local  authorities 
had  received  from  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board.  A  month  has  elapsed  since  I 
called  attention  to  the  matter,  and  the 
.local  authorities  are  in  precisely  the 
.same  position  as  they  were  then.  The 
county  councils  have  received  different 
^answers  from  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board  with  regard  to  the  terms  of  the 
Joan  from  those  stated  in  this  House, 
and  I  suggest  that  it  might  be  practicable 
to  issue  regulations  or  a  circular  to  the 
•  county  councils  explaining  exactly  what 
is  the  position,  so  that  they  may  be  able 
to  proceed  with  the  Act.  As  things  are, 
county  councils  are  being  hardly  treated 
in  this  matter.  The  Act  has  been  in  force 
since  Januarv  and  we  are  now  in  the  last 
month  of  the  year ;  yet  to  this  day  the 
-county  councils  have  not  had  clear  in- 
structions as  to  how  they  are  to  administer 
the  Act.  I  therefore  hope  the  noble  Earl 
will  see  his  way  to  issue  regulations  or  a 
/Circular  on  the  subject. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  This  is  a  very 
important  point,  and  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  mentioning  it.  I 
will  at  once  consult  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  the  subject  and  see 
-whether  a  notice  might  be  circulated  to 
remove  any  misunderstanding  there  may 
be,  though  I  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  misunderstanding. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  shouM 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether,  in  the 
case  of  a  scheme  which  has  been  approved 
.by  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  the  Local 

Earl  Carrlngton. 


Government  Board  will  insist  on  sending 
down  their  own  valuer,  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  is  any  appeal  as  to  a  difference  be- 
tween the  two  valuers. 

Earl  CARRINGTON :  I  think  that, 
in  ordinary  cases,  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  accept  the  valuation  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  and  give  us  credit 
for  trying  to  be  fair  to  all  parties.  I  hope 
that  any  difficulty  of  the  kind  referred 
to  by  my  noble  friend  will  be  entirely 
avoided  in  the  future. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
past  Six  o*clock,  to  Monday 
next,  a  quarter  past  Three 
o'clock. 


HOUSEOFCOMMONS. 
Thursday,  3rd  December,  1908. 


The  House  met  at  a  quarter  before 
Three  of  the  Clock. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


DISEASES  OF  ANIMALS  ACTS,  1894  AND 

1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  No.  7619, 
dated  28th  November,  1908,  permitting 
the  landing  at  a  Foreign  Animals  Wharf 
in  Great  Britain  of  Ajiimals  carried  on 
board  the  ss.  "  Titian  "  [by  Act] ;  to  h 
upon  the  Table. 

DESTRUCTIVE     INSECTS     AND    PESTS 
ACTS,  1877  AND  1907. 

Copy  presented,  of  an  Order  dated  27tli 
November,  1908,  entitled  the  "  American 
Grooseberry  Mildew  (Wisbech  and  Dis- 
strict)  Order  of  1908  "  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PAPER    LAID    UPON    THE    TABLE  BY 
THE  CLERK  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

LUNACY. 

Copy  of  Return  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  the  number  of  visits  made,  the  nomber 
of  patients  seen,  and  the  number  of  miles 
travelled  by  the  Visitors  of  Lunatics 
during  the  six  months  ending  on  30tJi 
September,  1908  [by  Act.] 
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QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Insli  Land  Puroliase. 
Me.     O'SHAUGHNESSY    (Limerick, 
W.) :    To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  sav 

• 

what  steps  tenants  on  an  estate  may  take 
to  enable  them  to  purchase  their  holdings 
where  the  lease  under  which  the  middle 
landlord  holds  from  the  head  landlord 
has  not  a  sufficient  number  of  years  to 
run  to  entitle  him  to  sell  under  the  Land 
Act,  1903. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  Where  in 
the  case  of  a  sale  of  an  estate,  lands  held 
by  a  middleman  are  in  the  exclusive 
occupation  of  one  or  more  sub-tenants, 
and  the  provisions  of  Section  15  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  apply,  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  power  to  redeem 
the  intervening  interest  when  dealing  with 
the  estate  imder  that  Act. 

Women  Clerks  and  Inspectors  in  the 
Home  Office. 

Mr.  cooper  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  there  are 
any  women  clerks  or  inspectors  in  his 
Department,  and,  if  any,  will  he  give  the 
numbers  in  each  division. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
The  Answer  is  in  the  affirmative.  The 
numbers  and  positions  occupied  are 
as  follows  :  Fifteen  inspectors  of  factories 
and  workshops  ;  six  clerks  in  the  factory 
department ;  one  sub-inspector  of  reforma- 
tory and  industrial  schools  ;  one  inspector 
of  prisons  and  inebriate  reformatories. 

Loss  of  the  ''  Spartan  Prince."  ' 
Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  (Middles- 
brough) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  loss  of  the  steamer 
"Spartan  Prince,"  and  if  he  can  state 
why  no  inquiry  has  been  held  with 
reference  to  the  loss  of  this  vessel ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  some  of  the 
crew  have  made  lengthy  affidavits  stating 
that  the  circumstances  under  which  this 
vessel  foundered  were  not  jsatisfactory. 


(Ansioered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  My  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  loss  of  the 
steamer  "  Spartan  Prince  "  after  collision 
with  the  sMp  "  Timandra,"  but,  in  the 
absence  of  the  latter  vessel  from  this 
country,  I  have  not  considered  it  desirable 
to  order  a  formal  investigation  which, 
in  the  circumstances,  must  be  of  ai^  ex 
"parte  character.  No  affidavits  have 
been  received  from  the  crew,  whilst 
the  preliminary  inquiries  made  at  Ceara, 
Barbados,  and  in  this  coxmtry  do 
not  seem  to  call  for  further  investiga- 
tion ;  but  I  shall  be  prepared  to  con- 
sider any  fresh  information  that  may 
be  brought  to  my  notice  with  a  view  to 
any  further  action  that  may  be  foimd 
desirable. 

Spanish  Crew  of  the  Steamer  '' Carts- 
dyke." 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  the  owners  of  the  steamer  "  Carts- 
dyke,"  now  boimd  from  Bilbao,  Spain, 
to  Ayr,  Scotland,  is  carrying  a  number 
of  Spaniards  who  are  to  be  engaged  as  the 
crew  of  the  "  Cartsdyke "  in  place  of 
the  men  now  serving  on  the  vessel ; 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  insist  that 
the  language  test  will  be  applied  to  the 
Spaniards  so  as  to  see  that  they  can 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1906 ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  number  of  unem- 
ployed in  the  United  Kingdom  at  present, 
he  will  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  ship- 
owners generally  that  by  bringing  in 
foreign  labour  numbers  of  our  own 
countrymen  are  being  thrown  out  of 
employment. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Churchill.)  The 
"  Cartsdyke "  arrived  at  Ayr  on  24th 
November.  Liquiry  has  been  made  into 
the  matter  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
and  I  am  informed  that  no  foreign  seamen 
have  been  brought  to  this  country  in  the 
vessel  as  passengers  for  the  purpose  of 
being  engaged  in  place  of  the  men  serving 
during  the  recent  voyage.  The  pro- 
visions of  Section  12  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1906,  will  be  enforced 
in  this  and  all  similar  cases,  but  I  do 
not  see  my  way  to  issue  a  general  com- 
munication to  shipowners  ii  the  sense 
suggested  by  my  hon.  friend. 
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Evicted   Tenants— Belay  in   Beinstate- 
ment  of  Mrs.  Margaret  Biee. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (Cork 
Comity,  N.E.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  will  ascertain  from  the  Estates 
Commissioners  the  cause  of  the  deby 
im  the  reinstatement  of  Mrs.  Margaret 
Rice  in  her  old  holding  of  Coole  Upper, 
near  Fermoy,  on  the  M'Causland  estate, 
County  Cork. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The  Es- 
tates Commissioners  have  made  a  formal 
offer  for  the  purchase  of  Mrs.  Rice's  former 
holding.  This  offer  has  been  accepted  ^ 
by  the  owner,  and  it  is  expected  that 
Mrs.  Rice  will  be  reinstated  at  an  early 
date. 

Illegal  Trawling  in  Dnndrum  Bay. 
,  Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
for  Ireland  has  been  called  to  the  injury 
caused  to  the  fishing  industry  in  Dun- 
drum  Bay,  County  Down,  by  illegal  trawl- 
ing ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  matter 
was  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Council  of  the  Department  at  the  last 
meeting  ;  and  what  steps  are  being  taken 
to  deal  with  the  subject. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrell.)  The 
Department  are  aware  that  illegal  trawl- 
ing has  been  in  progress  by  local  boats 
in  Dimdrum  Bay.  Since  March  last 
the  Department  have  instituted  legal 
proceedings  for  this  offence  in  ten  cases. 
Three  more  are  pending.  The  Depart- 
ment will  spare  no  effort  to  capture 
offenders,  and  hope  that  the  local  magis- 
trates will  inflict  such  penalties  as  may 
prove  effectual  in  stopping  illegal  trawl- 
ing. I  understand  that  the  matter  was 
discussed  at  the  meeting  of  the  Council 
of  Agriculture  on  the  24th  ultimo,  when, 
after  the  Department's  explanation, 
the  resolution  of  Colonel  Sharman- 
Crawford  dealing  with  the  matter  was 
not  pressed. 

Privileged  Cabsl  at  Woolwich  Station. 
Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  will  inquire  of 
the  Woolwich  police  as  to  the  working 


of  the  privilege  cab  system  at  the  Arsenal 
Station ;  whether  it  would  be  in  the 
interest  of  the  travelling  public  to  declare 
the  station  an  open  one ;  and  whether 
friction  is  caused  by  the  privileged 
cabmen  taking  the  outside  stands  ia 
addition  to  the  privilege  stand. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
The  inquiry  which,  as  I  informed  the 
hon.  Member  last  Monday,  I  am  makiii: 
into  this  matter  is  not  yet  completed. 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  inform  him  of  mv 
decision  very  shortly. 

Compensation  under  Licensing  Act,  1901 
Mr.  cave  (Surrey,  Kingston)  :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Hornp 
Department  whether  he  is  now  prepared 
to  consider  favourably  any  applicatioL 
by  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  a  county  ft»r 
his  consent  to  the  borrowing  on  the 
security  of  the  compensation  fund  of 
any  sums  required  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  compensation  mider  the  Licensini: 
Act,  1904. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Secretary  GladsUmt.' 
In  my  Answer  on  this  subject  on  l^rh 
April  last  I  gave  an  anticipated  chac^'- 
in  the  law  as  my  reason  for  limiting  to 
the  present  year  the  period  of  repaymeLt 
of  loans  applied  for  under  the  Act  f 
1904.  In  the  absence  of  this  reason  I 
should,  of  course,  not  think  it  necessan 
to  impose  such  a  limit. 

Procedure  in  County  Courts. 
Mr.  T.  R.  BETHELL  (Essex,  Maldon 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  th. 
Home  Department  if  the  Lord  ChancelV-r 
has  appointed  a  Commission  to  ad^i.^^- 
him  as  to  the  procedure  of  the  Coimr. 
Courts  and  as  to  improving  that  pit 
cedure,   or  what  is  the  nature   of  tb- 
Commission  now  inquiring  and  to  whca 
will  its  Report  be  made ;    and  whether 
it  will,  as  soon  as  practicable,  be  issu^- 
to  the  Members  of  this  House  or  brou^t' 
to  the  attention  of  the  House ;     ar. ; 
whether  the  inquiry  will  extend  to  U.- 
question  of  the  fees  charged  in  the  Coact' 
Courts  and  to  the  complaint  that  the 
are  excessive,  and  to  the  working  of  ri/- 
system  of  administration  orders. 

{Anstoered    by    Mr.    Secretary    (?!*• 
stone.) j^  The  Judicature  Committee  (pi^ 
sided^over  by  Lord  Macnaghten)  in  the* 
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Report,  lecently  presented,  recommended 
amongst  other  things,  that :  *'  The  Lord 
Chancellor  be  requested  to  appoint  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  relations  now 
subsisting  between  the  High  Court  and 
the  County  Courts,  and  to  report  whether 
any  and  what  alteration  or  modification 
should  be  made  in  those  relations,  and 
consequently  in  the  jurisdiction  and 
practice  of  the  County  Courts."  In  pursu- 
ance of  that  recommendation,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  invited  a  Departmental 
Committee,  with  Sir  J.  Gorell  Barnes  as 
chairman,  to  consider  and  advise  him  on 
the  subject. 

Wages  Dispute  at  Grangemouth. 
BIr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS  (Norwich)  : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  is  aware  that  a  Grange- 
mouth employer  of  dock  labour  has  dis- 
missed certain  men  because  they  have 
instituted  legal  proceedings  against  him 
to  secure  the  short  payment  of  wages 
which  he  has  withheld  from  them  on  the 
piece  work  system ;  and  if  he  contem- 
plates any  action  to  prevent  employers 
taking  such  action  against  men  who  are 
demanding  simple  justice. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone,) 
I  have  seen  the  letter  which  the  hon. 
Membe*  has  been  good  enough  to  send 
me  on  the  subject  of  the  case  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  The  matter  is  outside 
the  powers  conferred  by  the  Factory  Act, 
and  there  is  no  action  which  it  is  possible 
for  me  to  take  to  protect  workmen,  but 
the  question  of  checking  piecework  wages 
in  dock  labour  has  been  the  subject  of 
inquiry  by  a  Departmental  Committee, 
who  have  now  reported,  and  I  hope  next 
session  to  introduce  legislation  which 
will  place  the  workers  in  a  different  posi- 
tion in  this  matter. 

The  Press  ani  Coroners*  Courts. 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment with  reference  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  accredited  representatives  of  the 
Press  agencies  and  of  the  daily  papers 
from  the  coroner's  Court  of  St.  Giles's, 
London,  on  the  21st  ultimo,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  those  representatives  was  in  Court 
before    the    coroner    arrived    and    was 


requested  to  leave,  and  that  the  other 
representatives  arrived  before  the  in- 
quest opened  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Press  box  was  almost  empty; 
whether,  in  face  of  those  statements,  he 
has  any  further  information  as  to  why 
these  Press  representatives  were  ex- 
cluded ;  whether  he  can  explain  why  the 
written  protest  from  the  journalists  was 
not  at  once  delivered  to  the  coroner; 
and  whether  the  coroner's  officer  has  been 
admonished. 

Mr.  BYLES  (SaKord,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  reference  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  certain  recognised  Press 
representatives  from  the  coroner's 
Court  of  St.  Giles's,  LDudon,  on  the 
21st  ultimo,  whether  he  has  been 
made  aware  that  the  reporters  who  were 
excluded  had  not  arrived  late  ;  that  one 
of  them  at  least  was  actually  inside  the 
Court  when  the  coroner  arrived,  and  was 
ordered  out  by  the  coroner's  officer ; 
that  there  Was  no  overcrowding  in  the 
Court,  inasmuch  as  a  solitary  police  in- 
spector Was  occupying  the  Press  box ; 
in  the  light  of  this  fresh  evidence  will  he 
renew  his  inquiries  into  the  matter  of 
complaint ;  and  will  he  take  such 
measures  as  will  insure  the  publicity,  in 
conformity  with  immemorial  u^age,  of 
coroners'  quests. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  beg  leave  to  answer  this  and  the  next. 
Question  together.  I  have  again  com- 
municated with  the  coroner,  and  I  learn 
from  him  that  a  gentleman  who  had 
entered  the  Court  before  the  coroner  had 
arrived  was  requested  to  leave  until  the 
Court  was  open.  The  coroner  regrets 
that  any  representative  of  the  Press 
should  have  been  excluded,  and  assures 
me  that  such  a  thing  has  not  happened 
before  and  is  not  likely  to  happen  again. 
His  officer  states  positively  that  he  re- 
ceived no  written  communication,  and 
that  he  was  not  aware  of  its  existence. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  incident  calls  for 
any  further  action  on  my  part.  I  have 
no  authority  to  issue  instructions  to 
coroners  in  this  matter,  and  it  is  clear  from 
the  coroner's  statement  that  he  b  anxio  is 
to  give  full  facilities  for  the  presence  of 
the  Press  in  Court. 
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Caie  of  J.  J.  Jelly,  of  Workington. 

Mb.  crooks  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  theHome  Departmentwhether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  John  James  Jelly,  heard  at  the  Work- 
ington Police  Court  on  25th  November, 
who  was  proved  to  be  in  great  poverty 
from  unemployment  and  had  a  dying 
child,  and  that  there  was  neither  fire  nor 
food  in  his  house,  who  was  sentenced  to 
fourteen  days  imprisonment  for  stealing 
coal  of  the  value  of  2s.  2d.,  the  defence 
being  that  he  could  not  get  a  ticket  for 
work  and  wanted  the  coppers  to  buy  milk 
for  his  child ;  and  will  he  take  steps  to 
reduce  the  sentence. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Gladstone.) 
I  have  made  inquiry  into  this  case,  but 
I  have  found  no  ground  for  intervention 
-on  my  part.  The  prisoner  has  been  dis- 
charged on  part  payment  of  the  fine. 
This  was  his  third  conviction  of  stealing 
during  the  present  year. 

Sent  of  Teacher's  House  in  Elementary 

Schooli. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent, 
Ashford) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  the  word 
**  schoolhouse,"  in  the  Elementary  Educa- 
tion (No.  2)  Bill,  does  or  does  not  include 
the  teacher's  house  in  those  public  ele- 
mentary schools  where  rent  is  now  paid 
l)y  the  local  authority  to  the  trustees  of 
the  school. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Rundman.)  I  would 
draw  the  hon.  Member's  atj;ention  to  the 
provisions  in  regard  to  the  teacher's  house 
which  are  proposed  by  a  (Jovemment 
Amendment  to  Clause  5.  which  is  on  to- 
day's Paper. 

Cooper  School,  Marston  Sieea. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Gloucestershire,  Ciiea- 
cestei:) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  a  settlement 
has  been  made  of  the  affairs  of  the  Cooper 
School  at  Marston  Sicca,  Gloucestershire ; 
and,  if  so,  what  are  its  terms. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)  TLe 
Board  have  consented  to  postpone  farther 
proceedings  in  this  case  pending  a  joint 
meeting  of  parish  councils  and  other 
local  bodies  interested  which,  it  is  unde^ 
stood,  is  being  convened  to  consider  the 
terms  of  the  draft  scheme. 

Elementary   Education— AdminiitratiTe 
and  Lcmn  Charges. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  he  can  state  what  was 
the  average  sum  per  child  spent  by  local 
education  authorities  on  administration 
and  loan  charges  during  the  year  ending 
31st  March,  1907,  in  London,  the  county 
boroughs,  London  and  the  countr 
boroughs  taken  together,  and  throughout 
the  country. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman.) — 


England  and  Wales. 

Administration. 

Loan  Charges. 

Total. 

Per  Child. 

TotaL 

PerChikl 

London         -        -        -        - 

£. 
237,891 

8.    d. 
7     2 

757,002 

&    d. 
22     1 

County  boroughs   - 

303,438 

3  10 

757,257 

9     8 

London  and  county  boioughs  - 

541,332 

4  10 

1,514,269 

IS     7 

Total— England  and  Wales    - 

1,093,879 

4     1 

2,420,582 

9     1 

Cost  of  Medical  Inspection  of  Schools. 
Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Leices- 
ter) :   To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 


of  Education  whether  he  has  receive.! 
representations  from  local  authorities 
drawing  his   attention   to   the   expen*^ 
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o!  medical  inspection  provided  for  by 
the  Education  (Administiative  Provi^ 
sions )  Act  of  last  year ;  and  whether  any 
further  assistance  is  to  be  provided 
from  the  Exchequer  so  as  to  enable  this 
inspection  to  be  carried  on  efficiently. 

[Answered  by  Mr,  Runoiman.)  I  have 
abeady  stated  that  there  is,  in  my 
opinion,  the  strongest  objection  to  giving 
special  grants  for  specific  purposes  in 
connection  with  elementary  education, 
but  under  the  financial  proposals  in 
connection  with  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House  local  education  authorities 
will  receive  a  large  additional  gr:jit  to 
assist  them  in  carr3ang  out  medical 
inspection  and  their  other  duties  in 
respect  of  elementary  education. 

Secondary  Sohooli  and  Training  Colleges 
Sir  PHILIP  MAGNUS  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  he  intends 
the  education  settlement  to  be  produced 
hy  the  Education  Bill  to  include  a  settle- 
ment of  the  difficulties  that  have  arisen 
in  the  last  three  years  in  regard  to 
secondary  schools  and  training  colleges  ; 
and,  in  particular,  whether,  in  that 
event,  he  intends  to  make  the  requisite 
modifications  in  the  secondary  schools 
and  training  college  regulations  so  that 
denominational  schools  and  colleges  shall 
receive  grants  from  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion equivalent,  to  the  grants  for  those 
provided  by  the  local  authority,  as  will 
he  the  case  in  regard  to  elementary 
schools  under  the  settlement  embodied 
in  the  Bill. 

[Answered  by  Mr.  Rundman,)  The 
various  points  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  do  not  arise  imder  the  Education 
Bill,  which  deals  only  with  elementary 
education.  If  the  Bill  now  imder  dis- 
cussion is  passed,  the  position  of  Non- 
conformists and  others  who  are  now 
under  disabilities  in  other  parts  of  the 
public  educational  system  will  no  doubt 
be  afiected  thereby,  but  the  hon.  Member's 
Questions  are  hj^othetical,  and  it  would 
be  premature  for  me  to  give  him  a 
definite  reply  at  present. 

Out-Balief  Administration  at  Wavertree. 

Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS :    To  ask 
the  Prcoident  of  the  Local  Government 


I  Board  if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  practice  of  paying  outdoor  relicif 
on  the  premises  of  a  political  club  ^% 
Wavertree,  Liverpool,  though  the  town 
hall  is  situated  nearly  oppotite  the  club 
in  question ;  whether  he  can  state  to 
what  extent  this  practice  prevails ;  if 
it  meets  with  his  sanction  ;  and,  if  nott 
will  he  take  steps  to  end  it. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  1 
am  informed  that  imder  agreements 
dating  from  1889  the  guardians  have 
the  use  of  a  large  room  as  a  pay  station 
at  the  Conservative  Working  Men's  Club 
at  Wavertree.  The  rent  paid  is  £7  a 
year,  which  includes  heating,  cleaning, 
and  accommodation  for  about  100  persons* 
The  room  is  used  for  a  short  time  once 
a  week,  and  is  then  exclusively  in  the 
occupation  of  the  guardians.  No  sanction 
on  the  part  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  been  given  in  this  matter.  As 
regards  the  town  hall,  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  improbable  that  any  application 
by  the  guardians  to  the  corporation 
for  the  hire  of  a  room  large  enough  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  would  be  re- 
quired would  be  acceded  to. 

law  Offieers  of  the  Crown  and  Old-Ago 

Pensions. 

Mr.  SNOWDEN  (Blackburn):  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  when  he  hopes  to  receive 
the  opinions  of  the  Law  Officers  on  the 
points  which  have  been  submitted  to 
them  arising  out  of  the  Old-Age  Pensions 
Act. 

[Ansioered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  1 
have  submitted  two  cases  to  the  Law 
Officers  on  questions  arising  out  of  the 
Act.  I  have  received  their  opinion  in  one 
of  the  cases,  and  as  regards  the  other 
I  have  asked  them  to  let  me  have  their 
opinion  at  the  earliest  date  practicable. 

Distress  at  Orays  Thurrock* 
Mr.  WARDLE  (Stockport) :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  has  received  an 
application  from  the  Grays  Thurrock 
Urban  District  Council  for  sanction  to 
create  a  distress  committee  ;  and  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  grant  the  application. 

(Answered   by   Mr.    John   Bums.)    I 
received  an  application  for  this  purpose 
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on  Tuesday  last,  and  1  have  referred  it  to 
the  inspector  of  the  dbtrict  to  report  to 
me  upon  it. 

Loughborough  IHitreif. 

Mh.  CLYNES  (Manchester,  N.B.) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Oovern- 
ment  Board  whether  he  has  received 
an  application  from  the  town  council  of 
Loughborough  for  sanction  to  create  a 
dbtress  committee  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  grant  the  application. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  1 
have  received  the  application  referred 
to,  and  have  decided  to  comply  with  it. 

Wimbledon  Distre«. 

Mr.  CLYNES  :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
any  application  has  been  made  to  his 
Board  by  the  to\Mi  council  of  Wimbledon 
for  sanction  to  appoint  a  distress  com- 
mittee ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
the  nature  of  the  reply  given. 

[Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  No 
actual  application  for  the  establishment 
of  a  distress  committee  has  been  made 
by  the  town  council  of  Wimbledon  this 
winter,  but  they  have  applied  for  a  con- 
tribution from  the  Parliamentary  grant. 
I  vrrote  on  4th  November,  asking  for 
particulars  of  unemplo3anent,  schemes 
of  work,  etc.,  but  I  have  not  so  far 
received  any  reply  beyond  an  acknow- 
ledgment. 

Chitwick  Distreta^ 

•'  Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  an  application  has  been 
received  from  the  urban  district  council 
of  Chiswick  for  sanction  to  appoint  a 
distress  committee ;  and  whether  his 
Board  is  prepared  to  grant  the  appli- 
cation. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  I 
have  received  an  application  in  the 
sense  referred  to  in  the  Question.  As 
the  dbtrict  coimcil  have  arranged  con- 
tracts for  the  execution  of  works  esti- 
mated at  cost  in  the  aggregate  over 
£26,000,  all  of  which  will  contain  a 
clause  that  local  labour  shall  be  employed, 
I  have  suggested  that  the  question  of 


establishing  a  distress  committee  mig^ 
be  deferred. 

Brentfiird  Diattaw. 

Mr.  SUMMERBBLL  (Sunderiaad : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  (JoTot- 
ment  Board  whether  his  Board  hi 
received  an  application  from  the  mic 
dbtrict  coimcU  of  Brentford  for  siDctkn 
to  create  a  distress  cominittee;  a&d 
whether  his  Board  b  prepared  to  gnr 
the  application. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  I  ki^ 
received  the  application,  but  m  Tier 
of  the  small  popidation,  and  of  the  otlier 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  I  skodii 
be  justified  in  acceding  to  it. 

Etrrogate  Diitrem 
Mr.  SUMMERBELL  :  To  ask  tk 
President  of  the  Local  Govenunect 
Board  whether  he  has  received  an  i^ 
cation  from  the  town  council  of  H&m- 
gate  for  sanction  to  create  a  (hstres 
committee  ;  and  whether  he  b  piepiR^ 
to  grant  the  application. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  I  ^> 
not  find  that  I  have  received  any  fw- 
application  from  the  town  cotmcil  cc 
Harrogate  since  1905. 

Stoke-0n«Trent  IKitreML 
Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wdw 
hampton,  W.) :  To  ask  the  Pre«i<lff* 
of  the  Local  (Sovemment  Board  wketbtf 
he  b  in  receipt  of  an  application  fn^ 
the  borough  of  Stoke-on-Trent  for  s»tf 
tion  to  create  a  distress  conunittff: 
whether  two  previous  applications  hi^ 
been  made  and  sanction  has  heen  ^ 
fused ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  ti* 
desire  prevalent  in  Stoke  for  a  distrrss 
committee,  he  is  prepared  to  grant  tie 
present  application. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  John  Bvms.]  i 
have  not  hitherto  seen  my  way  to  tsti^ 
lish  a  distress  committee  in  the  boroofii 
of  Stoke-on-Trent.  I  have  now  s  ^ 
newed  application  from  the  town  cod3-^ 
before  me  which  I  am  considering. 

Folkeatone  Diitreti. 
Mr.  GEORGE  ROBERTS:    To  ^^-^ 
the  President  of  the  Local  GovernB'' 
Board  whether  any  reply  has  vet  t<* 
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given  by  his  Board  to  the  application  of 
the  town  council  of  Folkestone  for  sanc- 
tion to  create  a  distress  committee  ;  and 
if  80,  will  he  state  the  nature  of  the  reply. 

{AnstDered  byl^Mr.  John  Burns,)  I 
have  not  seen  my  way  to  establish  a 
distress  committee  at  Folkestone  at  the 
pre3ent  time. 

Mtmoranda  on  FisoaUPoliey; 
Mr.  JBSSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordealey)  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  will  consent  to 
issue  an  official  Memorandum  by 
Professor  Hewins  on  the  Fiscal  Policy 
of  International  Trade  in  the  same  way 
as  he  has  issued  a  Memorandum  by 
Professor  Marshall  on  the  same  subject. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse,)  As  my 
right  hon.  friend  stated  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dulwich  on  the  24th 
ultimo,  Mr.  Marshall's  Memorandum 
was  prepared  for  and  on  the  invitation 
of  the  late  Government,  and  was  only 
published  owing  to  the  hon.  Member's 
own  request.  He  at  the  same  time 
explained  why  he  considered  it  undesir- 
able to  issue  a  rejoiner  at  the  public 
expanse. 

Iriih  Old-Age  Pension  Claimanti . 

Mr.  kettle  (Tyrone,  E.) :  To  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  official  estimate  of  the  number  of 
persons  in  Ireland  over  seventy  years 
of  age  in  1908  is  184,000  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  official  estimate  of  the 
numbers  of  the  same  class  of  persons 
in  1907  was  173,359  ;  whether  the  wide 
discrepancy  between  these  two  e'ltimates 
casts  doubt  on  the  accuracy  of  both ; 
and  will  he  take  steps  to  obtain  a  less 
speculative  eitimate. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The  esti- 
niated  number  of  persons  in  Ireland  of 
the  age  of  seventy  years  and  upwards 
in  the  middle  of  the  year  1908  was 
183,639.  For  the  middle  of  1907  the 
estimate  was  183,876. 

Registration  of  Births  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  kettle  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  the  system 
of  registration  of  births  in  Ireland  is  of 


much  more  recent  origin  than]  the  corre* 
spondi.g  system  in  Great  Britain; 
whether,  consequently,  the  materials 
available  for  forming  an  e  timate  of  the 
numbers  of  the  population  over  seventy 
years  of  age  are  much  less  adequate  in 
Ireland  than  in  great  Britain;  and 
whether  the  figure,  184,000,  is  in  fact 
anything  more  than  a  rough  approxi- 
mation foundei  largely  on  guess-work. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  BirrelL)  The  system 
of  regi'itration  of  births  in  Irahvnd  is  of 
much  more  recent  origin  than  the  corres- 
ponding system  in  Great  Britain,  but 
this  fact  has  no  relation  to  the  question 
of  estimating  the  number  of  persons  of 
the  age  of  seventy  years  and  upwards 
at  the  present  time.  The  figure  183,639, 
or  in  round  numbers  184,000,  is  not  a 
guess  but  a  fairly  approximate  e  itimate, 
obtained  by  applying  the  percentage 
of  males  and  females,  aged  seventy 
years  and  upwards,  as  ascertained  at 
the  census  of  1901,  to  the  estimated 
total  number  of  males  and  females  in 
the  middle  of  the  year  1903. 


Pensions  and  Profits  on  Small 

Mr.  kettle  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  private  in- 
structions have  been  issued  to  pension 
officers  prescribing  the  mode  in  which 
they  are  to  calculate  the  profits  derived 
from  small  holdings  in  Ireland ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  many  cases  the 
pension  officers  estimate  these  profits 
as  being  twice  the  Poor  Law  valuation  ; 
and,  if  private  instructions  have  been 
issued,  will  he  communicate  them  to 
the  House. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Hobhouse,)  My 
right  hon.  friend  cannot  add  anything 
to  the  replies  which  he  has  already  given 
on  this  subject.  As  he  has  already 
explained,  each  case  has  to  be  dealt  with 
on  its  merits.  Confidenti&l  instructions 
have  been  given  to  pension  officers  as  to 
the  general  lines  upon  which  they  should 
guide  themselves  in  their  reports  to  the 
committees ;  but  these  instructions  do 
not — nor  is  it  in  his  opinion  desirable 
that  they  should — bind  the  committees, 
or  (upon  appeal)  the  Local  Government 
Board,  whose  duty  it  is  to  exercise  an  in- 
dependent discretion  in  the  matter.  For 
this  reason,  it  does  not  appear  to  him 
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to  be  desirable  to  publish  the  confidential 
instruotions  in  question. 

Irii(h  Taxation. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork) :  To 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  can  form  any  estimate  of  the  pro- 
bable amount  of  extra  taxation  that  will 
be  imposed  upon  Ireland  in  respect  of 
old-age  pensions. 

{Anstffered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse.)  It  is 
not  possible  to  answer  this  Question  until 
the  amount  of  the  extra  taxation  (if  any) 
required  has  been  determined,  the  precise 
taxes  to  be  imposed  have  been  decided 
on,  and  their  incidence  as  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  has  been  ascertained. 

London  Education  Grant. 
Ma.  W.  PEARCE  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  as  London  re- 
ceives from  existing  grants  payable  in 
respect  of  elementary  education  a  lower 
grant  than  the  rest  of  England  and  Wales, 
he  will  exempt  London  from  the  proposed 
limitation  of  6s.  per  child  under  the  new 
grants  Ay  B,  and  C  contained  in  the 
financial  proposals  in  connection  with 
the  Education  Bill. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse.)  The 
question  of  these  grants  is  being  very 
carefully  considered,  but  my  right  hon. 
friend  is  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 
announcement  at  present. 

Pension  Eegulationi. 
Mr.  SNOWDEN  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue  have  given 
instructions  to  the  pension  officers  that 
when  the  officer  has  reported  to  the  com- 
mittee thut  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  a 
pension,  and  the  committ  e  consider  that 
the  claimant  is  disqualified,  the  appeal, 
if  any,  should  be  made  by  the  claimant ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  such  instructions 
deprive  the  pension  officer  of  a  statutory 
right  given  to  him  by  the  Old-Age 
Pensions  Act,  he  will  have  this  instruction 
at  once  withdrawn. 

(Ansvoered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse.)  The 
Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  circumstances 
in  which  a  pension  officer  should  or  should 


not  exercise  the  rights  he  possesses  under 
the  Act  appear  to  my  right  hon.  friend 
to  be  a  proper  subject  for  the  issue  of  direc- 
tions by  the  Commissioners  of  Inlaod 
Revenue  under  Article  34  of  the  Regula- 
tions, and  the  instruction  itself  seems  to 
him  to  be  a  proper  one,  since,  if  the 
claimant  is  satisfied  with  an  adverse 
decision  of  the  pension  committee,  he  can 
see  no  reason  why  the  pension  officer 
should  seek  to  interfere.  He  does  not^ 
therefore,  propose  to  take  any  action. 


Poor  Belief  Diiqualifloation. 
Mb.  SNOWDEN  :  To  ask  Mr.^  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  he  is  awflre  that 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
have  instructed  the  pension  officers  that 
receipt  of  poor  relief  by  a  husband  will 
not  in  their  opinion  disqualify  his  wife 
for  receipt  for  an  old-age  pension  ;  is  he 
aware  that  this  is  one  of  the  points  on 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  has. 
not  made  up  its  mind ;  and  will  he  sav 
if  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
or  the  Local  Government  Board  is  the 
authority  for  deciding  points  of  law 
under  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Act. 

,  (Answered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse,)  Neither 
the  pension  officer  nor  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  have  any  power  to 
decide  questions  under  the  Old-Age 
Pensions  Act.  The  decision  upon  aJl 
such  questions,  whether  of  law  or  facts^ 
rests  under  the  Act  with  the  local  pension 
committee  subject  to  appeal  to  the  Local 
Government  Boarl.  As  regards  t  e  par- 
ticular point  raised  in  the  <2uestion  I 
understand  that  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Govemm^it  Board 
is  advised  that,in  cases  in  which  a  husband 
has  received  poor  relief  for,  or  on  account 
of,  his  wife,  the  wife  as  well  as  the  husband 
is  disqualified.  Pension  officers  have  now 
been  instructed  accordingly. 

Census  of  Production  Setnmft 
Mb.  RENDALL  (Gloucestershire. 
Thombury) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  the  Excise  officers 
recently  made  old-age  pension  officers 
had  placed  upon  them  the  duty  of  col- 
lecting the  census  of  production  returns ; 
whether  agriculturists  in  many  cases 
objected  to  make  such  returns,  and  even 
refused  to  make  their  ordinary  agrieol- 
tural  returns,  thus  causing  the  neoeissity 
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of  personal  visits  and  inqtdries  by  the 
officer ;  and  what  payment  for  these  extra 
services  and  out-of-pocket  expenses  will 
be  made  to  such  officers,  and  when. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Hobhouse.)  My  right 
hon.  friend  is  informed  that  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  are  not  aware  that 
greater  difficulty  than  usual  has  been 
experienced  by  the  officers  in  collecting 
the  agricultural  returns.  The  question 
of  the  additional  remuneration  to  be  paid 
to  officers  for  collecting  the  ce  sus  of  pro- 
duction returns  is  now  being  considered 
by  the  Board. 

t  * 

Pay  of  (Hd-Age  Pension  Offieen. 
Mb.  KENDALL :  To  ask  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  a  definite 
statement  will  be  made  by  him  to  old-age 
pension  officers  as  to  the  rates  of  remunera- 
tion to  be  paid  them  for  their  work  ;  what 
number  of  hours  they  are  supposed  to  work 
daily;  whether  Sunday  work  is  invited, 
expected,  allowed,  or  disallowed ;  and 
what  extra  rates  of  pay  will  be  paid  them 
for  weekday  and  Sunday  overtime. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Hobhouse,)  The 
question  of  remimeration  will  be  con- 
sidered at  as  early  a  date  as  is  compatible 
with  the  obtaining  of  full  materials  for  a 
decision,  after  the  close  of  the  exceptional 
work  for  which  a  gratuity  is  contemplated. 
The  nature  of  the  duties  does  not  admit 
of  rules  being  laid  down  as  to  daily  hours 
of  work,  nor  have  any  instructions  been 
given  as  to  work  on  Sundays. 

Fruit  Tree  Washes. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rye): 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  view  of  the  vajue  of  nicotine 
washes  for  spraying  fruit  trees  and  the 
present  high  cost  of  such  washes,  he  will 
take  steps  to  remit  the  Excise  Duty  on 
all  tobacco  grown  in  the  United  Kingdom 
which  is  manufactured 'ior  horticultural 
or  agricultural  purposes. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Hobhouse,)  All 
nicotine  is  already  manufactured  from 
duty-free  tobacco. 


on  Pension  Officers- 
Mr.    SNOWDEN:       To    ask    Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  if  he   is 
aware  that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 


have  inflicted  a  fine  of  £l6  on  eac&  of 
a  number  of  pension  officers  who  have 
innocently  made  public  the  number  of 
claims  for  pensions  received  in  their 
districts;  that  when  the  attention  of 
the  officers  was  called  to  the  statement 
that  their  action  Was  a  breach  of  official 
regulations  they  readily  admitted  their 
fault  and  expressed  regret ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  action  to  modify  the  severity 
of  the  punishment. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Hobhouse.)  My  right 
hon.  friend  is  aware  of  the  action  taken 
liy  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue-  in 
punishing  certain  Excise  officers  who 
violated  the  regulations  against  com- 
municating to  the  public  Press  informa- 
tion derived  from  official  sources.  If 
the  officers  in  question  had  not  expressed 
their  regret  for  their  action,  a  more 
severe  view  would  necessarily  have 
been  taken  of  conduct  which  is  subver- 
sive of  all  discipline  and  tends  to  bring 
discredit  on  the  public  service.  He  is 
not  prepared  to  modify  the  punishment 
imposed  in  these  cases. 

War  Office  Tailors. 
Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  War  Office 
forward  to  each  officer  about  to  join 
his  regiment  a  list  containing  the  names 
of  several  tailoring  firms,  to  one  of  whom 
he  is  recommended  to  go  for  his  outfit, 
to  the  exclusion  of  other  Army  out- 
fitters ;  and  whether  this  form  of  pre- 
ferential treatment  has  received  his 
sanction,  and  can  he  state  on  what 
grounds. 

(AnsiDered  by  Mr.  Secretary  HcUdane,) 
All  officers  on  being  gazetted  to  com- 
missions are  furnished  with  the  price- 
lists  of  the  tailors  and  outfitters  who 
furnish  price  lists  for  this  purpose.  No 
particular  firm  is  recommended  by  the 
War  Office  and  no  firm  is  precluded  from 
being  placed  on  the  list. 

Volunteer  Decorations. 
Mr.  C.  B.  HARMSWORTH  (Wor- 
cestershire, Droitwich) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether, 
in  view  of  the  enhanced  value  likely  to 
be  placed  upon  the  Volunteer  officers' 
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decoration  and  the  Volunteer  long- 
service  medal,  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure   that   officers,    non-commissioned 


Be-enlistmenti. 
Mb.    COURTHOPE:       To    ask    the 
Secretary    of    State    for    War    wliether 


officers,  and  men  who  have  transferred   men  of  the  Territorial  Force,  who  re- 


from  the  Volunteer  Force  to  the  Terri- 
torial Army  receive  the  Volunteer  officers' 
decoration  or  the  Volunteer  long-service 
medal  in  lieu  of  the  corresponding  decora- 
tion and  medal  instituted  for  the  Terri- 
torial Army,  provided  that  the  officers, 
non-commissioned  officers,  and  men  fulfil 
the  conditions  of  service  which  governed 
the  Volunteer  decoration  and  the  Volun- 
teer long-service  medal. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  conditions 
attached  to  the  grant  of  the  Territorial 
decoration  and  efficiency  medal  are 
more  stringent  than  those  formerly 
called  for  in  respect  to  the  Volunteer 
rewards,  I  cannot  concur  in  the  opinion 
expressed  by  my  hon.  friend  as  regards 
the  latter,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
take  the  steps  suggested  in  the  Question. 

Territorial  Eillcieney  Medal. 
Mr.  C.  B.  HARMSWORTH:  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  conditions  governing  the 
Territorial  efficiency  medal  have  been 
so  framed  as  to  exclude  from  the  con- 
ferring of  this  distinction  officers  who 
have  previously  served  in  the  ranks; 

whether  he  is  aware  that  an  officer  of    of  the  Territorial  Force  was  composed 
the   Volunteer   Force   who   had   served   as    follows:      Lieutenant-General    Mac- 

kinnon   (Chairman) ;     Brigadier-General 


engage  at  the  end  of  the  period  of  service 
for  which  they  enlisted,  must  under 
existing  conditions  be  enlisted  and 
attested  a  second  time ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  obviate  the 
annoyance  and  inconvenience  which  this 
will  inevitably  cause  before  the  first 
year  of  service  in  the  Territorial  Force 
expires. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haliane.) 
A  man  of  the  Territorial  Force  ^rtio,  on 
the  termination  of  his  current  engage- 
ment, desires  to  continue  has  only  to 
sign  the  re-engagement  paper.  It  is 
not  considered  that  this  procedure  can 
cause  annoyance  or  inconvenience. 


the 
were 


Musketry  Training  Committer. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE:  To  ask 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  who 
the  expert  officers  of  the  Regular  and 
Territorial  Forces  who  are  stated,  in 
paragraph  8  of  Circular  Memorandum. 
No.  Ill  of  13th  November,  1908,  to  have 
brought  out  the  new  musketry  course 
and  instructions  after  much  careful 
consideration. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The  Committee  on  the  musketry  training 


in  the  ranks  became  eligible  for  and 
received  the  Volunteer  long-service 
medal ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  secure  that  officers  of  the  Territorial 
Army  shall  be  treated  in  the  same  way 
as  regards  the  Territorial  efficiency 
medal  as  were  officers  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  as  regards  the  Volunteer  long- 
service  medal 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
The  medal  was  granted  to  Volunteer 
officers  on  retirement  after  twenty  years 
service  if  they  had  served  in  the  ranks, 
but  had  not  served  long  enough  to  earn 
the  decoration.  The  efficiency  medal  is 
granted  to  the  Terri  o:ial  Force  after 
twelve  je  rs  service,  whi'e  the  decoration 
is  granted  after  twenty  years  service, 
and,  therefore,  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
friend  does  not  appear  to  be  practicable. 


Murray  (Director  of  Military  Training) : 
Colonel  Egerton  (Commandant  Schoi»l 
of  Musketry) ;  Colonel  Cotton  Jodrell : 
Colonels  Fremautle  and  Wilson,  and 
Major  Gosling^  representing  the  Terri- 
torial Force ;  Majors  Shute  H.  C.  Hill, 
and  Kirwan,  with  Captain  T.  H.  Davit^soa 
as  Secretary. 

Army  Boot  Contneti- 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Wax  whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  pairs  of  Armr 
boots  and  shoes  obtained  during  th*> 
years  1898-9,  1900-1,  1901-2.  the  nam«^ 
of  counties  or  towns  from  which  they 
were  obtained,  and  the  number  of  pair? 
each  town  or  county  supplied. 

I      (Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 
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musketry  Praetioe. 
Mr.  COURTHOPE  :  To  ask  the 
Secieteiy  o|  State  for  War  under  wh^t 
conditionB  liie  grouping  practices  of  the 
new  mosketfy  course  unll  be  carried  oat 
on  the  numerous  ranges  on  which,  owing 
to  the  9ho<iting  talang  place  across  a 
valley  or  savine,  firing  at  100  yards 
range  is  impossible,  and  the  approach 
from  the  firing  points  to  the  targets 
long  and  difficult,  and,  on  the  large 
ranges,  such  as  Bisley  and  Wra3rsbury, 
where,  owing  to  the  large  number  of 
targets  in  use,  great  delay  would  be 
caused  by  the  necessary  interruption  of 
firing  while  those  who  had  fired  on  other 
targets  were  inspecting  their  group  of 
shots. 

» 
{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane.) 

The  instructional  practices  are  to  act 

as  a  guide,  and  need  not  be  rigidly 

adhered  to.    The  whole  object  of  the 

scheme  is  to  enable  conmianding  officers 

to  make  use  of  such  facilities  as  are 

within   their  reach,   placing  a  pattern 

before  them  to  guide  them  on  the  right 

lines.    On  l^rge  ranges  grouping  practices 

can  be  commenced  at  the  same  time, 

and  Ho  great  delay  should  occur.    It  is 

impossible  to  legislate  for  every  class 

of   range    and   every   circumstance.    I 

hope  hon.  Members  will  not  prejudge 

this  scheme  before  it  has  been  put  to 

a  full  test. 

Territorial  Banges. 

Mr.  COURTHOPS:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  most  ranges  of  the  Territorial 
Force  are  open  for  class- ^ring  at  least 
twice  a  week  during  the  spring  and 
summer,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to 
secure   the   attendance   of   officers   and 

details  of  other  corps  to  carry  out  the 

marking    and    supervision    as    required 

by  paragraph  8  of  the  musketry  course. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane,) 
Supervision  and  marking  will  only  be 
performed  by  officers  and  men  of  other 
units  during  the  annual  test.  The 
necessary  arrangements  will  be  made 
by  the  general  officers  commanding 
divisions  of  the  Territorial  Force  and 
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Vie  of  Wind  Gauge  in  Muaketry 
Praotioe. 

Mr.  COURTHOPE:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether, 
owing  to  the  extreme  frequency  with 
which  the  force  of  the  wind  changes  in 
this  climate,  he  will  withdraw  paragraph 
18  of  the  new  musketry  iiistructions, 
which  prohibits  the  alteration  of  the 
wind  gauge  after  the  first  shot  of  a 
classification  practice  has  been  fired. 


{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Haldane,) 
It  is  owing  to  the  extreme  frequency 
with  which  the  wind  changes  in  this 
climate,  and  to  the  difficulti^  and  in- 
accitracies  which  would  arise  on  active 
service  from  frequent  alt^ation  of  the 
wind  gauge,  that  it  is  considered  more 
advisable  to  practice  making  allowance 
for  wind  in  this  country  by  "  aiming 
ofi." 

Hayti  Savolt 

Mr.  GLENDINNING  (Antrim,  N.): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  send  a  man-of-war  to  ?ort-au- 
Princ3,  seeing  the  danger  to  which  the 
lives  and  property  of  British  subjects 
are  exposed. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Edward  Grey.)  I 
beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Answer  returned  to-day  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- Western  Lajiarkshire. 

Grehan  Eitato,  Ba&teer. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.).:  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  gazetted  the  holding  ol 
the  Grehan  estate,  Banteer,  County  Cork, 
formerly  in  the  occupation  of  Mr.  Timothy 
Barrett ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  land  is  untenanted,  the 
Commissioners  are  taking  steps  to  procure 
the  reinstatement  of  the  tenant  with  the 
least  possible  delay. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrdl,)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  notified  ic 
the  Dublin  6az€tle  their  intention  to 
acquire  this  holding  under  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  and  are  using  all  despatrh 


by  officers  commanding  mounted  brigades.  |  in  their  proceedings  under  the  Act, 
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DaUia  Aiaittant  Teaehen. 

Mr.     NANNETTI    (Dublin,    College 
Green) :    To  agk  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the    Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland    what 
is  the  average  salary  of  trained  assi'itant 
teachers  in  ordinary  national  schools  in 
Dublin  city,  model  schooh  not  included  ; 
why  are  assistant  teachers  in   Dublin 
sch  #ol3  paid  smaller  salaries  than  assistant 
teachers  in  London,  Edinburgh,  or  other 
English  or  Scottish  towns,  if  they  perform 
equally  efficient  work ;  is  he  aware  that 
no    assistant    teacher    in    an    ordinary 
national  school  in  Ireland  receives  pro- 
motion, that  is,  he  is  placed  in  the  lowest 
or  third  grade  and  must  remain  there, 
no  matter  what  his  qualifications  ard 
length  of  p.ervice,  or  how  effective  his  work 
ma\  be  in  the  school ;  is  he  aware  that 
married  assistant  teachers  in  Dublin  pay 
from  one-third  to  one-half  their  salaries 
for  house  rent  alone,  and  cannot  possibly 
live  up  to  that  standard  of  decency  and 
respectability  expected  from  those  who 
educate  the  children  of  the  citizens  of 
Dublin,  while  unmarried  assistants  have 
to  pj^y  such  high  rents  for  room*?   and 
board  that  they  have  not  a  living  wage ; 
and  will  he  recommend  the  promotion  of 
issistants  to  the  higher  grades,  according 
to  efficiency  and  length  of  service,  as  they 
•eceive  the  same  training,  pass  the  same 
examinations,    possess    equal    qualifica- 
ions.  and  with  equal  service  are  quite 
IS  efficient  as  principal  teachers. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The 
commissioners  of  National  Education 
nform  me  that  the  average  salary  of 
he  assistant  teachers  referred  to  in  the 
Question  is  £79  17s.  for  men  and  £71 
s.  5d.  for  women.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
3  compare  the  salary  and  work  of 
ssistant  teachers  in  Dublin  with  that  of 
9sistant  teachers  in  English  and  Scottish 
)wnR.  Assistant  teachers  rank  as  a 
lie  in  the  third  grade,  but  there  are 
cceptions  to  this  rule.  None  have  as 
3t  been  promoted  to  a  higher  grade 
nee  1900.  I  have  no  means  of  ascer- 
ining  what  house  rents  they  pay.  The 
)jnmi88ioner8'  rules  provide  for  increases 
salary  to  assistant  teachers  and  for  their 
omotion  in  exceptional  circumstances, 
it  it  wa«  never  contemplated  nor  would 
e  Commissioners  consider  it  desirable 

give  assistants  the  same  rights  as 
incipals  in  regard  to  promotion.    The 


GonimiKsionen  desire  that  jirincipals 
shoukU  as  a  rule,  be  recruited  from 
experieftoed  assistants,  but  few  assistants 
would  be  irilling  to  undertake  the  re* 
sponsibilities  r^  principals  if  they  could  - 
do  as  well  from  a  monetary  point  of  view 
by  remaining  assistants. 

White  Estate  in  leitrim. 
Mb.  F.  MEEHAN  (LeHrim,  N.)  : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  of  the  White  Estate  at  New* 
townmanor,  North  Leitrim,  having  been 
offered  for  sale  to  the  Esl^tes  Commis- 
sioners; and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  of  a  lacge  portion  of  this  estate 
being  waste  land,  he  wo]ild  urge  upon  the 
Commissioners  the  necessity  of  pur- 
chasing this  estate  in  order  to  enlarge  the 
many  small  uneconomic  holdings  in  the 
district. 

{Answered  by  Mr*  Birrell.)  This 
estate  is  pending  for  sale  in  the  Court  of 
the  LEuid  Judge.  The  Estates  Com* 
missioners  have  already  intimated  to  the 
Judge  their  estimated  price  for  the 
untenanted .  land. 

Longford  Pass  Evieted  Tenants. 

Mb.  KJSNDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tij^rary, 
Mid.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
any  steps  have  been  taken  towards  the 
reinstatement  of  the  evicted  tenants  on 
the  Langley  Estate,  Longford  Pass; 
County  Tipperary,  named  respectively 
Michael  Morris,  Laurence  Duggan,  Ed- 
mond  Eealey,  William  Bartley,  Part^ 
Leahy,  James  Bartley,  Pat  Ryan,  and 
Thomas  Maher. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Birrell.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  have  had  this  ' 
estate  inspected  and  the  owner  is  willing 
to  accept  their  estimated  price.  FormiJ 
proceedings  for  sale  to  the  Commissionera 
have  been  instituted  and  the  Commis- 
sioners are  about  to  make  a  formal  offer 
in  compliance  with  Section  6  of  the  InA. 
Land  Act,  1903.  Until  this  offer  has 
been  accepted  the  Commissioners  will 
not  be  in  a  position  to  allot  the  lands. 

Knoekaderry  Evicted  Tenant. 
Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESS Y  :    To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
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of ,  Ireland  if  he  can  say  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  taken  any 
steps  to  reinstate  the  widow  Browne  in 
the  farm  from  which  her  husband  was 
evicted  about  fifteen  years  ago,  known 
as  the  Glebe,  situate  near  Elnockaderry, 
in  the  County  of  Limerick ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  farm  is  at  present  under 
the  representatives,  or  Commissioners, 
of  the  late  Established  Church,  who  are 
paying  £1  per  week  to  a  caretaker  for 
herding  it,  without  getting  any  return 
for  the  outlay ;  and  will  he  see  that  the 
Estates  Conmiissioners  reinstate  her 
without  further  delay. 

[Anmcered  by  Mr,  BirreU.)  The  Land 
Commission  inform  me  that  an  advance 
for  the  purchase  of  this  holding  was  made 
to  the  late  William  Brown  by  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners  in  1877. 
Owing  to  his  failure  to  pay  the  purchase 
annuity,  Brown  was  disposse  sed  in  1894. 
Since  then  several  attempts  to  sell  the 
holding  have  failed.  The  provisions  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Act  do  not  apply  to 
such  a  case. 

Indian  Army  Charges. 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  oif  State  for 
India,  with  reference  to  the  agreement 
arrived  at  between  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that  an  additional  payment  of 
£300,000  a  year  shall  be  made  from  lat 
May,  1908,  from  the  Indian  revenues  to 
cover  the  cost  of  the  training  of  troops 
and  other  services  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Brii/ish  establish- 
ments in  India,  whether  the  Indian 
(Government  recently  sent  a  despatch  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  setting  forth 
objections  to  that  arrangement  ;  whether 
he  can  state  the  nature  of  those  objec- 
tions ;  whether  the  Indian  Government 
was  consulted  or  previously  apprised  of 
the  proposed  terms  of  that  agreement 
before  it  was  concluded ;  and  whether  he 
will  lay  a  copy  of  the  despatch  upon  the 
Table. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Buchanan,)  A 
despatch  has  been  received  from  the 
Government  of  India  setting  forth  certain 
objections  of  a  detailed  and  technical 
character  which  cannot  well  be  summa- 


rised. As  I  informed  the  hon.  Member, 
in  answer  to  a  Question  on  19th  October, 
the  arrangement  between  the  Secretary 
of .  State  for  India  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  arrived  at  on  the 
basis  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Romer  Committee,  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  were  represented  bv 
Lieutenant-General  Sir  B.  Duff,  Chief 
of  the  Staff  in  India.  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  think  it  would  be  in  the  public  interest 
to  present  Papers  on  the  subject. 

Irish  Biilways— Cattle  Transit. 
Mr.  field  (rubin,  St.  Patrick) :  To 
ask  the  Vice-President  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  (Ireland)  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  adverse  reports  that 
have  been  made  to  him  by  his  inspectors 
regarding  the  indequate  loading  accom- 
modation and  irregular  cattle  transit 
of  the  varies  Iri  h  railways;  and 
whether  h'j  will  st  te  wha*J  steps  he 
intends  to  take  to  act  on  these  reports 
and  remedy  the  existing  state  of  cattle 
transit  in  Ireland. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  T,  W.  Russell.: 
Inspectors  of  the  Department  are  con- 
stantly visiting  railway  stations  to  report 
on  the  animal  transit  arrangements.  A 
numerical  statement  of  the  nature  sug- 
gested in  the  Question  would  not  be 
of  any  real  value,  and  might  lead  to 
erroneous  inferences.  The  Department 
are  in  frequent  communication  with 
the  railway  companies  on  matters  arising 
out  of  the  inspectors'  reports ;  and  bv 
this  procedure,  coupled  with,  whet 
necessary,  consultation  with  the  raDwsj 
officials,  improvements  in  the  accommo- 
dation for  animal  traffic  have  been 
brought  about  at  many  stations.  At 
some  others  improvements  are  knovn 
to  be  contemplated,  while  in  further 
instances  consideration  is  pending,  and 
the  matter  will  not  be  lost  sight  of  br 
the  Department. 

Sailway  Coupling  Aecidents. 
Mr.  MADDISON  (Burnley) :  To  ask 
the  President  of  the  Boaitl  of  Trade 
whether  he  will  state  the  number  of 
fatal  and  non-fatal  accidents  caused 
by  the  coupling  and  uncoupling  of  vehicles 
on  the  railways  of  the  United  Kingdom 
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daring  each  of  the  months  of  1905  and 
1906. 


{Anstpered    by    Mr,    Churchill.)    The 
figures  are  as  follows — 


Number  of  Servants  of  Bail  way  Companies  killed  and  injured  whilst  engaged  in 
coupling  and  uncoupling  operations  in  each  month  of  the  years  1905  and  1906. 


Month. 


January 
February     - 
March 
April  - 
May   -        - 
June  - 
July    - 
August 
September  - 
October 
November   - 
December    - 


1905. 


Killed. 


3 
1 


Total 


2 
1 
2 


1 


12 


Injured. 


37 

66 
33 
46 
38 
40 
36 
50 
41 
48 
44 


523 


1906. 


KiUed. 


1 
1 
1 


1 
1 
3 


Injured. 


38 
50 
53 
43 
49 
39 
46 
38 
50 
60 
50 
56 


572 


Poor  Belief  and  Pensions. 
Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  the  case  of  a  married 
woman,  aged  seventy-four,  and  living 
with  he  husband,  who  is  in  receipt  of 
48.  6d.  per  week  parich  relief,  2  .  of 
which  is  refunded  to  the  guardians  by 
their  son,  the  woman,  who  has  had  no 
parish  relief,  is  entitled  to  a  pension. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  John  Burns.)  If 
the  relief  is  given  solely  for  the  support 
of  the  husband,  the  wife  would  not  be 
disqualified.  If  it  is  given  towards  her 
support  as  well  as  that  of  her  husband, 
would  be. 


Hampstead  Town  Hall. 
Mr.  cooper  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  :  To  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gfovemment  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
recommendation  now  before  the  council 
of  the  metropolitan  borough  of  Hamp« 
stead  to  expend  £192  in  furnishing  a 
robing  room  in  the  town  hall  for  the 
mayor ;  whether  this  council  recently 
refused  to  increase  the  wages  of  its 
dustmen,  amountinsr  to  £162,  because  the 
rates  ot  Hampstead  are  Is.  2d.  in  the 
poimd ;  whether  any  application  ha& 
been  made  by  thi  council  to  hij  Board 
tor  a  trrant  to  help  the  unemployed  in 
this    borough ;     whether   the    sanctioa 


1651 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


QuesHuns. 


1652 


of  the  Local  Goveirment  Board  has  to 
he  ohtained  before  expendinfi^  this  sum 
of  money  on  a  robing  room ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  consider  the  advisability  of 
refusing  to  sanction  it. 

{Answered  btf  Mr,  John  Bums,)  1 
imderstand  that  a  recommendation  was 
made  to  the  borough  council  by  their 
works  committee,  to  the  effect  that  a  sum 
of  £192  should  be  spent  in  adapting  and 
burnishing  the  existing  robing  room  for  use 
as  a  mayor's  parlour,  but  that  the  council 
referred  the  matter  back  to  the  committee, 
who  now  recommend  that  a  sum  of  £10 
should  be  spent  on  doing  up  the  robing 
room.  This  recommendation  will  cone 
before  the  council  at  their  meeting  to-day. 
No  sanction  on  the  part  of  the  Local 
Crovemment  Board  to  the  expenditure 
is  necessary.  I  am  informed  that  the 
wages  of  the  whole  of  the  staff  of  the 
borough  council  are  considered  by  the 
coimcil  in  January  of  each  year,  that  in 
1906  the  wages  of  the  dustmen  were  in- 
creased and  that  no  proposal  to  increase 
their  wages  has  been  before  the  coimcil 
since  that  date.  I  understand  that  the 
borough  coimcil  are  expending  a  sum 
of  about  £3,300  upon  work  for  the  unem- 
ployed. No  application  has  been  made 
to  me  for  a  payment  from  the  grant  in 
respect  of  this  work.  The  cost  is  being 
defrayed  by  the  borough  coimcil  them- 
selves. 

Poor  Relief  and  Pensions. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL:  To  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  he  can  state  whether  a  man  and 
his  wife,  aged  respectively  seventy-seven 
and  seventy-four  years,  who  at  present 
are  living  with  a  son  who  is  a  humble 
worker,  and  who  are  in  receipt  of  a  sum 
of  4s.  6d.  per  week  through  the  guardians, 
such  money  being  contributed  by  three 
sonb  at  the  rate  of  Is.  6d.  each  per  week, 
are  either  jointly  or  individually  entitled 
to  the  receipt  of  an  old-age  pension. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  John  Bums.)  If  in 
fact  relief  is  given  by  the  guardians  for  or 
on  account  of  these  poor  personb  they 
would  both  be  disqualified  for  receiving 
an  old-age  pension,  although  the  amount 
of  the  relief  is  repaid  to  the  guardians 
by  the  sons. 


Parliament  BniMingt. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  College):  To 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  if 
he  wUl  say  how  many  rooms  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  are  utilised  for  all  purposes 
by  the  Commons,  how  many  by  the  Peers, 
and  how  many  by  the  members  of  the 
Press. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  L.  Harcourt.)  The 
Answer  is  :  Peers,  113  ;  Commons,  204; 
Press,  25. 

Assistant  Surveyors  of  Taxes. 

Mr.  cave  :  To  ask  the  Secretarv  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  in  September  last, 
while  an  examination  of  candidates  for 
the  post  of  Assistant  Surveyor  of  Taxes 
was  actually  proceeding,  nineteen  vacan- 
cies in  the  office  were  filled  bv  the 
appointment  of  candidates  who  had 
previously  sat  for  junior  appointments 
in  the  Admiralty  and  other  offices; 
whether  such  appointments  were  a  breacli 
of  one  of  the  conditions  governing  the  ex- 
amination in  question,  namely,  that 
candidates  passing  the  examination  would 
be  appointed  to  fill  such  vacancies  as  might 
exist  at  the  date  of  the  examination  or 
within  six  months  after  its  commence- 
ment ;  and  whether  it  is  possible,  in 
order  to  satisfy  those  who  were  disap- 
pointed by  reason  of  these  appointments, 
to  ofier  to  the  first  nineteen  of  the 
candidates  who  were  unsuccessful  at  the 
examination  the  first  nineteen  vpcancies 
in  the  office  of  Assistant  Surveyor  of 
Taxes  or  other  equivalent  appointments. 

(Ansfvered  by  Mr,  Hobhouse.)  1  would 
refer  the  hoh.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
reply  given  by  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
24th  ultin^o,  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh.    1  will  send  him  a  copy. 


KK.S.  "  Barfleor." 

Mr.  BELLAIRS  (Lynn  Regis) :  To  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what 
were  the  dates  of  the  successive  appoint- 
ments of  six  captains  to  H.M.S.  ^^  Bar- 
fleur  "  and  the  changing  of  five  crews  in 
the  twenty-four  months  ending  19th 
March,  1907,  as  stated  to  have  taken 
place  in  the  official  Answer  to  a  Question 
on  19th  March,  1807. 
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(Answered  by  Mr,  McKenna.)  The 
six  captains  wer6  :  Captain  C.  H.  Adair, 
appointed  18th  February,  1905  ;  Captain 
Leslie  C.  Stuart,  4th  April,  1905  ;  Captain 
E:  S.  Fitzherbert,  10th  Maf  ,  1905  ;  Cap- 
tain Claud  A.  W.  Hamilton,  16th  Novem- 
ber, 1905  ;  Captain  Hugh  H.  D.  Tothill, 
19th  March,  1906;  Captain  Pejrton 
Hoskyns,  25th  February,  1907.  The 
crews  were  changed  on  4th  April,  1905 ; 
10th  May,  1905  ;  28th  November,  1905  ; 
2dth  September,  1906 ;  and  5th  March, 
1907. 
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Servian  Paroels  Post. 
^VLn.  B.  S.  STRAUS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Mile  End) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster* 
General  whether  parcels  containing  sam- 
ples of  merchandise  sent  by  parcel  post 
to  Servia  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
regulations  are  being  detained  on  the 
Austro-Hungarian  frontier  by  the  Aus- 
trian postal  or  customs'  officers;  if  so^ 
whether  the  latter  have  any  power  to 
open  hampers  or  parcels  sent  from  the 
London  Post  Office  ;  whether  this  is  con- 
trary to  the  International  Parcels  Post 
Convention ;  and  what  steps  do  His 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  take  to 
put  an  end  to  such  interference  with  inter- 
mtional  trade. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,)  No 
information  has  reached  me  as  to  ir- 
regular treatment  of  articles  sent  by 
parcels  post  to  Servia.  Direct  parcel 
mails  for  Servia  are  not  despatched  from 
this  office,  the  parcels  being  sent  in  maib 
for  Germany  or  Austria.  The  United 
Kingdom  is  not  a  party  to  the  special 
convention  of  the  Postal  Union  relating 
to  the  parcel  post ;  but  the  Anglo- 
Aostrian  Parcel  Post  Agreement  provides, 
m  the  same  way  as  the  international 
convention,  that  the  internal  legislation 
of  each  country  is  applicable  generally 
to  parcels  sent  through  that  country. 
Parcels  for  Servia  sent  from  England  are 
therefore  liable  in  the  Austrian  service 
to  the  Austrian  regulations. 

Sehedole  A  and  Bating  Valuationi. 

Mr.  DUNDAS  white  (Dumbarton- 
shire) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  will  state  what  is  the 
general  proportion  between  the  annual 
values  of  properties  as  adopted  for 
Schedule  A  of  the  Income-Tax  Acts  aid 


the  annual  values  of  the  same  properties 
as  adopted  for  rating  ;  and  whether  iti  any 
places  the  same  valuations  are  adopted 
for  both  purposes. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Lhyd-Oeorge,)  In 
England  and  Waks  (excluding  the 
Metropolis)  the  aggregate  values  for 
Schedule  A  are  about  10  per  ceiit.  in 
exceds  of  the  values  for  loeal  rating 
purposes,  hx  the  Metropolis  and  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  the  valuations 
for  either  purpose  are  practically  iden- 
tical. 


Valnation  of  S^enritie*  of  the  Post 
Ofioe  Savings  Bank. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  To  ask  Mr.  (Sianoellor  of  the-Bz^ 
chequer  whether  a  valuation,  at  market 
values,  of  the  securities  held  against 
the  deposits  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  would  show  a  deficiency  of  ap- 
proximately £16,000,000;  and,  if  so, 
has  he  considered  the  question  of  taking 
measures  to  charge  this  deficiency  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  26  and  27  Vict., 
c.  25. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Lloyd-George.)  I 
beg  leave  to  refer  to  the  Answers  given 
to  previous  Questions  of  my  hon.  friend 
on  this  subject  on  9th  and  18th  July, 
1907,  and  24th  February  last.  To  those 
Answers  I  have  nothing  to  add,  except 
to  point  out  that  the  Act  quoted  in  the 
present  Question  relates  to  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  not  to  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  and  that  Section  7  of  the  Act, 
authorising  in  certain  circumstances  a 
charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  was 
repealed  by  Section  15  of  the  Savings 
Banks  Act,  1904. 

Infantry  Battalions. 
Mr.  GODFREY  BARING  (Isle  of 
Wight):  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War;  what  is  the 
existing  number  of  battalions  of  Regu- 
lar infantry  on  the  Home,  Indian, 
and  Colocial  establishments,  respectively  j 
what  are  the  the  peace  and  war  establish^ 
ments  of  a  battalion  in  each  category; 
and  with  this  establishment  what  would 
be  the  number  of  infantry  soldiers  in 
the  Army  Reserve,  irrespective  of  Special 
Reservists,  on  1st  January,  1920* 
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{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Haldane.) 

At  the  end  of  the  trooping  season  there 

will  be  seventy-four  battalions  at  home, 

twenty-two  in  the  Colonies  and  Egypt, 

and    fifty-two    in    India.    The    peace 

establishments  (excluding  officers)  are — 

Home    -        -        -        -       777 

Colonies  and  Egypt      -       904 

India     -        -        -        -    1,004 

and  the  war  establishments  are — 

Home       -        -        -        -    979 

Colonies  and  Egypt         -    979 

India        -        -        -        -    816 

These  figures  are  exclusive  of  the  details 

left   at  the   base,   amounting  to    104. 


Assuming  that  no  further  changes  m 
establishments  and  ternu  of  service  m 
made,  the  Reserve  on  1st  January,  1930, 
would  be  at  about  the  normal,  i.e.,  63,37(1. 

Militarr  Szpenditim  of  tk«  Omt 

Powers. 

Mr.  MADDISON  :    To  ask  the  Sear 

tary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  mi! 

state    what    are    the    total    aggregite 

amounts  which  have  been  devoted  to 

military    expenditure    during    the  kn 

ten    years    (1899-1900    to    1908-9)  br 

Great   Britain,   Germany,   France,  lad 

Russia  respectively. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  HaUsm,} 


Great  Britain. 
Military  Expenditure  (Army  Votes  and  Loans),  1899-1900  to  1908-9. 


Peace  Expenditure, 
including  Loans.* 

War 

Expenditure. 

TouL 

1899-1900     - 

£ 
21,317,399 

£ 
22,790,000 

£ 

44,107,399 

1900-1  .... 

27,163,671 

65,261,000 

92,424,671 

1901-2  -        -        -        - 

30,033,605 

64,132,300 

94,165,905 

1902-3  .... 

30,101,623 

40,146,900 

70,248.523 

1903-4  .... 

34,411,334 

5,241,700 

39.653,034 

1904-5  ...        - 

31,147,183 

412,455 

31,559,638 

1906-6  .... 

29,129,574 

— 

29,129,574 

1906-7  .... 

28,365,987 

28,365.987 

1907-8  (Estimate)  • 

27,326,718 

27,326,718 

1908-9  (Estimate)  - 

27,1()?,101 

27,109.101 

*  i.e.,  LotLU  expenditare  and  interest  on  loana. 

Germany. 

Military  Expenditure  for    1899-1900  to  1908-9. 
(Includes  the  Votes  for  Military   Administration,  Pensions,  Tribunals,  East  huL 

Detachment,  and  Colonial  Forces.) 


Year. 


1899-1900     

1900-1  

1901-2  

1902-3  

1903-4  

1904-5  

1905-6 

1906-7  

1907-8  

1908-9  

•  Cvkmia^  £Atin:alea  not  shown  here,  not  being  arailabU. 


£8  imates. 

£ 
36,348,438* 
37,887.872 
44,522.011 
40,833.306 
38  818.105 
42,736,259 
45,013,236 
49  881,790 
49,297.331 
51,437,636 
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Army.* 

Colonial  Military 
£xpendi(»ure.t 

1899-1900            .... 

£ 

26,576,673 

£ 
3,146,006 

1900-1 

26,931,262 

3,899,769 

1901-2 

29,173,398 

4,007,746 

1902-3 

29,268,464 

3,512,854 

1903-4 

28,248,826 

3,283,243 

1904-5 

28,096,753 

3,330,935 

1905-6 

27,393,379 

3,723,077 

1906-7 

28,747,635 

3,716,906 

1907-8 

31,199,445 

3,678,061 

1908-9         -        -        -        .        - 

31,195,004 

3,172,294 

*  In  addition  to  above  expenditure  on  Army  £92,763,947  were  expended  on  improyement  of 
armament  between  1898  and  1906. 

t  Does  not  include  the  cost  of  that  portion  of  the  Colonial  Army  which  is  stationed  in  France ; 
Ibis  is  included  in  the  Army  Budget. 

The  Colonies  contribute  annually  about  £500,000  towards  the  Colonial  military  expenditure. 


Russia. 
Military  Expenditure,  1899-1909. 

(Exclusive-  of  Expenditure  in  connection 
with  Russo-Japanese  War.) 

£ 


1899  - 

1900  - 

1901  - 

1902  - 

1903  - 

1904  - 

1905  - 

1906  - 

1907  - 

1908  (Estimate) 

1909  (Estimate) 


36,483,000 
36,838,000 
36,067,000 
35,849,000 
36,647,000 
38,380,000 
38,841,784 
39,677,880 
41,887,977 
50,227,935 
57,343,855 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Contract  fur  Protected  Cmitert. 
m.   WATT   (Glasgow,   CoUege) :     I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admir- 

VOL  CXCVn.    [Fourth  Series.] 


alty  whether  all  the  orders  for  protected 
cruisers  of  the  improved  "  Boi^cea " 
type  which  the  (Government  intend 
placing  at  this  time  have  now  been 
placed;  if  so,  will  he  say  how  many 
have  been  ordered  from  Clyde  ship- 
builders ;  are  these  vessels  to  be  fitted 
with  Yarrow  or  with  Babcock  boilers ; 
and  will  he  state  the  comparative  merits 
of  the  type  of  boiler  chosen. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Bilr.  McKenna,  Monmouthshire, 
N.) :  The  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  is  in  the  affir- 
mative. Three  of  the  vessels  ordered 
are  to  be  built  on  the  Clyde.  The 
ships  will  be  fitted  with  Yarrow  boilers. 
It  18  not  desirable  to  make  such  a  state- 
ment as  is  suggested  in  the  last  part  of 
the  Question. 

Vnarmoured  Crofier  Contracts. 
Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :    I  beg  to 
ask  the   First   Lord   of  the  Admiralty 
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whether  the  order  for  the  fifth  cruiser 
has  been  placed;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
ag^in  consider  the  claim  of  London 
and  place  it  on  the  Thames  to  be  built. 

Ur.  MoEENNA:  All  the  six  un- 
armoured  cruisers  of  this  year's  pro- 
gramme have  been  ordered.  Five  have 
been  placed  with  private  firms,  and  the 
sixth  was  laid  down  last  June  at  Pem- 
broke. 

Anti-Torpedo  Destroyer  Armaments. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  (Birmingham, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  Admiralty  pro- 
pose takmg  steps  to  improve  the  anti- 
torpedo  destroyer  armament  on  His 
Majesty's  ships  "Natal,"  "Achilles," 
"Cochrane,"    and    "Warrior." 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  Admiralty 
do  not  propose  to  make  any  change. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  arma- 
ments of  these  vessels  are  9*2  and  7*1, 
and  that  they  are  incapable  of  rapid 
action  ? 

*    Mr.  MoEENNA  :  I  am  aware  of  that. 

The  Hew  Deitroyeri. 
Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he 
will  state  definitely  the  size,  horse-power, 
anticipated  speed,  and  armament  of  the 
sixteen  destroyers  of  the  1908-9  pro- 
gramme ;  and  to  state  the  size,  horse- 
power, speed,  and  armament  of  the 
"  Tribal  ''destroyers. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  The  figures  for  the 
sixteen  destroyers  of  the  1908-9  pro- 
gramme are :  Displacement,  930-1,030 
tons ;  speed,  27  knots ;  armament, 
5-12-pounder  guns,  two  torpedo  tubes. 
Those  for  the  early  "  Tribal "  destroyers 
are  :  Displacement,  950-975  tons  ;  speed, 
33  knots  ;  armament,  3-12-pounder  guns, 
two  torpedo  tubes.  Those  for  the  later 
"  Tribal "  destroyers  are  :  Displacement, 
1,050-1,100  tons;  speed,  33  knots; 
armament,  2 '4-inch  guns,  two  torpedo 
tubes.  The  figures  with  regard  to  the 
displacement  of  the  later  "  Tribal " 
class  and  the  new  programme  destroyers, 
and  the  speed  of  the  latter,  are  estimates 


only.  The  estimated  horse-power  for 
the  27-knot  destroyers  is  12,000«  the 
contract  conditions  for  the  ^'Tribsl" 
destroyers  did  not  provide  for  the  horse- 
power to  be  measured,  and  no  officii! 
record  of  the  power  on  contractow 
trial  was  obtained. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  :  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  this  very  full 
information. 

Trials  of  Hew  Dettroygrt. 
Mr.  MIDDLEMORE :  I  beg  to  uk 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  wheth«r 
the  negotiations  have  now  been  com- 
pleted for  the  purchase  of  the  two 
destroyers  to  replace  the  lost  "G*!*" 
and  "  Tiger,"  and,  if  so,  can  be  givf 
particulars  of  their  dimension^  their 
speed,  and  their  names. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  negotiations 
referred  to  have  not  been  completed. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  :  When  are  ther 
likely  to  be  completed  t  I  first  uktd 
this  Question  seventeen  dayaaga 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  negotiation 
have  been  protracted  because  tbe  tri^ 
have  not  been  quite  satisfactory.  Tbit 
is  not  the  fault  of  the  Admiralty,  of 
course. 

Mr.  MIDDLEMORE  :   Does  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  expect  to  be  in  ^  position 
to  give  the  information  before  the  tod 
of  the  present  session  ? 


depwni 


on  me. 


Admiralty  Contraota. 
Mr.  W.  THORNE  (West  Ham,  S.' 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad* 
miralty  if  he  will  have  printed  with  tW 
Votes  the  names  of  the  firms  that  cut- 
tracted  for  the  cruisers  and  destroven : 
and  the  amount  of  each  tender. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  tender*  ht 
the  cruisers  and  destroyers  have  oahr 
been  provisionally  aocepted,  and  tW 
tender  prices  c4nnot,  therafoie,  be  gmt^ 
It  is  not  in  accordance  with  usual  prmrtwr 
to  publish  in  the  Navy  Eatimetes  tk 
total  cost  of  ships  during  the  first  yesr  U 
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their  construction,  and  therefore  it 
would  be  undesirable  to  give  this  informa- 
tion in  another  form. 

In  reply   to   Mr.   Curran   (Jarrow), 

Hr.  McKENNA  said  the  orders  had 
been  allocated  with  due  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  Navy,  the  prices  tendered, 
and  the  desirability  of  distributing  the 
work.  It  was  not  the  custom  to  place 
orders  without  regard  to  cost. 

Mr.  JENKIN3  (Chatham) :  Are  the 
lowest  tenders  accepted  ? 

Mr.  McElENNA  :  Yes,  so  far  as  is 
consistent  with  the  other  considerations 
I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  CmtRAN:  Do  the  Admiralty 
also  investigate  whether  the  firms  tender- 
ing pay  trade  union  rates  of  wages  ? 


♦Mr.  speaker  :  That  does  not  arise 
out  of  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Dockyard  Employees. 

Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  give  the 
number  of  men  employed  in  the  dock- 
yards and  victualling  yards,  casually  and 
p3rmanently,  during  the  last  weeks  in 
November,  1898,  and  the  last  week  in 
1908  ;  and  whether  all  the  permanent  men 
are  entitled  to  pensions  as  a  condition  of 
their  employment. 

Mr.  McKENNA:  The  number  ot 
men  employed  in  the  Home  Dockyards 
at  the  end  of  November,  1898  and  1908, 
were  as  follows  : — 


Yard. 


Portsmouth 

Devonport 

Chatham 

Sheemess 

Pembroke 


West  India  Docks 


Haulbowline 


Total 


Week  ended 
19th  November,  1898. 

Week  ended 
2l8t  Noyember,  1908. 

8,268 

10,609 

6,879 

8,999 

6,770 

8,767 

2,045 

2,031 

2,495 

2,064 

235 

217 

217 

792 

26,909 

33,479 

The  only  men  who  would  be  entitled  to  pension  are  those  on  the  established  list. 


Mr.  T.  F.  RICHARDS  pointed  out  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  stated 
how  many  of  the  hands  were  on  the  es- 
tablished list,  neither  had  he  given  the 
figures  for  certain  victualling  yards. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  I  regret  I  am  unable 
to  give  the  infonnation. 

Mr.  LUPTON  (Lincobshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  How  far  is  the  right  hon.  (}entle- 
min's  Answer  consistent  with  the  under- 


taking of  Ministers  to  reduce  the  extrava- 
gant expenditure  on  our  armaments  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Anarchist  Ontraget  in  India. 
Mr.  REE8  (Montgomery  Boroughs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  action  has  been  taken  upon  repre- 
sentations by  the  Bengal  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  the  Calcutta  Trades  Associa- 
tion,  and   the   European   Anglo-Indian 
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Defence  Association,  urging  upon  the 
Oovernment  of  India  the  necessity  for 
the  immediate  establishment  of  a  special 
tribunal  of  High  Court  Judges  to  deal 
summarily  with  all  persons  convicted 
of  Anarchittt  outrages,  and  recommending 
certain  additions  to  the  existing  laws  ot 
British  India  in  order  to  the  suppression 
of  sedition. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Mr.  Buchanan, 
Perthshire,  E.) :  Tho  whole  subject  is 
being  considered  with  the  care  that  it 
demands.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
unable  at  present  to  say  anything  further. 

Tamporing  with  Indian  Vative  Troops. 
Mr.  REES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  a 
Brahmin  was  lately  charged  at  Jhansi 
with  tampering  with  the  loyalty  of  the 
native  troops  at  that  station  ;  and,  if 
the  answer  be  in  the  affirmative,  whether 
the  accused  was  convicted  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  punishment  was  inflicted. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  seen  in  the  newspapers  the 
report  of  such  a  ca^e,  in  which  the  accused 
was  ordered  to  find  sureties  for  good 
behaviour,  but  he  has  no  official  informa- 
tion on  the  subject. 

Mr.  REES  asked  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
with  a  view  of  taking  due  notice  of  the 
conduct  of  a  magistrate  who  awarded 
so  trivial  a  punishment  for  so  heinous  an 
oSence  as  suborning  troops  to  treason. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
Will  the  Under-Secretary  also  undertake 
t )  inquire  as  to  the  nature  of  the  evidence  ? 

Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  May 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  that  all  these  troubles  have  come 
upon  India  since  the  Member  for  Mont- 
gomery Boroughs  left ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  sending 
him  back  again  ? 

Mr.  Rees  rose  to  put  a  further  Question 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  It  is  not  in  our 
power  to  take  that  drastic  action  to  which 


allusion  has  been  made.  It  would  be,  I 
think,  very  unwbe  now  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  this  case,  when  we  are  not 
in  possession  of  the  detaib  of  the  evidence ; 
but  I  might  point  out  that,  after  all,  it  is 
a  serious  offence  with  which  this  man 
was  charged — namely,  actively  tampering 
with  the  Sepoys,  and  that  he  was  turned 
out  of  the  cantonment  with  contumely 
by  a  native  officer. 

Mr.  REES  :  May  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  will  advise  the  hon. 
Member 

♦Mr.  speaker  :    Order,  order. 

Indian  Army  Pay. 
Mr.  ASHLEY  (Lancashire,  Blackpool) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  the  increased 
rates  of  pay  for  the  Indian  Army  fore- 
shadowed in  the  King's  Message  will  apply 
to  all  ranks  and  to  the  British  officers 
serving  in  that  force  as  Well. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  precise  nature 
of  the  increase  of  pay  referred  to  in 
the  King's  Message  will  very  shortly  be 
announced  by  the  Government  of  India, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  unable  to 
make  any  statement  at  present. 

Mr.  ASHLEY :  Will  the  increase  apply 
to  all  ranks  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  I  am  unable  to 
make  any  statement  on  the  subject. 

Indian  Army  Charges. 
Mr.  HART-DAVIES  (Hackney,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Government  of 
India  has  protested  against  the  increase 
of  £300,000  a  year  to  the  Home  charges 
of  the  Indian  Army  ;  and  whether,  if  so, 
the  despatch  embodying  their  objections 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  Question  is  in  the  affirmative.  As  I 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  the  Score- 
tary  of  State  has  decided  not  to  lay  the 
Report  of  the  Romer  Committee  before 
the  House,  and  the  Government  of  India's 
despatch  could  not  be  presented  separ- 
ately. 
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South  Vigorian  Expedition. 
Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal, 
8.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether,  with  the 
intention  of  opening  up  the  whole  of  the 
hitherto  unexplored  regions  of  South 
Nigeria,  a  force  of  800  men  will  start 
operations  under  the  command  of  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Trenchard,  D.S.O.,  in  a 
few  weeks,  and  that  the  work  of  bringing 
the  districts  under  control  is  expected 
to  last  six  or  seven  months ;  whether 
he  can  give  any  account  of  this  projected 
expedition  and  the  arms  and  ammunition 
with  which  the  explorers  will  be  equipped; 
and  whether  he  can  say  in  how  many 
small  wars  against  native  tribes  this 
country  is  at  present  engaged,  and  why 
this  intended  expedition  has  not  been 
communicated  to  Parliament. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Colonel 
Sbely,  Liverpool,  Abercrombv) :  As  I 
explained  in  the  Answer  which  I  gave  to 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  on  24th  November,  no 
military  expedition  is  contemplated  ;  I 
then  explained  the  action  which  is  being 
taken  in  the  territory  in  question. 

Mr.  PWIFT  MACNEILL :  Perhaps  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  answer  the  last  part 
of  my  Question  as  to  how  many  small  wars 
against  natives  tribes  this  coimtry  is  at 
present  engaged  in? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  Edward  Grey, 
Northumberland,  Berwick) :  It  does  not 
apply  to  my  office. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  :  SmaUwars 
do  apply  to  your  office.  I  am  speaking 
with  reference  to  the  Soudan  expedition 
and  others,  of  which  this  Parliament  has 
been  kept  in  ignorance. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  If  the  hon. 
Qentleman  wishes  to  put  Questions 
on  any  particular  points,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  answer  them,  but  I  cannot  answer 
general  Questions. 


Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  That  is  very 
good  of  yoiL 


Boycotting  of  British  Indians  in  tho 
Transvaal. 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  (Middlesex, 
Brentford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
is  aware  that  British-Indian  traders  are 
being  systematically  boycotted  by  their 
white  rivals  in  the  Transvaal,  the  boycott 
extending  to  Dutch  farmers  who  prefer 
to  deal  with  Indians  in  preference  to 
European  traders ;  and  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  proposes  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

Colonel  SEELY:  No,  Sir,  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  official  infor- 
mation of  any  such  boycott  as  that 
described  in  the  Question. 

Colonial  Immigration  Regulation. 
Mr.  R.  DUNCAN  (Lanarkshire, 
(3ovan) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he 
has  any  official  information  showing 
the  practice  in  the  various  British 
Dominions  as  to  simis  of  money  required 
to  be  possessed  by  immigrants ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  preference  or 
relaxation  in  favour  of  emigrants  from 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  Information  on 
the  subject  of  the  sum  which  emigrants 
are  required  to  possess  before  entering 
the  Colonies  was  given  in  my  reply  on 
24th  November  to  a  Question  put  by  my 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Cirences- 
ter division.  So  far  as  I  know,  there 
is  no  preference  or  relaxation  in  favour 
of  emigrants  from  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sleeping  Sioknoss  in  Horses. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  alleged  discovery  of  a  successful 
treatment  for  sleeping  sickness  in  horses  ; 
whether  he  has  any  information  as  to 
the  details  of  a  case  at  Sierra  Leone  in 
which  this  treatment  is  alleged  to  have 
been  successful ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  importance  of  the  subject,  he  will 
endeavour  to  secure  that  the  matter 
shall  receive  careful  investigation. 


Colonel  SEELY :    The  attention  of 

scientific  men  in  this  country  and  else- 

I  where  is  being  continually  directed  to 


1667 


Quesiums. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


1668 


this  nlatter,  but  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  advised  that  no  successful  treatment 
for  trypanosomiasis  in  horses  has  yet 
been  discovered.  We  are  in  possession 
of  information  which  leads  us  to  believe 
that  there  is  a  form  of  trypanosomiasis 
afiecting  animals  in  the  neighbouring 
Colonies  to  Sierra  Leone  from  which 
they  may  recover  without  tny  treatment. 
If,  however,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
forward  me  the  information  on  which 
he  relies,  we  shall  be  glad  to  investigate 
the  matter  fully. 

British-Indians  and  Transvaal  Begistra- 

tion  Laws. 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  how  many  Biitish-Indians  of 
all  classes  have  been  imprisoned  with  and 
without  hard  labour  for  ofEences  against 
the  registration  laws  of  the  Transvaal 
since  February  last ;  and  whether  any 
more  protests  have  been  received  from 
India  in  the  matter. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  the  figures  required,  but 
inquiry  shall  be  made  of  the  Governor. 
The  answer  to  the  last  paragraph  is  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  REES  :  Do  not  the  British-In- 
dians place  themselves  in  this  position 
voluntarily  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  :  That  is  a  very 
nice  question  as  to  their  actual  position. 

Dr.  RUTHERFORD:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  harsh  treatment  meted  out 
to  British-Indians  in  South  Africa  is  not 
creating  great  indignation  in  India  ? 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  make  any  general  state- 
ment.    It  is  a  difficult  situation. 

Mr.  LUPTON  :  Would  the  condition 
of  these  Indians  be  better  if  India  was 
not  under  the  British  Government  ? 

Colonel  SEELY  :  No,  Sir;  certainly 
not. 

Mr.  SCOTT  (Ashton-under-Lyne) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  his  attention 


has  been  drawn  to  the  case  of  Hira  Mulji, 
a  boy  of  twelve,  who  was  recently  sen- 
tenced to  fourteen  days  imprisonment 
for  entering  the  Transvaal  with  his  father, 
and  subsequently  sentenced  to  a  further 
month's  imprisonment  for  the  same 
offence ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to 
take  any  steps  in  this  matter,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  further  imprisonment  of  British- 
Indian  children  in  like  circumstances. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  No,  Sir.  Inquiry 
shall  be  made  into  the  facts. 

Hong  KonjT  Biota. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  (Brecknock) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  has  any  information 
regarding  the  banishment  without  trial 
of  the  manager  and  editor  of  a  Chinese 
newspaper  and  five  prominent  Chinese 
merchants  from  Hong-Kong  ;  and  if  he 
is  able  to  state  to  the  Eouse  the  nature 
of  the  offence  for  which  they  have  been 
deported. 

Colonel  SEELY  :  The  Governor  has 
informed  the  Secretary  of  State  by  tele- 
gram that  in  consequence  of  the  riots  of 
2nd  November,  he  used  the  authority  of 
the  local  laws  to  banish  three  persons  not 
British  subjects.  The  action  was  taken 
after  carefid  inquiry  in  accordance  with 
the  advice  of  the  Executive  Council 
The  men  are  stated  to  be  leaders  of  the 
movement  for  a  Japanese  boycott  which 
culminated  in  local  disturbances  and 
outrages. 

Mr.  ROBINSON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  he  can  give  any  information  regarding 
the  anti-Japanese  riots  which  have 
occurred  in  Hong  Kong  during  the  last 
two  or  three  weeks. 

Colonel  SEELY :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  give  my  hon.  friend  any  farther 
information  on  this  subject  beyond  that 
contained  in  the.  telegram  to  which  I 
referred  when  answering  his  last  Question, 

British-Indians  in  the  TrassvaaL 
Mr.  O'GRADY  (Leeds.  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  case  of  four  British* 
Indian    boys    who    were  'punished    as 
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prohibited  immigrants  for  entering  the 
Transvaal  with  their  parents,  three  to  a 
fine  of  £15  or  two  months  imprisonment 
and  one  to  a  fine  of  £5  or  fourteen  days 
liard  labour ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
three  of  the  boys  were  ten,  eleven,  and 
twelve  years  of  age  and  that  they  were  all 
^nt  to  gaol ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  British-Indian  children 
that  have  been  sent  to  gaol  for  a  similar 
offence. 

Colonel    SEELY:       No,    Sir,    but 
inquiry  shall  be  made. 

Shanghai  Opium  Conference. 
Mr.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  British  representatives  to 
the  Opium  Conference  in  Shanghai 
are  already  in  possession  of  strong  views 
on  the  subjects  to  be  discussed,  and  have 
committed  themselves  to  these  views 
in  public  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  say  what 
useful  purpose  can  be  served  by  a  Con- 
ference in  the  East  if  there  is  no  member 
open  to  conversion. 

8iE  EDWARD  GREY:  I  am  not 
aware  how  far  any  of  the  British 
representatives  have  expressed  them- 
selves publicly  on  the  subjects  to  be 
discussed  at  the  Opium  Conference ; 
hut  as  British  delegates  they  will  be 
^ded  at  the  Conference  by  the  instruc- 
tions which  they  will  receive  from  His 
Majesty's  Government,  due  regard  being 
had  to  the  state  of  facts  brought  as  a 
whole  before  the  Conference. 

Siflturbanoes  in  HaytL 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  in 
a  position  to  give  any  further  in- 
formation as  to  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
turbances in  Hayti,  and  the  position  of 
British  subjects  there. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY:  No  details 
as  to  the  course  of  the  present  revolution 
in  Hajti  have  been  received  by  His 
Majesty's  Government  of  later  date  than 
30th  November,  wh  v.  the  insurgents 
"Were  reported  to  b>  marching  on  the 
oapitaL  No  confirrr-a'ion  has  been  re- 
ceived of  the  reports  in  the  Press  that 
Port-au-Prince  is  now  in  the  hands  of 


the  revolutionaries.  H.M.S.  "Scyila," 
was  ordered  on  30th  November  to 
proceed  from  St.  Lucia  to  Port-a^u- 
Prince,  where  she  was  expected  to 
arrive  on  the  2nd  instant.  The  "  Scylla  " 
will,  of  course,  give  protection,  if  it  is 
required,  for  British  subjects  in  Hayti. 

Mr.    MITCHELL-THOMSON:    Has 

the  right  hon.  Grentleman  any  informa* 
tion  as  to  whether  any  troops  have  been 
landed  thei^  fro9i  the  ships  of  any  other 
Powers  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  No,  Sir.  I 
have  not  heard  that  any  troops  have 
been  landed  except  the  crews  of  two 
American  war  vessels  which  have  been 
there  for  some  da3rs. 

The  Lado  Enclave. 
Mr.  FELL  (Great  Yarmouth):  I 
beg  to  asV  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  if  the  wholesale  destruc- 
tion of  the  elephants  in  the  Lado  enclave 
will  give  rise  to  claim  for  waste  and 
damage  to  that  territory  on  the  termina- 
tion of  the  lease  to  His  Majesty  the  ELing 
of  the  Belgians. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  :  In  the  event 
of  any  proceedings  which  are  likely  to 
injure  the  leased  territorv  permanently, 
representations  will  be  made  at  Brussels. 

Destruotion  of  Afirican  Wild  Game. 
Mr.  FELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the 
Soudan  Government  have  made  regula- 
tions respecting  the  destruction  of  wild 
game  in  the  Soudan  ;  and  if  that  Govern- 
ment can  prevent  the  export  through  the 
Soudan  of  the  proceeds  of  unauthorised 
destruction  of  such  game  in  territories  at 
present  outside  the  Soudan  but  coming 
within  the  provisions  of  the  International 
African  Gk^me  Convention. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  Soudan  have  issued  regula- 
tions for  carrying  out  the  stipulations  of 
the  International  Gk^me  Convention  of 
19th  May,  1900.  I  am  not  aware  whether 
the  Government  of  the  Soudan  possess 
the  power  referred  to  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  but  I  will  make 
inquiries. 
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Mr.  FELL:  If  the  Government  of 
the  Soudan  has  power  to  carry  out  the 
Convention,  would  it  not  follow  that  it 
has  the  power  suggested  in  the  Question  ? 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY :  That  is  what 
I  wish  to  ask  about. 

Colonel  LiakhofTi  Position  at  Teheran. 

Mr.  lynch  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Ripon) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
recently  made  by  the  Russian  Minister 
in  Teheran  to  the  efEect  that  Colonel 
LiakhofE  had  been  acting  imder  the 
orders  of  the  Russian  Minister  of  War, 
directions  being  sent  to  him  by  the 
military  govei^iment  of  the  Caucasus  ; 
and  whether  he  is  now  prepared  to 
modify  the  Answer  given  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ripon  division,  and 
repeated  in  effect  on  subsequent  occasions, 
that  this  Russian  officer  in  Persian 
employ  was  acting  independently  of  the 
Russian  Government. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY;  I  have 
noticed  the  report  in  the  Press  of  an 
alleged  interview  with  the  Russian 
Minister  in  Teheran;  but  even  if  the 
statements  imputed  to  the  latter  are 
authentic  I  see  no  reason  to  modify  the 
reply  given  to  the  hon.  Member  with 
regard  to  Colonel  LiakhoS's  action  in  the 
coup  d'etat  in  the  summer. 

British  PorU. 
•  Mr.  VERNEY  (Buckinghamshire,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  furnish  in- 
formation, in  a  tabular  form,  for  purposes 
of  comparison,  showing  the  increase 
in  the  last  twenty  years  of  the  numbers, 
tonnage,  and  draft  of  individual  ships 
making  use  of  the  Port  of  London  and  of 
the  other  principal  British  and  Con- 
tinental ports,  differentiating  stean*  and 
sailing  ships. 

The  following  Questions  also  appeared 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman: — 


To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  lay  before  the 
Rouse  of  Commons  proposals  made  by 
local  bodies  in  England  for  improving 


in  the  near  future  waterways,  harbours^ 
and  docks  for  the  better  accommodation 
of  ships  of  large  size  and  of  heavy  draft, 
showing  the  amount  of  expenditure 
proposed  and  the  objects  for  which 
the  expenditure  is  intended  ;  and  similar 
information  respecting  the  proposed  im- 
provements to  be  undertaken  either  by 
central  or  local  governments  in  the  rivers, 
ports,  and  docks  of  Continental  countries. 

To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  furnish  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  a  tabular  form 
statistics  showing  the  expenditure  during 
recent  years  on  the  principal  ports  and 
docks,  including  the  Port  of  London,  at 
home,  and  on  the  Continent  of  Europe,, 
and  the  result  of  such  expenditure  in 
regard  to  the  increase  of  accommodation 
for  ships,  whether  in  docks  or  alongside 
of  quays,  or  in  deepening  waterways ; 
whether  further  information  can  be 
given  showing  the  depths  at  high  and  low 
tide  during  spring  and  neap  tides  at 
the  entrances  to  the  various  docks 
situated  on  the  River  Thames,  and  of 
the  shallower  parts  of  the  waterways 
leading  to  those  docks ;  and  whether,, 
for  the  purposes  of  comparison,  similar 
information  can  be  given  in  regard  to> 
the  chief  Continental  rivers,  ports  and 
docks. 

To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  any  record  is  kept 
of  the  demurrage  caused  to  ships  of  heavy 
draft  making  use  of  the  Port  of  Londoa 
by  reason  of  shallow  waterways  in  the 
River  Thames  at  low  tide  ;  if  so,  whether 
he  will  give  to  the  House  of  Commons 
information  showing  to  what  extent 
demurrage  has  occurred  during  recent 
years ;  and,  if  there  is  no  such  record, 
will  it  be  possible  to  take  steps  for  keeping 
such  a  record  in  future. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  CmjRCHiLL,  Dundee):  If 
my  hon.  friend  after  conferring  with  the 
officials  at  the  Board  of  Trade  will  move 
for  a  Return  giving  in  a  suitable  fomx 
such  of  the  desired  particulars  as  can  be 
furnished  or  readily  obtained  by  the 
Department,  I  will  endeavour  to  meet 
his  wishes  so  far  as  practicable,  but  I 
ought  to  warn  him  that  the  work  of  the 
Department  is  very  heavy  at  this  sessoa 
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)f  the  year,  that  the  preparation  of 
mch  a  Return  will  take  a  considerable 
tim3,  and  that  it  could  not  possibly 
be  ready  during  the  present  session. 
Meanwhile  he  will  find  a  good  deal  of 
information  bearing  on  the  subjects  in 
wrhich  he  is  interested  in  certain  publi- 
[;ations  of  which  I  am  sending  him  a  list. 

Politioal  Contributions  by  Railway 
Companios. 

Mr.  WARDLE  (Stockport):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the.  contribution  of  railway 
companies  for  1907  to  ratepayers'  associa- 
tioas  and  muncipal  alliances  amounting 
to  £336  19s.  9d.,  to  labour  protection 
associations  £35,  to  the  free  labour 
association  £341  13s. ;  and  whether  he 
intends  to  take  action,  under  Section 
17  of  the  Act  of  1844,  to  restrain  these 
pompanies  from  making  these  contribu- 
tions. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  am  aware 
that  the  amounts  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
ifember  were  contributed  by  certain 
railway  companies  during  1907,  but  I 
io  not  think  that  I  could  usefully  take 
iny  action  in  the  matter  under  the 
statutory  provi  ion  referred  to. 

Illegal  Insurance  Policies. 
Mr.  J.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
^th  reference  to  the  Circulars  which 
lie  recently  issued  to  insurance  companies 
md  friendly  societies  on  the  subject 
)f  illegal  policies,  whether  he  has  received 
iny  assurances  from  any  of  the  com- 
)&nies  or  societies  that  the  practices 
:omplained  of  have  been  definitely 
abandoned,  or  whether  he  has  reason 
to  believe  that  the  warning  has  been 
absolutely  ignored. 

Mr,  CHURCHILL :  The  Circular  issued 
^J  the  Board  of  Trade  to  insurance 
companies  did  not  ask  for  a  reply,  but 
•eplies  have  been  received  from  a  large 
lumber  of  companies.  From  the  nature 
>{  these  replies  I  may  say  that  the 
ompanies  either  intimated  that  their 
)ractice  was  in  accordance  with  the 
^ews  expressed  in  the  Circular,  or  that 
heir  agents  would  be  instructed  in 
ihe  terms   thereof,    or   that   due   con- 


sideration would  be  given  thereto.  Aa 
regards  the  Circular  issued  by  the  Chief 
Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  to  friendly 
collecting  societies  I  am  informed  that 
the  societies  generally  have  warned 
their  collectors  not  to  issue  policies 
which  are  not  in  accordance  with  law. 

Mr.  J.  BtACVEAGH:  Has  it  not 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  officials  that  the  companiea 
chiefly  complained  of  are  to-day  still 
carrying  on  the  very  practice  of  issuing 
policies  on  lives  in  which  the  person 
paying  has  no  insurable  interest  1    .  ^ 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:    No,  Sir. 

Port  of  Liverpool. 

Mr-  J.  MACVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  any  record  is  kept  of  the  demur- 
rage caused  to  ships  of  heavy  draft 
making  use  of  the  Port  of  Liverpool 
by  reason  of  shallow  waterways  in  the 
River  Mersey  at  low  tide ;  if  so,  whether 
he  will  give  to  the  House  of  Commona 
information  showing  to  what  extent 
demurrage  has  occurred  during  recent 
years ;  and,  if  there  is  no  such  record, 
will  it  be  possible  to  take  steps  for 
keeping  such  a  record  in  future. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  Mersey  Docka 
and  Harbour  Board  inform  me  that 
they  have  not  received  any  complaints 
that  ships  of  heavy  draft  have  be^n 
delayed  in  the  Port  of  Liverpool  owing 
to  insufficient  depth  of  water.  They 
think  it  can  hardly  be  said  that  there 
are  any  shallow  waterways  in  the  River 
Mersey  at  Liverpool,  inasmuch  as  since 
.1890  the  Dock  Board  have  dredged 
the  Mersey  Bar  so  that  now  there  are 
twenty-eight  to  twenty-nine  feet  of 
water  at  low  water  of  ordinary  spring 
tides,  while  in  the  anchorage  ground 
between  the  Seaforth  Battery  to  the 
north  and  Rock  Ferry  Pier  to  the 
south  there  is  a  depth  of  from  forty 
to  seventy-eight  feet  at  low  water  of 
ordinary  spring  tides.  In  these  circum- 
stances the  necessity  for  keeping  such 
a  record  hardly  appears  to  arise. 

Vorth  Eonaldshay  Lighthouse. 
Mr.    CATHCART   WASON    (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  haa 
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received  the  account  of  the  total  wreck 
of  the  "  Isle  of  Erin,"  and  the  loss  of 
many  valuable  lives,  given  by  the 
lighthouse-keeper,  North  Ronaldshay, 
Orkney,  suggesting  that  if  there  had 
been  telegraphic  communication  the  ship 
and  crew  might  have  been  saved ;  and 
if,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  no  portion 
of  His  Majesty's  Dominions  containing 
such  a  population  is  so  disadvantageously 
situated  as  regards  communication  with 
the  outside  world,  he  will  confer  with 
the  Post  Office  and  Scottish  Office  with 
the  object  of  extending  the  telegraph 
to  North  Ronaldshay. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  have  seen  a 
newspaper  extract,  containing  a  letter 
sent  to  the  owner  of  this  vessel  by  the 
lighthouse-keeper  at  North  Ronaldshay, 
and  I  have  received  a  letter  from  the 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses 
urging  the  desirability  of  telegraphic 
communication  between  the 'island  and 
the  mainland.  I  have  ordered  an  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  which  attended 
the  presumed  loss  of  the  vessel,  and 
the  lack  of  such  communication  will, 
no  doubt,  form  one  of  the  points  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Court  will 
be  directed.  His  Majesty's  Government 
will  give  their  most  careful  consideration 
to  any  recommendation  which  may  be 
made  by  the  Court  as  well  as  to  that 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Northern  Light- 
houses. 

Colonial  Tariffs. 
Mr.  MITCHELL-THOMSON  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  is  able  to  state  what  fiscal 
advantages  are  now  given  in  the  Colonial 
possessions  of  France,  Germany,  Spain, 
the  Netherlands,  and  the  United  States 
to  goods  imported  from  the  Mother 
Country  over  goods  imported  from 
foreign  countries,  and  what  advantages 
are  in  return  conceded  by  the  same 
oountries  to  goods  imported  from  their 
own  Colonies  instead  of  from  other 
oountries  ;  and  if  he  will  cause  a  Return 
to  be  prepared  on  this  subject,  in  con- 
tinuation of  Cpmmercial  Paper,  No.  5, 
of  Session  1895. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  I  would  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  Memorandum  No. 
XI.,    included   in   the   iirst   volume   of 


Memoranda  relating  to  British  and 
Foreign  Trade  and  Industrial  Condi- 
tions (Cd.  1761  of  1903).  The  only 
change  in  this  matter  which  has  since 
taken  place  is  in  regard  to  the  treatment 
in  Spain  of  the  products  of  Fernando 
Po  and  other  Spanish  possessions  in 
Africa  and  vice  versa.  The  list  of  articles 
the  produce  of  these  Colonies  which  are 
exempted  from  duty  on  importation 
into  Spain  has  been  somewhat  extended 
whilst  Spanish  goods  imported  into 
these  Colonies  now  enjoy  preferential 
treatment  only  if  imported  imder  the 
Spanish  flag.  If  the  hon.  Member,  after 
considering  the  information  ^ven  in 
the  Memorandum  referred  to,  requires 
fuller  details  on  the  subject,  and  wiU 
move  for  a  Return,  I  will  see  wbat  can 
be  done  to  furnish  him  with  the  infor- 
mation he  desires. 

British  Magazines  for  Canada. 
Mr.  king  (Cheshire,  Knutsford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if 
he  can  give  any  figures  to  show  the  in- 
crease in  the  postage  of  British  magazines 
to  Canada  since  the  reduction  in  the 
postal  rate  in  such  articles. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Pop- 
lar) :  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  Canadian 
magazine  post  instituted  last  May  is 
fully  realising  the  objects  for  which  it 
was  instituted.  It  has  lead  to  a  remark- 
able increase  in  the  number  of  British 
magazines,  periodicals,  and  trade  journals 
sent  from  the  United  Kingdom  to  Canada. 
It  is  estimated  that  the  increase  in  the 
yearly  number  of  British  publications 
sent  to  the  Dominion  is  some  six  millions 
per  annum.  I  am,  moreover,  informed, 
on  good  authority,  that  the  increase  has 
been  greatest  in  the  case  of  magazines 
of  high  class.  This  is,  I  think,  not  the 
least  satisfactory  feature  of  the  new 
post. 

Christmas  Pay  in  the  Post  Office. 
Mr.  RAMSAY  MACDONALD  (Leices- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster- 
Greneral  whether  the  men  employed  at 
the  Post  Offices  of  Leicester,  Birmingham, 
Liverpool,  and  Birkenhead  to  meet  the 
Christmas  pressure  are,  under  the  new 
order  he  has  issued,  to  be  paid  less  per 
hour  than  in  former  years ;  ai^d  whether 
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he  would  state  the  paj  this  year  and  that 
of  last  year  at  these  offices. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BITXTON :  I  beg  to 
refer  my  hon.  friend  to  my  Answer  to  his 
Question  on  the  23rd  ultimo  with  regard 
to  the  general  basis  upon  which  the  rates 
for  the  Christmas  casual  force  in  the 
different  districts  have  been  fixed.  In 
most  cases  the  pajrments  are  increased. 
I  am  sending  him  a  statement  of  the 
rates  paid  in  1907,  and  those  to  be  paid 
this  year  at  the  particular  offices  to 
which  he  refers. 


Telephone  Communication  in 
Olouoettenhire. 

Mr.  ESSEX  (Oloucestershire,  Cirences- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Naunton,  Upper  Slaughter,  and  Lower 
Slaughter,  and  the  surrounding  country 
in  the  County  of  Oloucester,  are  wholly 
without  telegraphic  communication ; 
whether  he  will  at  once  proceed  to  give 
such  facilities  to  these  districts;  and 
whether,  if  he  gives  such  communication, 
he  will  consult  the  local  councils  as  to 
the  routes  to  be  chosen  for  his  wires  so 
as  to  to  do  as  little  hurt  to  the  beauty  of 
these  places  as  may  be. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  have 
recently  authorised  an  extension  of  the 
telegraph  sjrstem  to  the  village  of  Upper 
Slaughter,  which  is  only  about  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  from  Lower  Slaughter. 
Telegraph  offices  at  both  villages  would 
not  be  warranted,  and  Upper  Slaughter 
appears  to  be  the  better  centre.  A  local 
landowner  and  the  local  authorities  con- 
cerned have  granted  the  wayleave  re- 
quired, so  that  I  may  assume  that  the 
route  chosen  is  satisfactory  to  them.  A 
telegraph  office  at  Naunton  was  offered 
under  guarantee  three  years  ago,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  renew  the  offer  if  desired. 

The  Hew  Education  BUI. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  the  teachers  likely 
to  lose  their  situations  under  the  system 
of  transfers  proposed  in  the  Education 
Bill ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  limited 


powers  of  private  Members  with  regard 
to  any  Amendment  suitable  to  this  ease, 
he  will  cause  to  be  put  down  on  behalf 
of  the  (Government  an  Amendment  or 
new  clause,  such  as  will  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  doing  justice  in  the  matter 
before  the  Committee  stage  is  closed. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
EDUCATION  (Mr.  Runciman,  Dews- 
bury):  My  right  hon.  friend  has  asked 
me  to  reply  to  this  Question.  It  is 
impossible  to  say  what  is  covered  by  the 
sentence  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question,  ''teachers  likely  to  lo^e  theii 
situations  under  the  syst^  of  transfers 
proposed  in  the  Education  Bill."  But  I 
am  considering  carefully  some  proposals 
which  have  been  presented  to  me  on 
behalf  of  the  teachers,  and  I  will  be  in  a 
position  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
matter  on  Clause  8  or  on  some  other 
suitable  occasion. 

Mr.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  the  ex- 
ception at  the  end  of  subsection  (3)  of 
Clause  1  of  the  Education  (No.  2)  Bill 
applies  to  the  case  of  a  prosecution 
under  bye-laws  of  the  local  education 
authority,  or  whether  it  applies  only 
to  the  case  of.  an  attendance  order  under 
Sections  4  and  11  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1876. 

Mr.  R  U  N  C I M  A  N :  The  exception 
(with  respect  to  the  schools  selected  by 
the  parent)  applies  bnly  to  attendance 
orders,  and  is  not  applicable  to  prosecu- 
tions under  bye-laws. 

Co-operative  Sociatiet  and  Small 
Holdings. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham, 
Bordesley) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Somerset,  as  representing 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
if  he  will  state  the  extent  of  the  land 
which    each   of   the   four   co-operative 
societies  has  acquired  from  the  county 
councils ;      and   whether  the   land   so 
acquired  is  by  purchase  or  hire;  if  the 
latter,  for  how  many  years  is  the  land 
hired,  if  the  former,  what  price  per  acre 
have  the  societies  agreed  to  pay. 


li,79 


Questions* 


{COMMONS} 


Quesiwtu. 


IM 


Mr.  fuller  (Wiltshire,  Westbury :  i  following    table    gives    the   infomatiot 
for    Sir    Edward     Strachey)  :       The  |  for  which  the  right  hon.  Member 


County. 


Bedfordshire 
Northanttf    - 


»i 


Co-operatiye 
Society. 


Wiltshire 


Biggleswade 

Clipston 

Eushden 


Mere 


Area  of  land 

let  to  the 

Society. 


a.  r.  p. 

271  1  19 

107  -    - 

264  -    - 

443  3  24 


Terms  of  lease 
under   which    the 


Avefags  real  p» 


Years. 

21 

7 
14 
21 


t.  d. 

31  3 

27  - 

31  6 

18  - 


English  Agrioultoral  Grant. 
Mr.  ESSEX :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Somerset,  as  represent- 
ing the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
cidture,  what  is  the  total  sum  allocated 
by  the  Board  of  Agriculture  from  the 
last  Vote  for  the  promotion  of  the 
interests  of  English  agriculture. 

Mr.  fuller  :  Of  the  net  expenditure 
of  the  Board  during  the  year  ended 
31st  March,  1908,  the  amount  allocated 
to  England  and  Wales  was  approxi- 
mately £123,00^,  of  which  about  £8,000 
was  expended  on  matters  connected 
with  the  fishing  industry. 

American  Oooieberry  Kildew. 
Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  (Kent* 
Ashford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
whether  there  have  been  outbreaks  of 
American  gooseberry-mildew  notified 
from  Sussex  and  Bedfordshire  ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  the  Board  intend  to  issue 
an  order  scheduling  these  counties  under 
the  Insect  Pests  Act. 

Mr.  FULLER:  An  outbreak  of 
Ameiican  gooseberry-mildew  has  been 
discovered  by  one  of  the  Board's  in- 
spectors in  Sussex.  As  the  occupier 
oi  the  premises  is  adopting  the  measures 
required  by  the  Board,  and  as  this 
disease  does  not  spread  during  the 
winter  months,  a  special  order  for  the 
county  is  unnecessary  for  the  present. 
The  Board  have  no  official  information 
as  to  an  outbreak  in  Bedfordshire. 


Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rt- 
What  grounds  have  the  Board  lor  *»r-^ 
the  disease  does  not  spread  durinc  tir 
winter  months  ? 

Mr.  FULLER:   I  will  inquire. 

Inspectors  under  the  Iniaets  ui 
PettsAet 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY  :  I  brt  r» 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  South  SmattttU 
as  representing  the  President  of  tk 
Board  of  Agriculture,  how  manv  comtK 
have  appointed  inspectors,  and  in  *W 
numbers,  under  the  Insects  and  Pws* 
Act ;  and  whether,  in  all  cases  of  »!* » 
appointments,  efficient  expert  inspwua 
have  been  selected. 

Mr.  fuller  :  According  U>  ti« 
information  of  the  Board  one  ts^ 
inspector  has  been  appointed  br  <*> 
of  the  following  local  authorities  i-^*'' 
cestershire,  Worcestershire^HerefocdikJ^ 
Warwickshire,  Leicestershire,  DerbrikJ*, 
Norfolk,  the  Isle  of  Ely,  Huntingdow^-' 
Cambridgeshire,  and  two  by  tW  K^ 
County  Council.  In  Essex  no  «i?*1 
inspector  has,  so  far  as  the  ^^•'^/n 
aware,  been  appoint«d^  but  police  o6e^ 
have  been  appointed  to  carry  o«t  tw 
work. 

Mr.  LAITIENCE  HARDY:  ^-^ 
looks  after  the  inspection  in  the  cod •« 
of  Surrey  and  Sussex  ? 

Mr.  fuller  :   I  will  inqoipe- 
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Canuurvon  Faimort*  Aisociation. 
4b.  ELLIS  DAVIES  (Carnarvonshire, 
ion) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 

South  Somerset,  as  representing  the 
isident  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
ether,  in  reply  to  an  application  from 
t  Carnarvon  Farmers'  Association  for 
grant  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
»  breed  of  cattle,  the  Board  informed 
»m  that  they  had  no  fund  for  the 
rpose ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
t  that  the  country's  meat  supply 
w  depends  largely  on  foreign  cattle, 
I  Boiurd  will  reconsider  the  question. 

MLr.  fuller  :  The  reply  to  the  first 
rt  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirmative. 
16  Board  as  at  present  advised  are  not 
tisfied  that  any  action  on  the  lines 
jested  is  necessary. 

Mb.  D.  a.  THOMAS  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
-e  there  any  funds  available  for  the 
iprovement  of  cattle-breeding  either  in 
ii  country  or  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  fuller  :    I  cannot  say. 

Mb.  WATT  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
troduce  legislation  in  order  to  provide 
nds? 

Mb.  fuller  :  No,  Sir,  I  can  make 
>  such  promise. 

The  Spraying  of  Fruit  Trees. 
Mb.   COURTHOPE:      I  beg  to  ask 
le  hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset, 
I   representing   the    President    of   the 
oard  of  Agriculture,  whether  the  Board 

Agriculture  will  issue  a  leaflet  dealing 
ith   the   regulations  for  the   spraying 

fruit-trees  now  in  force  in  British 
)lumbia  and  with  the  mixtures  used 
r  spra5dng  in  that  country. 

« 

Mb.  FULLER:  The  Board  have 
sued  numeroi^  leaflets  dealing  with 
le  spraying  of  fruit  crops  but  they  do 
ot  think  that  any  useful  purpose  would 
9  served  by  the  issue  of  one  on  the  lines 
aggested,  and  they  are  not  able,  there- 
ire,  to  adopt  the  hon.  Member's  sug- 
estion. 

Mb.  COURTHOPE :  Are  the  Board 
nrare    that    in    British    Columbia    the 


growers  years  ago  gave  up  the  system 
recommended  now  ? 

Mb.  fuller  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
must  remember  the  difficulty  arising 
from  the  difference  of  climatic  conditions. 

Fruit  Tree  Pafti. 
Mb.  COURTHOPE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Somerset,  as 
representing  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  whether  the  Board  have 
considered  or  will  consider  the  regula- 
tions enforced  in  British  Columbia  and 
other  fruit-growing  Colonies  for  the 
destruction  and  prevention  of  fungus 
and  insect  pests,  with  a  view  to  adopting 
similar  regulations  in  this  country. 

Mb.  FULLER:  The  Board  have 
carefully  studied  the  regulations  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers.  In  pre- 
paring regulations  suited  to  the  par- 
ticular conditions  of  this  country  it 
is  their  practice  to  make  such  use  as 
may  seem  desirable  of  regulations  based 
upon  the  experience  of  other  countries. 

Eooletiastioal  Commisiioners  and  Small 


Mb.  ROGERS  (Wiltshire,  Devizes): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Crewe  Division,  as  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioner, whether  the  first  offer  of  all 
vacant  farms  the  property  of  the  Com- 
missioners will,  in  future,  be  given  to 
the  small  holdings  committee  of  the 
county  in  which  they  are  situate. 

Mb.  TOMKINSON  (Cheshire,  Crewe) : 
The  Commissioners'  practice  has  been 
and  is  to  endeavour  to  utilise  for  small 
holding*  and  allotments  all  vacant  farms 
which  in  their  opinion  are  at  all  suitable 
for  that  purpose.  They  have  also, 
since  the  Act,  endeavoured  by  arrange- 
ment with  their  tenants  to  provide 
land  when  it  is  required  for  small  holdings 
or  allotments  in  localities  where  they 
have  no  vacant  iwrms.  A  large  number 
of  «nall  holdings  and  allotments  have 
been  and  are  being  thus  provided,  in 
some  Closes  by  iettings  to  county  and 
parish  council,  and  in  others  by  <tefect 
Iettings  to  the  appUeants. 

Mb.  ROGERS:  What  proportion 
of  the   quarteMnillion   acr«tf  owned  by 
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the  Commissioners  has  been  dealt  with 
in  this  wav  ? 

Mr.  TOMKINSON  :  I  cannot  reply 
to  that  definitely,  but  I  can  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  in  and  since  1906, 
forty-seven  new  lettings  have  been 
effected  for  small  holdings  and  allotments 
comprising  1,606  acres  upon  the  Com- 
missioner' estates,  the  tenants  being 
in  twentv  cases  local  authorities,  and 
in  the  remaining  twenty-seven  cases  indi- 
vidual tenants  or  bodies  of  tenants,  in 
some  cases  very  numerous.  In  addition 
the'^e  are  '•  now  under  consideration 
twenty-seven  offers  of,  or  applications 
which  they  expect  to  satisfy  for  land 
f)r  the  same  purposes  amounting  to 
1,430  acres.  Quit«  recently  87  a.  Ir.  Sip. 
of  land  at  Tarsrin  (Cheshire)  has  been 
sold  by  the  Commissioners  to  the  Ches- 
shire  County  Coimcil  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  WINFREY  (Norfolk,  S.W.) :  And 
in  how  many  cases  has  there  been  an 
increase  of  rents  to  small  holders  as 
compared  with  previous  rents  ? 

Mr.  TOMKINSON:  I  must  have 
notice  of  that  Question.  Personally, 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  case. 

Sheriff-Snbftitutefl 
Mr.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  he  will  say  how  many 
solicitors  have  been  appointed  in  Scot- 
land to  the  positions  of  sheriff-substitutes ; 
during  how  many  years  has  it  been 
open  to  solicitors  to  be  so  appointed ; 
and  whether  in  view  of  the  facts  that 
solicitors  are  drawn  from  all  classes  of 
society  and  are  many  in  number,*  whereas 
advocates  are  drawn  from  the  wealthy 
classes  and  are  few  in  number,  he  will 
in  future  appointments  give  preference 
to  the  solicitor's  branch  of  the  profession. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Hawick,  Burghs) :  As  the  office  of 
sheriff-substitute  has  been  open  to  all 
branches  of  the  legal  profession  since 
the  year  1826,  when  a  legal  qualification 
was  first  required  and  appointments  to 
tha  office  were  for  over  fifty  years  made 
by  the  sheriffs-deptl^,  I  oannot  give 
my  hon.  friend  the  infonnation  he 
desires  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question. 
As  regards  the  latter  part  I  do  not  think 


it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
service  to  discriminate  between  branches 
of  the  legal  profession  in  the  sense 
suggested  by  my  hon.  friend. 

Ma.  WATT:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appointed  any  solicitors  to 
these  posts  since  he  has  been  in  offi  e. 
and  will  he  in  future  see  that  the 
solicitors,  who  constitute  the  larger  branch 
of  the  service,  get  their  proper  share  ? 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  :  The  An^er 
to  the  next  Question  covers  that,  I 
think. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  can  say 
how  many  appointments  to  the  office 
of  sheriff-substitute  have  been  made 
since  the  no  ninations  to  such  office 
rested  with  him ;  and  if  he  will  give 
the  names  and  callings  of  those  so 
appointed  and  the  places  of  appoint- 
ment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  :  In  the  period 
referred  to  there  have  been  six  such 
appointments.  Of  those  appointed  one 
was  an  advocate  and  King's  Counsel,  the 
other  five  were  advocates.  If  my  hon. 
friend  desires  it  I  shall  be  glad  to  furnish 
him  with  a  list  of  the  names  of  the 
gentlemen  appointed,  the  dates  of  appoint- 
ment and  the  sheriff-substituteshipaj  re- 
ferred to. 

Depute  Sheriff  Clerks. 
Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Elgin  Burghs): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  at  a  meeting  on  the 
4th  instant,  the  sheriffs  -  principal  of 
Scotland  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  better  provision  should  be  made 
in  regard  to  the  tenure  of  office,  appoint- 
ment, and  remuneration  of  depute 
sheriff  clerks ;  whether  he  will  deal  with 
the  matter  in  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Bill ;  and,  if  not^  what  steps  he  proposes 
taking  in  order  to  secure  to  depute 
sheriff  clerks  an  improvement  and  more 
certain  permanency  in  their  official 
appointments. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW:  An  excerpt 
from  a  minute  of  meeting  of  the  sheriffs 
of  Scotland  has  been  sent  to  me.  It 
colitains2]a  number  of  suggestions  with 
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regard  to  the  deputes  to  the  sherifi 
clerkB,  very  justly  distinguishing  between 
their  various  positions  and,  while  gener- 
ally favouring  better  provision,  suggests 
guarantees  as  to  suitability,  criticises 
the  depute  sheriff  clerks'  proposals  and 
indicates  that  safeguards  might  be  pro- 
vided by  the  approval  of  the  sheriffs 
themselves.  The  matter  is  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Bill.  There  is  a  likelihood  of  aCommission 
or  Committee  being  appointed  to  consider 
various  points  as  to  minor  legal  appoint- 
ments in  Scotland  and  I  am  favourably 
disposed  to  have  this  matter,  including 
the  suggestions  made  by  the  sheriffs,  some 
of  which  are  novel,  brought  into  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry. 


{3  Decehbeb  1908} 

Meanoourt  Estate,  Weftmeath. 
Sir  WALTER  NUGENT  (Westmeath, 
8.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  as  yet  com- 
pulsorily  acquired,  under  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  that  portion  of  the  lands  of 
Mearscourt,  near  Mayvore,  County  West- 
meath,  of  which  public  notice  was  given 
on  15th  August ;  and,  if  so,  when  Mrs, 
Wynn  and  Mrs.  Winkel,  the  tenants 
evicted  from  that  land,  are  likely  to  be 
reinstated. 


I  beg 


Dunlaer  Allotments' 
Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.) 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Estates  Commissioners 
fixed  1st  November  last  as  the  date 
on  which  thev  would  announce  to  whom 
allotments  would  be  made  of  land  in  their 
hands  for  that  purpose  in  Dunleer,  County 
Louth,  and  that  so  far  nothing  has  been 
done  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  discontent 
exists  in  the  neighbourhood  on  account  of 
the  delay  ;  and  whether  he  will  hasten 
the  allocation  of  allotments,  and  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  no  preferential  treat- 
ment is  accorded  to  nominees  of  the 
United  Irish  League. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  BiRRELL,  Bristol,  N.) :  The 
Estates  Commissioners  inform  me  that 
thev  did  not  fix  Ist  November  as  the  date 

»  _ 

for  the  allotment  of  these  lands.  The 
allotment  will  be  made  when  the  Com- 
missioners have  completed  their  arrange- 
ments for  the  resale  of  the  lands. 


Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  lands  on  the 
estate  ot  General  Devenish  Meares,  which 
the  Estates  Commissioners  propose  to 
acquire  compulsorily  under  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  have  been  inspected,  and 
the  Commissioners  hope  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  an  offer  for  them  at  an  early 
date.  Th^  Commissioners  are  not  in  a 
position,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
to  say  when  the  lands  will  be  acquired  or 
the  evicted  tenants  reinstated. 

State  Pnrohase  of  Irish  Sailways. 
Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  asked  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour  if,  when 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  asked 
Mr.  Thomas  Robertson,  then  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Works  (Ireland),  for 
estimates,  first  of  the  cost  of  purchase  of 
the  railways  of  Ireland  by  the  State,  and, 
secondly,  of  the  cost  of  guaranteeing 
dividends  by  an  arrangement  securing  the 
control  of  the  Government ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  state  the  estimate  in  each 
case. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  As  I  have  already 
stated,  there  is  no  record,  either  in  the 
Irish  Office  or  in  the  Office  of  Public 
Works,  of  any  such  estimate  having  been 

n  rtn  A  T/^      to-ii  a.x.      '  x.j,  x.         asked  for  or  received.    If  Mr.   Gerald 

Captain  CRAIG  ^  Will  the  right  hon.    3^^^^^^  ^^^.^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^,-^^^^    ^^ 

Gentleman  answer  that  part  of  the  Ques-  ;  ^^t,  I  presume,  have  obtained  it  for  hia 
tion  which  deals  with  the  preferential ,  onal  information.  I  do  not  think  it 
treatment  accorded  to  nommees  of  the  .  ^^^^  ^^         j^^  ^^^^  I  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^^ 

United  Irish  League?  ^  ^^^  inquiries  on  the  subject  to  Mr.  Bal- 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :   No  such  preferential ;  ^oxir.  ^  I  will,  however,  send  him  a  copy  of 
treatment  is  ever  accorded. 


Captain  CRAIG  :  Since  when  has  that 
been  the  regulation  ? 


this  Answer. 

Fnge  Estate,  OqtIl 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  CMef  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
Mr.  BIRRELL :  From  the  beginning,   tenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates 
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Commissioners  have  yet  made  any 
definite  offer  of  purchase  of  the  un- 
tenanted lands  of  GarryduS  and  Ourrane 
on  the  Fuge  estate  near  Kilbrin,  County 
Cork,  and  for  the  purchase  of  the  demesne 
lands  at  Templemary,  near  Buttevant, 
-with  a  view  to  the  reinstatement  of 
^evicted  tenants  and  the  enlargement  of 
imeconomic  holdings,  if  so,  with  what 
Tesult;  and  whether,  in  the  event  of 
the  acquisition  of  these  lands  or  portion 
thereof,  the  Commissioners  will  take  all 
possible  steps  to  give  a  preference  in  the 
occupation  thereof  to  the  families  who 
iormerly  occupied  and  tilled  them  or 
to  their  representatives. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Estates  Com- 
missioners have  published  in  the  Dublin 
Oa€eUe  a  notice  of  their  intention  to 
acquire  the  lands  of  Garrydufi  and 
Ourrane  compulsorily  under  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Act,  and  have  had  the  lands 
inspected  with  a  view  to  making  an 
offer  for  them.  If  acquired,  the  lands 
will  be  utilised  to  provide  holdings  for 
the  classes  of  persons  mentioned  in  the 
Act.  No  formal  proceedings  are  pending 
l)efore  the  Commissioners  with  regard 
to  the  demesne  lands  at  Templemary, 
but  the  Commissioners  have  had  an 
inspection  made,  and  will  intimate  to  the 
owner  the  price  which  they  are  prepared 
to  advance  if  proceedings  for  sale  are 
instituted.  It  is  not  possible  to  make 
any  statement,  at  this  stage,  as  regards 
the  allotment  of  these  lands  if  acquired. 

JSdendeiry  Labourers'  Cottage  Scheme. 
Mr.  SHEEHY  (Meath,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
«sk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  the  application 
of  two  labourers  for  a  house  and  acre  and 
An  additional  half-acre  in  No.  3  district 
•council  of  Edenderry  by  Mr.  Hope  and 
Mr.  Durgnan,  being  granted  by  the 
inspector,  Mr.  Fitzpatrick,  and  the 
landlord,  Mr.  Langan,  having  appealed  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  a  second 
inquiry  was  held  by  another  inspector, 
llr.  Kelly,  who  decided  against  the 
-applications ;  on  what  grounds  was 
Mr.  Kelly's  decision  upheld  and  Mr. 
Fitzpatrick's  rejected;  and  how  much 
land  has  Mr.  Langan^in  his  possession. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  facts  are  as 
.-stated    in    the    Question.     The    further 


inquiry  held  by  Mr.  Kelly  was  ordered  by 
the  Ix>cal  Government  Board  in  pur- 
suance of  section  6  (4)  (b),  of  the  Labourers 
(Ireland)  Act,  1906,  the  owner  having 
presented  a  petition  to  the  Board  against 
the  order  made  by  Mr.  Fitzpatrick. 
The  Board,  on  consideration  of  Mr. 
Kelly's  report  and  all  the  evidence, 
decided  to  accede  to  the  petition  in  the 
two  cases  referred  to.  The  grounds  of 
objection  relied  upon  by  the  petitioner, 
Mr.  Langan,  were  set  forth  in  his  petition, 
copy  of  which  was  sent  to  the  rural  dis- 
trict council  prior  to  the  further  inquiry. 
The  Board  are  unable  to  say  definitely 
what  quantity  of  land  Mr.  Langan  has 
in  his  possession,  as  he  holds  more  than 
one  farm.  I  understand  that  another 
appeal  presented  by  him  at  the  same 
time  was  disallowed. 


_  Indufltrv. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  representations  have  been 
made  by  those  engaged  in  the  lake- 
fishing  industry  at  Waterville,  County 
Kerry,  against  the  system  lately  prac- 
tised of  putting  down  the  weir  during  the 
close  season  for  the  purpose  of  capturing 
spawning  fish  for  the  hatchery ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  opinion  held 
locally  that  fish  thus  handled  will  not 
take  a  fly  or  bait  in  the  following  season, 
he  will  have  inquiries  made  with  a  view 
to  allowing  a  free  passage  for  spring 
salmon  in  the  Waterville  River  and 
safeguarding  the  interests  of  at  least 
100  persons  whose  means  of  liveli- 
hood is  being  seriously  jeopardised. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  Answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. I  am  assured  that  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  belief  that  the  handling 
of  salmon  at  a  weir  interferes  with  their 
subsequent  susceptibility  to  capture  by 
angling.  The  weir  is  fished  under  proper 
supervision,  and  all  clean  fish  are  passed 
over  the  weir  without  injury.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  stock  tihe  hatchery 
without  fishing  the  weir. 

Caldbeek  Estate,  Quaen*s  County. 
Mr.     DELANY     (Queen's     County. 
Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what 
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the  cause  of  the  delay  in  making  the 
rial  distribution  of  the  untenanted 
kud  on  the  Caldbeck  estate,  Ballacolla, 
lueen's  County ;  whether  the  Estates 
ommissioners  have  approved  of  the 
Uotments  made  by  their  inspector,  Mr. 
looth«  in  which  the  bailifi  of  the  estate 
nd  a  wealthy  merchant  in  Ballacolla, 
rho  also  keeps  the  post  office,  are 
pportioned  two  of  the  largest  holdings 
n  the  untenanted  land,  to  the  exclusion 
{ the  small  holders  in  the  locality  ;  and 
an  he  say  when  the  inspector  proposes 
.gain  visiting  Ballacolla. 

Me.  BIRRELL:  The  allotment  of 
he  untenanted  land  cannot  be  made  by 
he  Commissioners  until  their  formal 
)roposal  to  purchase  has  been  accepted 
)7  the  owner,  and  this  proposal  cannot 
Bsue  until  title  has  been  proved.  The 
Commissioners  cannot  say  when  their 
inspector  will  again  visit  Ballacolla. 

Irish  Landlords*  Sporting  Sights. 
Mr.  MEAGHER  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
the  case  of  tenants  who  have  purchased 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1903, 
and  in  which  purchase  sporting  rights 
have  been  reserved  to  the  landlord,  such 
reservation  will  give  the  landlord  the 
right  of  taking  any  persons  he  likes  along 
with  him  over  the  grounds  of  the  tenants 
without  his  having  first  received  per- 
mission from  the  tenants  to  take  such 
persons  with  him. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  answer  is  in  the 
affirmative.  I  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  subsection  (4)  of  Section  13 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  which 
expressly  empowers  the  landlord  to 
authorise  any  persons  to  exercise  the 
right  of  sporting. 


Warning  to  Hationalist  Hewspapors. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
IB  now  in  a  position  to  state  that,  as  a 
result  of  the  warning  given  to  certain 
newspapers  against  the  publication  of 
intinudatory  resolutions  of  the  United 
Irish  League,  there  has  been  any  material 
iiminution  or  increase  in  the  number  of 
Rich  resolutions  published. 

YOL-CXCVn.    [FOUITH  SlBUB.] 


Mr.  BIRRIXL:  I  understand  that 
there  has  been  some  diminution  recently 
in  the  publication  of  these  notices.  The 
Law  Officers  have  under  consideration 
some  cases  in  which  the  warning  has 
produced  no  effect. 

Poor  Law  Saform  (Ireland)  BilL 
Mr.  MEAOHER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  on  what  day  he  intends  intro- 
ducing the  Poor  Law  Reform  (Ireland) 
Bill ;  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  adopt  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Vice-Regal  Commission  as 
the  basis  of  the  Bill ;  and  whether  he  has 
entrusted  the  preparation  of  the  Bill  to 
persons  who  have  practical  experience 
of  the  working  and  administration  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Laws. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Poor  Laws  and  Relief  of 
Distress  is  expected  to  report  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  when  the  whole  question 
of  Poor  Law  reform  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. The  recommendations  of  the 
Vice-Regal  Commission  generally  will 
form  the  basis  of  legislation  for  Ireland,, 
but  it  remains  to  be  seen  how  far  the 
Royal  Commission  may  adopt  similar 
reconunendations.  I  cannot  yet  say 
at  what  date  it  will  be  possible  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  on  the  subject.  The  Irish 
Government,  will,  of  course,  have  the 
assistance  of  its  most  experienced  officers 
in  the  preparation  of  the  Bill. 


Irish  Workhouse  Teachers'  Salaries. 

Mr.  MEAGHER :  I  >g  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  salaries  of  teachers 
in  Irish  workhouses,  though  being  paid 
in  the  first  instance  from  the  local  rates, 
are  subsequently  refunded  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  local  authorities;  and,  if 
so,whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  have  this 
class  of  teachers  included  for  a  share  in 
the  supplementary  grant  in  aid  of 
National  teachers. 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. As  regards  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  the  supplementary  grant  of 
July  last  was  in  aid  of  the  Vote  for  public 
education.    No  charge  in  respect  of  ths 
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salaries  of  teachers  of  Poor  Law  union 
.schooliB  has  ever  been  borne  on  that  Vote.. 

Irish  local  Oovemment  Auditors. 
r  Mr.  MEAGHER  :I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
beland  whether  the  new  rule  made  by  the 
Irish  Local  Grovernment  Board  with 
reference  to  the  appointment  of  auditors 
will  have  thd  eliect  of  debarring  Poor  Law 
officers  from  ever  being  promoted  to 
these  positions ;  and  whether,  if  that  be 
so,  such  a  rule  is  against  the  principles 
of  promotion  in  all  public  services. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  Poor  Law  officers 
are  not  debarred  from  being  appointed 
auditors  if  they  possess  the  prescribed 
qualifications.  These  qualifications  are 
held  to  be  necessary  to  enable  the  auditors 
to  perform  their  duties  efficiently. 

Ballysoullion  PolioeHut. 
Mp.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  police  authorities  to 
discontinue  the  police  hut  or  barrack  at 
Ballysoullion,  near  Toomebridge,  County 
Antrim  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  groimds. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  question  of  dis- 
continuing this  police  hut  is  under  con- 
sideration. 

Illicit  Distillation  in  County  Antrim. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  many  prosecutions 
for  illicit  distilling  and  how  many  con- 
victions there  have  been  at  Toome,  in 
County  Antrim,  during  the  last  five 
years. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Inspector- 
General  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
informs  me  that  there  has  been  no  con- 
viction or  prosecution  for  illicit  distil- 
lation in  the  Toome  Petty  Sessions  district 
duriiig  the  past  five,  years. 

Alleged  Malicious  Burning  at  Knockmay. 
Mr,  PATRICK  MEEHAN  (Queen's 
County,  Leix) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  youth 
named  Thompson  has  been  returned  for 
trial  on  a  change  of  perjury .ih  c<)nneoticn 


with  the  alleged  malicious  burning  at 
Enockmay,  Queen's  County ;  whether 
the  county-inspector,  with  the  knowledge 
that  Thompson's  statement  was  false, 
ordered  his  statement  to  be  taken  on  oath 
with  the  object  of  obtaining  warrants  to 
arrest  three  men  who  had  been  proved 
innocent,;  whether  an  inquiry  will  be 
held  into  this  officer's  conduct ;  and 
whether  it  is  part  of  a  police  officer's  dntr 
to  order  statements  to  be  taken  on  oath 
which,  as  in  this  case,  he  knew  had  been 
deliberately  concocted. 

I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  on  24th  July,  at  a 
special  Court  held  at  Maryborough  a 
summons  was  issued  by  order  of  the 
presiding  magistrate;  that  County-In- 
spector Sweedy  retained  the  summoiu 
in  his  office ;  that  the  magistrates  had 
to  order  the  return  of  the  sommons; 
and  can  he  say  by  what  authority  the 
county  inspector  refused  to  execute  a 
legal  order  of  a  magistrate  made  m  Court. 

I  beg  further  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretaij 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Sergeant 
Monahan  received  information  of  the 
alleged  malicious  burning  at  ElnockmaT, 
Queen's  County,  at  8.30  p.m.  on  20th 
May  last;  whether  he  immediately  re- 
ported the  matter  to  his  superior  officer 
and  visited  the  scene  of  the  burning 
within  an  hour ;  that  Sergeant  Monahan 
has  been  censured  and  punished  for 
alleged  remissness  in  discharge  of  hii 
duty;  will  he  place  the  official  Reports 
in  this  case  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
or  state  in  what  particular  Sergeant 
Monahan  showed  remissness  in  his  dutv ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  rule  in  the 
Police  Code  enabling  a  superior  officer  to 
punish  men  for  an  imaginary  fault  cr 
through  caprice. 

Mb.    BIRRELL:    As  stated    in  my 
reply   to   a   previous  Question   on   thi- 
subject,  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
25th   ultimo,    proceedings    are    pendicf 
against  Joseph  Thompson  for  peijury  ii  ' 
connection  with  this  case,  and  it  is  not.  J 
therefore,  desirable  to  enter  into  further  , 
particulars  of  the  matter.    I  have  n  oi  hhu 
to  add  to  my  previous  reply  with  regar . 
to  Sergeant  Monahan.    The  official  polvc" 
reports  are  confidential  documents,  ant: 
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it  would  be  contiftry  to  praotiee  to  lay 
them  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Eildare,  S.)  asked 
was  the  Chief  Secretary  aware  that 
County-Inspector  Tweedy  had  ordered 
Thompson's  statement  to  be  taken  on 
oath  although  he  was  aware  that  the 
previous  statement  was  false;  and  was 
not  that  suborning  perjury,  and  was  not 
Thompson  insane  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  said  he  could  not 
Answer  ior  Thompson's  state  of  mind. 

Mr.  DELANY  asked  did  it  not  seem  as 
if  there  were  other  Sergeant  Sheridans 
in  the  police  force. 

fNo  Answer  was  returned.] 

Land  Purchase  in  Munster. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord- 
liieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  average  number  of  years 
purchase  paid  in  each  cotmty  of  Munster 
under  the  Ashbourne  and  Balfour  Acts, 
and  the  average  number  of  years  pur- 
<*hase  paid  under  the  Land  Purchase  Act, 
1903;  and  whether  Ashbourne  purchasers 
who  accepted  an  extension  of  time  of 
repayment  became  entitled  to  decadal 
reductions  of  10  per  cent,  or  more  at  the 
end  of  the  first  ten  years,  another  10  per 
cent,  or  more  at  the  end  of  twenty  years, 
gind  a  further  reduction  of  more  than 
10  per  cent,  at  the  end  of  thirty  years, 
:hus.  making  their  average  annual  pay- 
ment the  same  as  if  their  annuity  had 
>een  originally  calculated  at  the  rate  of 
\^  per  cent. 

:Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  particulars  of 
he  average  number  of  years  purchase 
taid  in  each  county  v\  Munster  under  the 
arious  Land  Purcliase  Acts  have  ap- 
eared  from  year  to  year  in  the  Annual 
Reports  of  the  Land  Commission  and  of 
^e  Estates  Commissioners,  to  which  I 
«>uld  irefer  the  hon.  Member^  A  pur- 
liaser  under  the  Land  Purchase  (Ireland) 
e t ,  1885,  who  accepted  decadal  revisions, 
|d  whose  annaty  in  each  decade  was 
ixictually  and  fully  paid  up,  is  liable 
I  pay  for  each  £100  advanced  during 
e  first  decade,/  £4 ;  during  the  second, 
iJ  Is.  lOd, ;.  djAringthe  third;t£34s.  6d. ; 


and  thereafter  for  forty-nine  yeani» 
£2  17s.  lid.  per  annum.  A  purchaser 
under  the  Irish  Land  Act,  1903,  is  liable 
to  pay  £3  5s.  for  each  £100  advanced 
throughout  a  period  calculated  to  be 
sixty-eight  and  a  half  years.  The  systems 
are  entirely  difEerent,  and  the  average 
annuities  can  hardly  be  compared. 

•  ■ 

Mr.  WILUAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork)i 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  this  decadal 
reduction  was  strongly  recommended  by 
the  Land  Conference,  and  strongly 
objected  to  in  influential  quarters  in 
Ireland  owing  to  the  fact  that  it  added 
25  per  cent,  to  the  tenants'  payment, 
and  is  it  not  also  the  case  that  at  the 
old  purchase  rate  it  would  take  at  least 
seventy  years  to  make  as  many  peasant 
proprietors  as  has  been  made  in  the  last 
five  years  under  the  present  Act  ^ 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  must  have  noitice 
of  a  Question  of  that  character. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Was  not  the  deduc- 
tion  10  per  cent,  for  three  periods  of  ten* 
years  under  the  Act  of  1896,  whereas  the 
tenants  now  get  a  further  reduction  of 
15  per  cent.  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  One  can  hardly 
thus  discuss  the  respective  merits  of 
different  schemes. 

Holyoroii  Disturbanoai. 
Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
Mid) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether- 
eight  men,  who  had  been  arrested  in  their 
beds  at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning,  at 
Holycross,  County  Tipperary,and  charged 
with  riot  and  unlawful  assembly,  were 
then  taken  to  a  police  barrack  and  tried 
before  a  resident  magistrate,  no  local 
justice  being  permitted  to  take  part 
in  the  proceedings;  whether  eighteen 
men  subsequently  arrested  were  tried 
in  the  same  way,  and  returned  for 
trial  at  Cork  Winter  Assizes  without* 
the'  option  of  bail ;  whether  it  is  the 
practice  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  exclude  th6  public  from, 
trials  of  this  kind  and  to  take  the  evidence 
in  police  barracks  before  a  removable.* 
magistrate;  and  will  he  state  under 
what  law  these  proceedings  have  bipen" 
earned  out.  *       '     '''   ^ 
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Mr.  BIRRELL:  These  men  have 
been  returned  for  trial  at  the  Cork  Winter 
Assizes,  and  I  understand  that  the  trial  is 
a  tually  proceeding.  In  these  circum- 
stances it  is  undesirable  to  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BELLOC  (Salford,  S.) :  But 
surely  this  is  a  case  for  administrative 
action  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Pending  the  trial,  I 
think  I  should  abstain  from  answering 
these  Questions. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  Is  it  the  prac- 
tice in  England  or  Scotland  for  people  to 
be  taken  into  private  buildings  and  tried 
by  a  magistrate  without  the  option  of 
defending  themselves  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :    I  daresay  not. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  What  is 
the  object  of  arresting  people  between 
two  and  three  in  the  morning  ?  Why 
cannot  the  arrests  be  made  at  a  reason- 
able hour  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  I  have  done  my 
best,  being  myself  very  much  averse  to 
interference  with  sleep,  to  get  the  arrests 
made  at  reasonable  hours,  but  I  rather 
gather  the  difficulty  is  that  of  finding 
these  people  at  home. 

Intermediate  Edneation  Inspectors. 

Mr.  KETTLE  (Tyrone,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
now  state  how  many  new  inspectorships 
are  to  be  created  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Interm^iate  Education  in  Ireland ; 
what  will  be  the  duties,  powers,  and 
emoluments  of  the  inspectors ;  and 
how  many  women  inspectors  will  be 
appointed. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  Commissioners 
of  Intermediate  Education  have  now 
been  authorised  to  appoint  six  inspectors, 
and  propose  to  exercise  that  power. 
They  inform  me  that  they  do  not  intend 
to  include  women  among  the  first  six 
appointments.  A  statement  of  the 
p  »wers,  duties  and  emoluments  of  the 
msp'^ctors  cannot  well  be  compressed 
within  the  Tmits  of  an  oral  reply,  but 


I  will  communicate  with  the  hon.  Hmbcr 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HAZLETON  (Gahray,  N.) :  Hst? 
the  Board  given  any  reasons  lor  t^ 
appointing  any  women  inspectors  si»<4 
the  first  six  t 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  do  not  think  tW 
have.  Everybody  knows  that  this  »  » 
controversial  subject,  ahhough  I  uk» 
the  view  that  women  should,  as  kr  t* 
possible,  be  appointed  to  inspect  gir!»* 
schools.  Still,  I  cannot  enforce  mv  Tir«« 
on  the  Board. 

Mr.  HAZLETON:  WiU  the  riikt 
hon.  Oentleman  ask  the  Board  for  :br 
reason  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  Yes,  I  will 

Mr.  kettle  :  I  beg  to  ask  ti^ 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-LientMor* 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  l^« 
whether  certain  memoranda  werv  p<^ 
sented  by  persons  connected  with  intrr^ 
mediate  education  in  Ireland  to  t*^ 
Commissioners  of  Intermediate  Vtdv»\ 
tion  demanding  the  appointnMit  ' 
men  only  to  the  new  inapectorthnH 
if  so,  by  whom  were  these  mesiiflrm:*U 
presented  ;  and  whether  the  Coma  *- 
sioners  of  Intermediate  Education  pr* 
pose  to  entrust  male  inspector*  «*•*) 
the  duty  of  inspecting  girls*  achoob. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  The  CommrwW  r^ 
of  Intermediate  Education  inform  r.* 
that  they  have  received  no  dem^'- 
such  as  is  referred  to  in  the  Qiif*t'* 
A  communica\V>n  has  been  reresT^ 
from  the  principal  of  one  of  the  If*!  • 
girls'  intermedial^  school*  in  bv*^' 
expressing  great  sitislartion  that  :? 
only  are  to  be  ap jointed  inspecton  *1 
first.  The  Board  Iropoae  to  «itri. 
male  inspectors  wit*  **»*  dmtr  <-f 
specting  girls'  schools  Tbe  Baud  ki^ 
already  for  two  yeaf  ^tniated  tr^j 
porary  male  inspected  witk  tW 
spection  of  girls'  schi^,  •od  frv  '^j 
past  six  years  the  inap  **>oii  of  all  pr^ 
schools  in  connection  'J*^  tke  teifsi 
courses  ol  the  Bo^r'**  l***P*^ 
(domestic  economv  alo^  y^<P**^^^ 
been  carried  on  by  nai^  i— pwtcti  • 
the    Department    of    .«ric«ltBr«   ^i 
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)chnical  Irstruclion.  No  objection  has 
!en  received  from  the  authorities  <f 
e  girls  schools  to  either  of  these  cases 
i''.q)ection  by  men. 

Firearmi  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
lief  Secretary  to  the  Loi^-Lieutenant 
Ireland  whether  he  has  received 
formation  of  a  case  of  shooting  at  a 
^man  at  Ballyogan,  County  Clare, 
1  Saturday;  and  whether  anyone 
18  been  arrested. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  On  the  occasion  in 
lestion,  the  herdman,  accompanied  by 

constable  who  was  protecting  him, 
as  driving  some  cattle  to  water  when 
•or  shots  were  fired  from  a  thick  hazel 
>ver.  The  herdman  was  struck  with 
ae  grain  of  shot  under  the  right  eye. 
iibseqoent  examination  showed  that  an 
nbu^  with  retreats  had  been  carefully 
repared  in  the  cover.  The  person  or 
ersons  who  fired  the  shots  were  thus 
labled  to  escape,  and  no  arrests  have 
^n  made. 

Captain  CRAIG :  Has  the  right  hon- 
entleman  taken  any  precautions  to 
«  that  firearms  do  not  fall  into  the 
inds  of  irresponsible  persons  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  do  not  think  that 
have  now  any  power. 

Captain  CRAIG:  Will  the  right 
m.  Gentleman  legislate  for  power  to 
revent  firearms  falling  into  the  hands 
I  irresponsible  persons  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
Qows  that  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  in 
«land,  or  in  any  other  countiy,  to  keep 
rearms  out  of  the  hands  of  people  who 
ant  to  obtain  them. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG:  Is  it  not 
le  fact  that  there  was  no  difficulty 
hatever  before  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
(pealed  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Can  the  right  hon. 
entleman  give  the  House  the  number 
f  revolvers  in  the  possession  of  Orange- 
len  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  how 
lany  shots  are  fired  ? 


*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Notice  should  be 
given  of  that. 

Mr.  FLAVIN  :  I  speak  from  personal 
experience. 

Attack  on  Onrteen  Polloo  Patrol. 
Mr.  LONSDALE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  particulars  of  the  attack  made  upon 
a  police  patrol  at  Gurteen,  County  Gal- 
way,  on  Saturday  night,  by  a  party  of 
armed  men  in  ambush ;  what  injuries 
were  inflicted  upon  the  police  ;  and  how 
many  arrests  were  made. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  Two  arrests  were 
made  in  this  case,  and  the  prisoners 
have  been  returned  for  trial.  The  case 
is,  therefore,  sub  judice,  and  it  is  not 
desirable  to  enter  into  particulars. 

Irish  Bdnoation  Ghrant 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the. 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
has  been  stated  that  the  recent  grant 
of  £114,000  was  to  be  shared  among 
all  the  national  teachers  in  Inland; 
and,  if  so,  can  he  state  why  the  work- 
house teachers  who  are  subject  to  the 
same  rules  as  to  classification  and  train- 
ing, and  who  must  teach  the  same 
subjects  as  ordinary  national  teachers, 
have  received  no  share  of  this  grant.    • 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  No  provision  was 
made  for  the  teachers  of  workhouse 
schools  in  connection  with  the  supple- 
mentary grant  of  24th  July  last.  As 
stated  in  my  reply  to  a  Question  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
on  29th  July  last  no  charge  in  respect 
of  the  salaries  of  teachers  of  these  schools 
has  ever  been  borne  on  the  Vote  for 
public  education.  Such  teachers  are 
in  the  service  of  the  boards  of  guardians. 

Sales  under  the  1903  Land  Act 
Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he 
will  state  when  exactly  in  the  normal 
course  of  a  sale  under  the  1903  Land  Act 
the  Estates  Commissioners  give  their 
decision  as  to  whether  or  not  the  property 
proposed  to  be  dealt  with  is  an  estate, 
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djatingu^l^ng,  if  necesaftry,  between 
direct  and  indirect  sales ;  whether  there 
has  been  any  change  in  this  practice ; 
Mid,  if  ae,  wW. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  Having  regard  to 
the  decMon'in  the  ease  of  Weit*8  estate, 
the-  CJoQunissioners  do  not  now  pro- 
visionally declare  lands  to  be  an  estate. 
The  declaration  is  made  when  the  Com- 
qussioaers  have  completed  their  in- 
quiries and  before  the  lands  are  veated 
in  the  tMiants,  and  the  purchase  money 
advanced. 

'■'    ' 

Onnaithwaite  Evicted  Tenants. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Seearetary  to  the  Lord-Iaeut^nant  of 
iselaad  whether  he  can  state  What  is 
this  'Cause  of  the  delay  in  reinstating 
Thomas  Walsh  and  the  other  evicted 
tenants  on  the  Ormaithwaite  property"  in 
North  Kerry ;  whether  compulsory 
powers  have  been  tskeii  by  the  Estate 
Gommissioners  for  their  reinstatemelit ; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  In  this  case,  the 
owner  has  lodged  a  petition  praying 
l^t  the  linds  be  not  compulsorily 
acquired  at  the  price  offered  with<>ut 
fvther  inquiry.  Judgment  has  not  yet 
been  delivered  in  the  matter. 

•  * 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Seeing  that  these 
tenants  have  now  been  out  sixteen  years, 
is  it  not  time  they  were  reinstated  f 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  The  land  cannot  be 
oompulsorily  acquired  until  judgment 
has  been  delivered. 

Mb.  FLAVIN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gttitleman  aware  that  the  receiver  of 
ihis  particular  estate  in  London  told  me 
tUs  tenant  would  never  put  his  foot 
inside  the  evicted  holding  1 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :  I  cannot  say  anything 
as  to  that. 

Ardfnrt  Estate,  Horth  Zerrj* 
Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  Linsey  Talbot 
Grosbie,  of  Ardfert,  has  sold  his  estate 
in  North  Kerry  to  the  tenants ;  whether 
the  Estates   Conunissioners  were  aware 


that  when  the  estate  was  being  sdid 
that  Mr.  Crosbie  had  in  hia  unmtmim. 
outude  of  his  demesne  land,  nearly  4m 
acres  of  gracing  land ;  and  whether  ^ 
Estates  Commissionen  sanctiQiied  ^ 
sale  of  the  tenanted  land  without  acqnir- 
ing  the  grasing  land  for  t£e  enlargement 
of  uneconomic  holdings  on  tha  estate. 

Mr.  BIRRELL:  The  Estates  Gem* 
missiofMrs  inform  me  that  the  tenanted 
portion  of  this  estate  was  purchased  sad 
vested  in  the  tenants  hi  19M.  The 
owner  applied  to  be  allowed  to  re-pnrcKi 
some  850  acres  of  demesne  and  other 
lands  in  his  own  occtipatioii,  but  this 
wae  not  sanctioned.  He  liaa  since  sr> 
ranged  to  sell  #ver  SOO  <aerea '  to  penoas 
coming  within  Section  S  o£  the  Iriili 
Land  Act,  1908i 

Mr.  flavin  :  Have  the  Bs«at«« 
Commissioners  acquired  this  estate  it 
their  own  price,  and  do  they  intend  tt^ 
divide  it  themselves  ? 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  I  must  hRve  noike 
of  that. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Will  the  right  hoa. 
Oendeman  make  representations  to  thev 
to  take  care  in  dividing  the  land  to  biar 
in  mind  the  needs  of  the  poor  people  of 
the  neighbourhood! 

Mr.  BIRRELL :  That  is  one  of  tk 
objects  Gff  acquiring  the  estate. 

Mr.  flavin  :  But  it. is  not  done. 

Cavan  and  Leitrim  BaOway. 
Mr.  F.  MBEHAN  (Leitrim.  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tW 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wbethff  b» 
has  received  a  copy  of  reeohrtisas 
passed  at  a  meeting  of  district  cotmdBas 
representing  the  ratepayers  in  thr 
guaranteeing  area  for  the  Cavaa  sad 
Leitrim  Railway,  held  at  Keahcasiaa, 
in  the  county  of  Leitrim,  on  9M  OetoM. 
1908;  and  whether,  having  refsrd  te 
the  facts  contained  therein  and  tW 
grievances  of  the  ratepayers  of  ikm 
districts,  he  will  grant  a  sworn  mquT 
into  the  management  and  wwkiaf  ^ 
the  said  railway  since  it  was 
for  traffic. 
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Hb.  BIRRELL  :  The  reBolutions 
sferred  to  were  received  on  30th 
Ifovember.  The  Irish  GovemmeDt  are 
a  correspondence  vnfh  the  Board  of 
Works  on  the  aubject. 

Ihudnun  Bar  Fiihnles. 

Captain  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (IreUnd)  whether  he  ie 
ftware  that  illegal  trawling  and  trammel- 
net  fishing  is  being  extensively  carried 
on  in  DUn&um  Bay,  County  Down, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  line  tishermeti 
of  Newcastle  and  other  villages  on  that 
coast :  and  will  he  say  what  steps  his 
Department  intend  to  take  to  put 
itop  tol*. 

Ub.  BIRRELL:  My  hon.  friend  has 
uked  me  to  ivgiy  to  the  Questions 
addressed  to  him  to-day.  As  regards 
illegal  trawling  in  Dundrum  Bay, 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  -  the 
reply  just  given  to  a  Questdon  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Downt. 
lie  use  of  tmnimel-neta  during  the 
day  ia,  in  the  absence  of  a  bye-law, 
illegal.  From  some  cause  t^  fishermen 
have  been  under  the  impression  that 
^e  pra^ice  was  legal  in  Dundrom  Bay. 
The  Departmttnt  are  about  to  submit 
a  bye-lAw  making  the  use  of  t' 
Higines  legal  during  tite  day  in  the 
place  in  question,  and  meantime  they 
have  felt  hesitation  in  directing  that 
prosecutions  should  be  instituted  against 
persons  for ,  following  4  pi^ctice  which 
has  be^n  many  years  in  operation. 

Captain  CRAIQ:  Has  the  Fishery 
Board  steamer  for  the  protection  of 
fisheries  patrolled  this  portion  of  the 
coast  for  the  last  five  years  V 

Mr.  BIRRELL  :    I  will  inquire. 

Irish  Trade  Fraudt. 
Mr.  FLYNN  :   I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President   of  the   Department   of   Agri' 
colture    (Ireland]    in    reference    to    b'' 
statement    at    the    Council    meeting    ( 
the  21th  instant  that  the  Departmei 
intend  to  increase  the  number  of  i 
spectora  with  a  view  to  the  detectit 
of  ftaid  and  adulteration  practised  I 


traders  in  Great  Britain  to  the  detrimeilt 
of  Irish  manufacturers  ani  producers, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  appointiog  one-  or  ^mpie  .c|ualified 
lady  inapectors  in  connection  with  the 
laoe,  crochet,  and  textile  industries  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  BIRRELL  :  The  statement  made 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Council  of  Agri- 
culture was  to  the  elect  that- during 
the  pa^t  six  raontha  the  stafi  employed 
by  the  Department  in  Great  Britain, 
few  the  detection  of  frauds  had  been 
increased  by  three  assistants,  and  that 
a  linen  expert  already  in  the  Depart- 
ment's service  had  been  detailed  to  deal 
specially  with  the  question  of  frauds  in 
Imen  goods.  It  is  not  proposed  further 
to  increase  the  staf  at  present.  The 
Department  have  in'  their  employment 
a  lady  inspector  who  is  qualified  to 
give  expert  evidence  on  samples  of 
crochet,  lace  and  other  work  of  the  kind. 

Me.  FLYNN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  it  was  largely 
owing  to  inspection  by  a  lady  that 
huge  frauds  in  connection  with  Irish 
lace  were  detected  in  London  and  a 
heavy  fine  infiictel  on  the  oflender 

Mb.  BIRRELL :  I  will  communicate 
that  lamentable  fact  to  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

Iriah  Agrienltural  Grant. 

Mb.  ESSEX  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Vice' 
President  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture (Ireland)  how  much  of  the  last  Vote 
'grantwi  to  the  Board  of  A^iculnwe 
and  Techincal  Education  (Ireland)  was 
devoted  to  the  sole  furtherance  of  Irish 
agricultural  interests. 

Mb.  BIRRELL  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  referring  to  the  Department's  Endow- 
ment Fund,  established  under  Sections 
15  and  16  of  the  Agriculture  and  Technical 
Iistracti  m  (Ireland)  Act,  1899,  the  present 
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to  Btatfi  wlikt  amonnt  thereof  is  solely 
devoted  to  those  intereatB. 

The  Oitrtoen  Diiturbtoeet. 
Mb.  JOHN  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
Martin  Finnerty,  of  Gurteen,  County  Gal- 
way,  was  arrested  on  Sunday  last  charged 
with  a  serious  oSence,  and  on  yesterday 
returned  for  trial  to  Limerick  Assizes 
which  were  then  proceeding,  and  if  Mr. 
Finnerty's  trial  is  forced  on  by  the  Crown 
will  he  not  be  deprived  of  reasonable 
c  pportunity  to  prepare  his  defence. 

Mr.  BIERELL :  Martin  Finnerty  was, 
as  I  am  informed,  returned  for  trial  in 
custody  to  the  next  Assizes  for  the  County 
of  Galway,  but  as  the  commission  for  the 
Winter  Assizes  is  one  of  gaol  delivery, 
I  am  advised  that  he  must  be  brought 
up  before  the  Judge  presiding  at  Limerick 
Winter  Assizes,  and  that  any  other  course 
would  be  a  violation  of  the  law.  It 
will  be  open  to  him  to  make  any  applica- 
tion for  the  postponement  of  his  trial 
which  he  may  be  advised  to  make,  and 
such  ftppli  cation  and  the  grounds  of  it 
will  no  doubt  be  fully  considered  by  the 
Judge. 

Mr.  JOHN  ROCHE  further  aaked  if 
on  the  previous  day  at  Limerick  thirty- 
one  jurors  were  not  ordered  to  stand 
aside  by  the  Crown,  and  was  not  that 
a  violation  of  the  pledge  given  by  the 
Attorney- General  for  Ireland  ? 

SAKER:  Order,  order.  Notice 
iven  in  the  usual  way.  The 
ought,  under  the  Standing 
have  been  submitted  to  me  be- 
asked  in  this  way. 

teUoneiT  O&oe  Contrmsti. 
ORGE  ROBERTS  (Norwich) ; 
i  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
dition  is  attached  to  tenders 
ffork  printing  for  the  Irish 
Office,  that  the  contract  must 
d  in  the  City  of  Dublin ;  if  so, 
te  the  reasona  for  such  stipula- 
l  whether  he  will  consider  the 
y  of  allowing  other  Irish  firms 
for  Government  printing. 


Thr  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 

THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Hobbocsk,  BriMoL 
E.) :  I  am  informed  that  of  the  mts 
book-work  printing  contracts  made  fay 
the  Stationery  Office  in  IreUad  fin 
must  be  executed  in  Dublin.  This  re- 
striction is  imposed  in  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  Public  Departments  who  caoFider 
it  necessary  that  the  printer  sltoiild  be 
close  at  band.  The  two  remoiniag  coa- 
tracts  may  be  executed  in  any  pvt  U 
Ireland.  I  understand  that  the  Kne 
necessity  is  felt  in  London  and  Edmbvf^ 
and  that  it  is  met  in  the  same  way,  name- 
ly, by  confining  the  execution  of  oertoia 
contracts  to  those  cities. 

Xathmoyle  Letter  DaliTwy. 

Mb.  MEAGHER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Post  master -General  if  he  will  rerouidfT 
bis  decision  of  not  granting  to  Hessn. 
James  Hogan  and  Patrick  Kennedy,  of 
Gaulstown,  Rathmoyle,  KilkeDoy,  a 
daily  delivery  of  their  letten  bov 
Tullaroan  ;  is  he  aware  that  Mr.  Hops. 
who  is  a  horse  and  cattle  doctOT.  and 
known  as  Mr.  Hogan  of  Tullaroan,  soflm. 
as  well  as  the  farmers  of  the  samnindisf 
districts,  inconvenience  by  reason  of 
their  letters  going  to  the  office  of  that 
place  and  being  redirected  ;  and.  »aot 
that  the  Tullaroan  postman  in  thr 
discharge  of  his  duties  passes  the  doen 
of  Messrs.  Hogan  and  Kennedy  ererr 
day,  thereby  rendering  it  of  no  cost  ct 
inconvenience,  will  he  recomneiMl  that 
this  grievance  be  removed. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  haw 
again  considered  the  matter  but  I  repet 
that,  for  the  reasons  which  I  reranthr 
explained  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  av 
unable  to  comply  with  his  request.  Tht 
Rathmoyle  office  is  only  one  mile  bom 
the  houses  in  question  whereas  lh> 
Tullaroan  office  is  three  miles. 

Mr.   MEAGHER:       Does   the   Fw 

Office  study  the  convenience  of  a  ita^ 
individual  rather  than  that  of  the  ptopt* 
of  the  district  ^ 

Mo.  SYDNEY  Bl'XTON :  Tto 
matter  has  been  considered  from  ik 
point  of  view  of  the  general  eonveninn. 

KilmMMB  uid  BobinstowB  Porta!  tyila- 

Mr.  SKEEHY  (Meath,  8..  1  hrt 
to  ask  the  Post  mast  er-Genetal  whetk« 
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be  is  aware  that  the  post  leaves  Kilmessan 
ftt  5.25  p.m.  for  Robinstown  to  connect 
«rith  the  post  car  {rom  Trim,  which 
irrives  at  Robinstown  at  9.45  p.m.; 
?riU  he  explain  why  almost  five  hours 
are  taken  to  cover  the  distance  from 
Kilmessan,  which  is  only  three  and  a 
half  miles  ;  will  he  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  arranging  for  the  post  to  leave 
Kilmessan  at  7.30  p.m.  to  meet  the 
mail  car  three  and  a  half  miles  away 
at  9 .  45  p.m. ;  and,  seeing  that  the  bag 
containing  the  morning  mails  from 
Dublin  reaches  Kilmessan  at  10.20  a.m. 
and  is  sent  back  empty  by  the  4.20 
train,  will  he  arrange  for  letters  in  reply 
to  English  letters  brought  down  at 
10.20  to  be  sent  back  in  the  bag  that 
is  now  sent  empty  at  4.20. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  The  post- 
man from  Robinstown  who  serves 
Kilmessan  is  already  absent  from  home 
for  more  than  thirteen  hours,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  right  to  extend  the  period 
of  absence  by  making  the  hour  of  the 
evening  collection  later.  The  existing 
service  is  carried  on  at  a  loss  to  the 
revenue,  and  I  regret  I  should  not  be 
justified  in  incurring  additional  expendi- 
ture on  a  day  mail  service. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  :  What  would  be  the 
amount  of  the  increased  expenditure 
involved  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  asked  for 
notice  of  that  Question. 

The  Arohbiahop  of  Tork. 
Mr.  McARTHUR  (Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether,  when  he  recommended 
the  Crown  to  prefer  the  Suffragan  Bishop 
of  Stepney  to  the  Archbishopric  of  York, 
lie  was  cognisant  of  the  views  which  had 
been  expressed  by  that  prelate,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Ecclesiastical  Discipline,  with  respect 
to  the  toleration  of  illegal  and  unauthor- 
ised ritual  in  the  Church  ;  and  whether 
lie  was  satisfied  that  the  said  Bishop, 
in  his  new  office,  would  respect  the  law 
as  declared  by  the  Courts  which  have 
jurisdiction  in  matters  ecclesiastical. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  :  Before  the 
Prime   Minister   answers  the    Question, 


may  I  ask  whether  in  future  in  making 
recommendations  to  the  Crown  for  high 
ecclesiastical  preferment  he  would  see 
that  the  gentleman  he  intends  to  re« 
commend  has  a  certificate  of  proficiency 
in  faith  and  morals  under  the  hand  and 
seal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  As- 
QUiTH,  Fifeshire,  E.) :  Tl  e  answer  to 
both  branches  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  .nJ 

Poor  Law  Relief  Disqualifloation. 
Mr.  ROGERS:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
work  of  pension  committees  is  being 
delayed  by  the  want  of  an  authoritative 
interpretation  of  the  clause  relating  to 
the  Poor  Law  disqualification  in  so  far 
as  it  applies  to  married  couples  in  receipt 
of  outdoor  rebef ;  and  whether,  as  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  and 
the  Local  Government  Board  are  seem* 
ingly  not  agreed  as  to  the  precise  effect 
I  on  the  status  of  the  vrif  e  of  the  legal  rule, 
which  enjoins  that  all  relief,  for  whom- 
soever granted,  shall  be  considered  as 
relief  given  to  the  husband,  he  will  state 
which  party  is  disqualified  in  the  three 
following  cases :  where  the  husband 
receives  relief  for  his  own  benefit,  where 
the  husband  receives  relief  for  the  benefit 
of  his  wife,  and  where  the  husband  re- 
ceives relief  for  the  benefit  of  himself  and 
wife. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  am  advised  that 
in  the  first  case  the  husband  alone  would 
be  disqualified ;  in  the  last  two  cases  both 
the  husband  and  the  wife  would  be  dis- 
qualified. 

Clergy  in  Parliament 
Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  in  the 
scheme  of  electoral  reform  which  he  has 
promised  to  submit  to  Parliament,  he 
will  include  a  revision  of  the  statutes 
which  forbid  ministers  of  the  Established 
Church  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  ASQUITH :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
am  not  in  a  position  at  present  to  make 
any  statement  as  to  the  provisions  of  the 
BiU  in  question. 
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y  Coal  Minet  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 
'Mr.  glover  (St.  Helens) :  I  beg  to 
a*k  the  Rrime  Minister  whether  he  can 
state  the  date  when  the  Report  stage  of 
the  Goal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2) 
ffiU  will  be  taken. 
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^n  regard  to  the  course  of  business  in  the 
immediate  future  ! 


Mr.  ASQUITH:  Owing  to  my  having 
given  two  more  days  to  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Education  BiU,  I  regret  that 
I<  am  unable  to  find  a  day  next  week 
for  the  Report  stage  of  the  Bight  Hours 
Kll,  but  I  am  hoping  to  take  it  on  Monday 
and  Tuesday  week. 


ADMISSION  TO  THE  GALLERIES. 

.  ♦Sir  G.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether 
you  have  arrived  at  any  decision  in 
regard  to  the  admission  of  strangers  to 
the  galleries  of  this  House,  and  whether 
in  your  opinion  any  restrictions  or 
regulations  are  necessary  to  safeguard 
ttie  proper  conduct  of  the  business  of 
the  House  ? 

*  ♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  Hoiue  seems 
to  regard  with  satisfaction  the  absence 
of  strangers  of  both  sexes  ;  but  I  think 
it  is  obvious  that  the  period  of  rest 
cannot  continue  for  e^Ror.  It  has 
occurred  to  me  that  probably  the  best 
way  of  solving  the  difficulty,  if  difficulty 
there  be,  is  that  the  House  should  con- 
sent to  the  appointment  of  a  small  Com- 
mittee for  the  purpose  of  considering 
under  what  new  arrangements  and  con- 
ditions, if  any,  the  galleries  might  be 
thrown  open  to  the  public  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  session. 

Mr.  LAURENCE  HARDY:  Cannot 
the  restrictions  as  to  the  admission  of 
strangers  be  reUxed  so  as^to  allow  Mem- 
bers to  introduce  experts  for  advice — 
as  has  been  done  in  the  case  of  Ministers. 

* 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  Experts  named  by 
the  leaders  of  the  respective  parties  have 
been  admitted. 


BUglNESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 


Mr.  ASQTJITH:  First  of  aH  witk 
regard  to  the  business  of  to-day,  I  haTv 
a  very  important  statement  to  make 
to  the  House,  which  is  that  the  (SovtrD- 
ment  do  not  intend  to  proceed  to-day  with 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Educatioii 
Bill.  I  need  not  give  any  special  reasoitf 
for  that,  except  to  say  that  as  we  are 
now  approaching,  or  should  approach 
in  accordance  with  the  allocation  of  time, 
under  the  Closure  O.^er,  the  consideratioii 
of  Clause  3,  which  is  the  clause  dealin|r 
with  contracting-out,  we  feel  that  in  the 
existing  conditions,  and  until  some  settle- 
ment has  been,  as  I  hope  it  may  be, 
arrived  at,  it  might  be  a  waste  of  Parlii- 
mentary  time^  and  perhaps  I  may  &U 
that  it  might  lead  to  the  interpositkn 
of  unnecessary  difficuHies  in  the  war  of 
approaching  a  seUlement,  if  we  were  iow, 
at  this  moment,  to  take  up  the  diBcuastoo 
of  that  particular  part  of  the  Bill  I 
shall  therefore  propose,  when  the  Order 
comes  on,  to  postpone  it  until  to-morrow. 
To-day  we  shall  take  the  Poisons  and 
Pharmacy  Bill — which  is  the  sixth  of  the 
Orders  of  the  day — the  White  Phon>hort>» 
Matches  Prohibition  Bill,  and  other  B3b 
which  stand  later,  on  the  Paper.  To- 
morrow and  Saturday  we  shall  go  on  witk 
the  consideration  of  the  Education  BO! 
in  Committee  and  also  on  Mondav,  Toee- 
day,  and  Wednesday.  On  Thursday  I 
propose*  to  move  the  suspension  of  the 
eleven  o'clock  rule  for  the  remainder 
of  the  session  and  to  make  a  statemest 
in  regard  to  public  btttineaa.  That  viO 
be  followed  by  a  Motion  to  allocate  the 
time  for  the  Report  stage  of  the  Educa- 
tion Bill,  and  after  that  the  first  Otitt 
will  be  the  Iteport  stage  of  the  Port  of 
London  Bill. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  asked  whea  it  wm 
intended  to  take  the  Second  R«adia| 
stage  of  the  Irish  Land  BilL 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  at  pmoit 
fix  a  date,  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  takf  H 
before  the  session  ends. 

Mr.     LAURENCE    HARDT    sAmI 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (City  of  London) :  i  whether  it  was  possible  for  xhtm  u 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  *  go  on  with  any  other  business  oi  sa 
whether  he  has  any  statement  to  make  j  allotted    day  for   the    Bdueatn    tUt 
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There  -was  certain  buiinesi  to  be  disposed 
of,  and  that  being  withdra^?^,  he  should 
like  Mr.  Speaker's  ruling  as  to  whether 
that  withdrawal  came  under  the  case 
of  disposal  of  the  business  contemplated 
by  the  last  two  clauses  of  the  GuiUotine 
(Mer. 

*Mr.  SPEAEBB  :  The  business  might 
be  postponed,  but  that  does  not  mean 
that  it  is  disposed  of.  If  the  first  Order 
is  not  proceeded  with  it  does  not  count 
as  an  idlotted  day,  and  in  that  case  the 
House  can  go  through  the  Orders  of 
the  day. 

Mb.  LAURENCE  HARDY  :  Is  this 
not  an  allotted  day  since  the  Education 
Bill  is  pat  down  as  the  first  Order  ! 

Mb.  BOWLES  (Lambeth,  Norwooa) 
asked  whether,  by'the  terms  of  the  Closure 
Resolution,  an  allotted  day  was  not 
defined  to  be  a  day  upon  which  this 
Bill  was  put  ddwn  as  the  first  Order. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  look  at  the  Closure  Resolution  he 
will  see  that  it  says :  **  Nothing  in  this. 
Order  shall  prevent  any  business  which 
under  this  Order  is  to  be  concluded  on 
allotted  days,  being  proceeded  with  on 
any  other  dajni." 

Mb.  VIVIAN  (Birkenhead):  May  I 
ask  whether,  in  allotting  time  for  future 
business,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  the 
Prime  Minister  will  bear  in  mind  the 
almost  universal  desire  of  this  House 
to  see   the   Housing .  Bill   passed   this 

session? 

« 

Mb.  ASQUITH  :  I  will  bear  that  in 
mind. 

Sm  GEORGE  DOUGHTY  (Great 
CMmsby)  asked  if  it  was  not  highly 

Erobable  that  the  Education  Bill  would 
e  dropped. 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 


HOUSING,     TOWN     PLANNING,     ETC. 
BILL  [TITLE  AMENDED]. 

Reported,    with    Amendments,    from 
Standing  Committee  B. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  345.] 


Minutes*  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed.-^ 
[No.  346.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing 
Committee),  to  be  taken  into  considera* 
tion  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  386.] 


SUMBiARY    JURISDICTION    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Scottish 
Bills. 

Report  to  lie  upon  th^  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  346.] 

Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Standing  Committee  to  be  printed. 
[No.  346.] 

Bill,  as  amended  (in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee), to  be  taken  into  consideration 
upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  387.] 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Ernest  Oeorge  PretymaJi,  .esquire,  fot 
the  County  of  Essex  (Mid  or  Chelmsford 
Division). 

'  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to  :  Children 
Bill,  with  ^Amendments. 


POISONS  AND  PHARMACY  BILL  [h.l.]/ 
Ord^er  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  TftE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Herbert  Samuel,  York- 
shire, Cleveland),  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said  that  the  Bill 
which  the  House  had  expected  to  take 
that  day  was  one  of  th?  chief  measures  of 
the  session,  while  this  Bill  was  of  purely 
d3partmental  importance.  If  this  sub- 
ject came  before  the  House  *f or  the  first 
time  or  if  it  raised  any  question  of  con- 
troversy, then  some  inconvenience  might 
be  caused  by  this  sudden  change  of 
scene,  but  in  view  of  th^^  history  and 
nature  of  the  Bill,  he  trusted  that  the 
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House  would  not  be  unwilling  to  co:  - 
sider  its  proposals.  The  Bill  had  three 
purposes.  Clause  1  brought  up  to 
date  the  Schedule  of  poisons  which 
was  attached  to  the  Pharmacy  Act  of 
1868,  in  the  light  of  the  knowledge 
of  medical  and  pharmaceutical  science 
which  had  been  acquired  in  the  last  forty 
years.    Clause  2  would,  he  thought,  be 


in  a  shop  belonging  to  a  drvg  store 
company  that  unqualified  penon  mu 
alone  to  be  punished  and  the  ecHnpta? 
could  not  be  punished,  because  it  was 
not  a  '*per8  *n"  wi  hin  the  raeaning  of 
the  Pharmacy  Act.  When,  however,  it 
was  proposed  to  amend  the  law  and  mski 
the  drug  store  companies  liable  in  ucH 
cases,  a  kee    controversy  at  once  anst 


warmly  welcomed  by  agricultural  Mem-  i  between  the  chemists  and  the  drug  stores, 
bers,  many  of  whom  he  saw  in  their  •  not  on  that  particular  point,  b«t  on 
places.  It  dealt  with  the  supply  of  I  another  one,  \  am-^ly,  whether  or  aot 
sheep  dips,  and  weed  killers,  and  pre-  <  drug  stores  should  be  allowed  to  nss 
parations  for  the  destruction  of  insects. !  the  title  of  chemists.  On  the  one  hand, 
which  contained  poisonous  materials  and  \  the  qualified  chemist  said  that  he  had 
which  at  the  present  time  technically  to  undergo  a  prok>nged  training,  that 
were  under  the  provisions  of  the  ordinary  he  had  to  pay  for  an  expensive  edaea- 
law.  Much  inconvenience  was  caused  i  tion,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  a 
by  the  restriction  on  the  sale  of  these  i  monopoly  of  this  business  of  dispeasisK 
commodities  to  persons  who  were  |  medicine.  Onthe  other  hand,  h  fnendsof 
chemists,  and  agriculturists  had  lone; !  the  drug  stores  pointed  out  that  they  for 
desired  that  some  other  facilities  shou!d  I  many  yea^s  past  had  been  carrying  oi 
be  given  for  obtaining  these  articles.  In  their  business  without  interbrenoe  by  the 
fact  the  present  law  could  not  be  enforced,  law,  that  they  supplied  a  popular  need, 
and  these  articles  were  largely  sold  by  !  and  that  to  deprive  them  of  the  title  tkev 
persons  who  were  not  qualified  under  '  h\  *.  long  been  actns'omcd  to  use,  wooU 
the  Pharmacy  Act.  Clause  2  providec^  \  practically  destroy  their  bnsineea.  On  thii 
that  where  the  existing  facilities  were  point  a  keen  controversy  arose.  Ilierevw 
insufficient — it  was  not  intended  to  |  a  babel  of  tongues.  The  letter-boxes  of 
compete  with  the  chemists  where  Members  of  Parliament  were  filled  with 
they  were  available  to  sell  these  articles  controversial  pamphlets,  and  the  ad- 
— the  local  authorities  might  licence  vertisement  columns  of  the  newipapen 
traders,  other  than  registered  chemists,  were  resplendent  with  m^*ifeeoes  •& 
to  sell  these  articles  subject  to  regula-  the  subject.  When  he  first  took  ip 
tions  which  were  to  be  made  as  pro- !  this  subject,  as  representing  in  this 
Tided  in  the  Bill.  This  proposal  followed  ,  Ho  se  the  Privy  Council  Office,  ia 
the  recommendation  of  a  very  strong  |  whose  sphere  the  matter  rested,  be  «i« 
Departmental  Committee  which  sat  on  told  by  both  parties  that  there  was  oahr 
the  subject  in  1901,  and  which  was  one  point  on  which  they  were  in  agree- 
appointed  by  the  late  Government,  and .  ment,  and  that  was  that  any  agreemeBt 
whxh  recommended  the  change  of  the  between  them  was  impossible.  Hotrawr, 
law  embodied  in  the  Bill.  With  regard  ^  fortunately,  now  the  case  wore  a  di&mit 
to  these  provisions,  there  was  little  ,  aspect.  The  Bill  w  is  introduced  this  mr 
difficulty,  and  he  imagined  tKat  there  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  a  nan-coatr^- 
could  be  no  objection.  There  were  also  a  versial  form,  leaving  open  this  rend 
few  other  minor  matters  embodied  in  the  question  in  dispute  between  theee  tw> 
later  clauses.  Butthe  third  miin  provision  important  trading  interest*.  The  BS 
•f  th-^  Bill  raised  a  point  which  had,  in  the  .  was  referred  to  a  Joint  Oonunittee  of  the 
X>a^,  given  rise  to  some  considerable  con-  two  Houses,  who  heard  evidence  fron 
troversy.  It  was  found  to  be  necessary  both  sides,  and  who  were  thoroughly  repve- 
that  companies  which  conducted  the  sentative.  This  Committee  repoited  the 
business  of  drug  stores  should  be  made  Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords  very  ckieely  i& 
liable  for  oCences  against  the  Pharmacy  the  form  in  which  it  now  stood.  Kare 
Act  committed  by  their  agents.  That  was  that  time  there  had  been  fmkmfftd 
a  proper  change  of  the  law  which  drug  negotiations  with  the  organised  iheiiiMti. 
stores  themselves  conceded  to  be  necessary,  with  the  representatives  of  the  drag  «toria« 
It  arose  out  of  a  legal  decision  that  where  and  with  the  representatives  of  the  co- 
an  unqualified  person  was  selling  poisons  operative    societies,  and  to-day  he  ms 
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happy  to  be  in  a  position  to  state  that  all 
three  parties  were  reconciled  with  one 
another,  that  they  all  accepted  the  Bill 
in  the  form  in  which  it  was  now  before 
the  House,  subject  to  some  amend- 
ments of  detail  of  a  very  technical 
character,  which  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
move  in  Committee.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, as  this  long  controversy  was 
now  at  an  end,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
consider  this  a  favourable  moment  to 
asse  t  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 


»» 


Sib  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) 
said  he  had  listened  with  interest  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleman, 
because  he  remembered  the  controversies 
to  which  he  alluded  which  took  place  at 
the  time  of  the  last  election.    He  re- 
collected that  he  had  a  very  long  inter- 
view wi  h  chemists  in  his  then  constitu- 
ency, and  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
while  something  could  be  said  on  their 
side  of  the  question  there  was  a  good  deal 
to  be  said  on  the  other.    There  did  not 
appea^  t )  him  to  be  the  slightest  hope  of 
any  agreement  being  arrived  at  between 
the  two  contending  parties,  but  now  he 
understood  that  an  agreement  had  been 
come  to.    He  had,  however,  had  two  com- 
munications  from   difierent   people   in- 
terested in  the  Bill,  and  he  would   like 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  a  few  questions 
in  regard  to  them.    The  first  commimica- 
tion  he  had  was  from  the  Grocers'  Associa- 
tion   in    London.    They    objected    to 
certain  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  regretted 
that  grocers  should  be  allowed   to   sell 
poisonous  substances,  provided  they  were 
wrapped  in  a  label  which  bore  the  name 
of  a  certified  chemist,  and  they  asked 
him  to   move  an  Amendment  to    this 
effect  when  the  Bill  got  into  Committee. 
This  was  an  extremely  technical   Bill, 
and  he  replied  that  he  did  not  think  that 
anyone  who  was  not    an  expert  in  the 
question  should  move   an   Amendment 
deali'^g  with  such  an  important  subject 
as  the  sale  of  poisons.    He  did  not  know 
whether  the   Orocers'    Association   was 
in  the  right  or  in  the  wrong,  but  what 
he  wanted  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
was  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 


the  sale  of  poisons  was  a  very  important 
matter    to    safeguard,    there    was    any 
foimdation    for   the    complaint   of   the 
Grocers'    Association,    whether   he   had 
looked   into   the   matter   and   whether 
any  alteration  should  be  made  in  the  BiD. 
Then  he  had  an  appeal  from  the  chemists 
in  his  constituency,  in  which  they  said 
that  at  last  this  matter  had  been  agreed 
to,   subject  to    an  Amendment   to    be 
introduced  by  the   right   hon.   Gentle* 
man  the  Under-Secretary.     He  thought, 
before  they  passed  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  they  ought  to  have  some  indica- 
tion   of    what    the    Amendment    wasy 
because  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill 
at  the  moment  was  not  an  agreed  one, 
but  that  it  rather  resembled  the  Educa- 
tion Bill,  which  was  brought  in   as   an 
agreed  measure,  but  when  they  got  into 
Committee  they  found  that  it  was  the 
reverse.    This,    therefore,    was   not    an 
agreed  Bill ;  that  was  to  say,  the  chemists 
did  not  agree  except  on  the  understanding 
that  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  would 
introduce  an  Amendment  which  would 
suit  their  aims  and  objects.    He  did  not 
wish  to  say  a  word  about  the  Amend- 
ment, he  did  not  know  what  it  was,  but 
they  ought  to  know.    It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  no  doubt  there  was  con- 
siderable grievance  on  the  part  of  the 
chemists,  and  while  he  quite  agreed  that  a 
company  could  not  be  prosecuted  for 
committing  any  offence  committed  by  its 
servants,  that  commonly   the  servants 
would    be    prosecuted,    and   that   that 
wanted  altering,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
nothing  should    be  done  which  would 
prevent  large  chemist  companies  continu* 
ing  a  business  which  they  had  carried  ou 
for  a  considerable  time.    They  had  been  a 
very  great  boon  to  the  poorer  .classes  on 
account  of  the  high  prices  charged  by 
chemists,  whereas  they  could  now  go  to 
places  like  Boot's  Stores  and  get  drugs 
at  prices  much  more  reasonable.     While 
they  ought  to  safeguard  the  rights  of  the 
chemists,  they  ought  not  to  give  them 
a  monopoly  which  would  allow  them  to- 
charge    excessive   prices.    He    did    not 
wish  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
and  he  was  glad  that  the    right  hon» 
Gentleman  had  been  able  to  secure  an 
agreement  on  the  question.      He  hoped 
the  Home  Secretary,  who  had  not  spoken,, 
would  inform  them  what  was  the  Amend- 
ment which  it  was  proposed    to  move. 
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flo  that  before  they  went  to  a  Second 
Beading  they  might  hav^  some  know- 
ledge of  what  they  were  assenting  to. 

Mb.  F.  E.  smith  (Liverpool,  Walton) 
said  he  only  desired  to  add  an  observa- 
tion to  what  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
friend,  and  the  Under-Secretary  would 
acknowledge  that  he  was  intervening  in 
the  debate  with  no  desire  to  consume 
the  time  of  the  House,  because  a  year 
ago  he  waited  upon  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  as  a  member  of  a  deputation 
which  called  attention  to  the  undoubted 
grievance  which  was  then  felt  by  chemists. 
He  only  rose  to  ask  how  far  the  chemists 
the  hon.  Oentleman  had  mentioned 
could  be  relied  on.  He  had  heard 
some  of  the  chemists  in  his  constituency 
^expressing  a  little  doubt  as  to  the  Amend- 
ment at  was  contemplated  to  introduce 
in  the  Bill.  He  could  not  pretend  that 
he  was  in  entire  agreement  with  what 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  friend  as  to  the 
quarrel  between  the  chemists  and  the 
corporate  body,  but  he  would  venture 
to  say,  in  qualification  of  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  friend,  that  chemists 
who  had  undergone  a  highly  specialised 
education  in  order  to  fit  themselves 
for  their  occupation  felt  it  a  very  great 
grievance  that  they  were  not  to  enjov 
the  same  status  as  medical  and  legal 
practitioners.  The  Government  should 
indicate  in  a  general  Way  what  the  nature 
of  the  Amendment  which  it  was  proposed 
to  put  into  the  Bill  would  be,  so  that 
the  House  in  giving  it  a  Second  Reading, 
should  not  be  in  the  dark,  but  able  to 
feel,  having  the  advantage  of  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Under-Secretary,  that  they 
were  not  failing  in  carrying  out  the 
pledges  they  had  given  to  their  con- 
stituents. 

Mr.  WINFBEY  (Norfolk,  S.W.)  desired 
to  say,  as  the  Member  placed  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  of  the  Pharmaceutical  Society, 
that  after  the  negotiations  which  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  the  clause  dealing  with,  chemists 
was  now  considered  quite  satisfactory  to 
the  Pharmaceutical  Society..  The  clause 
which  it  was  proposed  to. introduce  had 
l)een  placed  before  the  largest  meeting 
of  thei  Society  that  had  ever  taken  place, 
and  .they  ,expi:Q9s^d  themselve^i'as  being 
qui]b^  .satisfied.,..,!  -         ... 

Sir  F.  Bcmhvkry, 


Mn.  F.  E.  SMITH  asked  if  the. Amend- 
ment might  be  read. 

*Mb.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  the 
point  was  an  extremely  technical  one, 
and  not  easy  to  follow.  The  efiect  of  the 
clause  as  it  would  appear  when  amended 
was  that  a  drug  store  must  have  a  duly 
qualified  chemist  in  charge  of  the  aotusi 
dispensing  of  the  medicines  containing 
the  scheduled  poisons.  That  was  the 
present  law,  and  would  be  continued,  but 
in  addition  to  that  a  drug  store  company 
must  also  have  a  superintendent  to 
manage  the  poisons  department  of  the 
company.  This  superintendent  tousi 
be  a  director  of  the  company  if  the 
company  wished  to  use  tne  title 
of  chemist  and  druggist.  If  the 
company  had  got  only  one  shop,  the 
superintendent  and  the  dispenser  would 
be  one  and  the  same  person,  but  if  the 
drug  company  had  a  number  of  shops, 
it  must  have  a  duly  qualified  chemist 
as  dis|)enser  in  each  shop  to  dispense  such 
medicmes,  and  must  also  have  a  general 
manager  of  the  poisons  department, 
who  was  a  qualified  chemist.  The 
drug  companies  and  chemists  agreed 
to  that  as  a  reasonable  solution  of  the 
whole  question.  The  title  pharmacist 
was  limited  to  chemists  and  druggists 
individually  registered,  but  the  drug 
stores  which  conformed  to  all  the  con- 
ditions could  still  retain  the  title  chemist 
and  druggist. 

YisoouNT  HELMSLEY  (Yorkshire, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  asked  for  a  little  more 
information  on  one  or  two  points. 
Clause  2  had  not  been  explained 
very  adequately.  The  point  he  was 
anxious  to  safeguard  was  that  no  undue 
difficulty  should  be  put  in  the  way  of 
agriculturists  and  horticulturists  ob- 
taining weed-killers  and  sheep  dips,  or 
whatever  might  be  required  for  their 
purposes.  It  was  also  essential  that  no 
onerous  conditions  should  be  put  upon 
those  who  sold  these  things.  At  present, 
these  articles  could  be  sold  by  anybody 
without  a  licence.  The  clause  in  questicn 
went  f  urthet  than  was  necessary  in  restrict* 
ing  the  sale  of  these  articles.  Vendors  had 
to  get  a  licence  from  the  local  authority, 
and'^  to  conform*  to  any  regulations 
which  the  local  authority  made.  The 
BiH  said  the  local  authority  in  grantHig 
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licence  should  have  regard  to  the 
reasonable  requirements  of  the  public. 
He  did  Aot  think  that  was  quite  a  fair 
way  of  putting  it.  The  local  authority 
might  say :  "  One  very  good  sheep  dip 
is  being  sold  by  so-and-so,  therefore 
we  will  not  give  a  licence  to  somebody 
else  to  sell  another  dip"  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  some  qualified  to  judge,  might 
be  just  as  advantageous.  He  did  not 
think  it  should  be  in  the  power  of  a  local 
authority  to  withhold  a  licence  for  such 
a  reason  as  that.  He  thought  a  licence 
ought  to  be  given  whenever  it  was  applied 
for.  With  regard  to  Clause  3  it  was 
vei^  satisfactory  to  hear  that  the  quarrels 
between  the  retail  chemists  and  the  drug 
stores  had  been  compromised.  The  com- 
promise seemed  very  fair  all  round. 
With  regard  to  Clause  5,  the  Home 
Secretary  would  remember  that  he 
addressed  a  Question  to  him  recently 
with  reference  to  the  sale  of  vitriol,  and 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  assured  him 
that  the  control  of  the  sale  of  vitriol 
was  a  point  that  was  going  to  be  carefuUy 
safeguarded  iii  this  Bill.  Subsection  (2) 
undoubtedly  dealt  with  the  sale  of 
vitriol,  but  at  the  same  time  he  did  not 
think  that  labelling  it  poison  and  taking 
the  name  of  the  purchaser  would  be 
sufficient  to  make  the  procuring  of  vitriol 
more  difficult  than  it  was  at  present.  It 
would  be  of  considerable  advantage  if 
the  hon.  Member  would  inform  them 
what  the  regulations  were  likely  to  be 
under  the  proposed  Order  in  Council. 
Outrages  of  vitriol  throwing  had  been 
far  too  common  of  late,  and  he  was  sure 
ttiat  the  House  would  be  willing  to  adopt 
any  method  which  was  considered  ad- 
visable to  make  the  purchase  of  this 
substance  as  difficult  as  possible.  If  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Member  were  satis- 
factory on  this  point,  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr;  REES  (Montgomery  Boroughs) 
said  this  Bill  had  come  on  so  suddenly 
that  he  had  not  had  time  to  look  up 
his  papers  dealing  with  two  different  in- 
terests the  representatives  of  lyhich  had 
asked  him  to  watch  the  Bill  and  see  that 
certain  guarantees,  if  possible,  were  given 
before  it  was  passed.  He  was  not 
opposing  the  Second  Reading.  Among 
the  interests  which  were  being  touched  by 
the  Bill  were  those  of  the  sellers  .of  weed 


killers  and  sheep  dips.  These  piepf^ia- 
tions  were  chiefly  sold  by  ironmongers, 
and  in  his  own  district  there  was  some 
feeling  between  the  chemists  and  iron- 
mongers in  regard  to  this  mattec.  In 
boroughs  of  the  class  which  he  repre- 
sented, there  was  a  large  rural  area 
together  with  an  urban  area,  and  there 
was  an  intimate  connection  between 
the  surrounding  country  and  the  town. 
There  was  keen  competition  between 
the  ironmongers  and  the  chemists,  and 
he  should  like  to  know  from  the  Under- 
Secretary  whether,  under  the  Bill,  the 
sale  of  weed  killers  and  sheep  dips  by 
ironmongers  would  be  stopped.  He  was 
inclined  to  think  that  that  would  be  a 
rather  harsh  measure  which  would  be 
resented  by  agriculturists  near  country 
towns.  He  practically  agreed  with  his 
noble  friend  opposite  on  this  matter,  and 
he  would  be  greatly  obliged  if  the  Under- 
Secretary  would  deal  with  the  question 
he  had  put. 

Mr.  hicks  beach  (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury)  said  it  was  very  important 
that  agriculturists  throughout  the 
country  should  not  be  put  to  any  kind 
of  inconvenience  in  regard  to  obtaining 
weed  killers,  sheep  dip,  and  similar 
preparations  which  they  required.  What 
would  be  the  difference  between  the  law 
as  it  now  existed  and  as  it  would  be 
made  by  Clause  2  in  regard  to  the  ordin- 
ary agriculturist  ?  He  was  not  a  chemi- 
cal expert,  but  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that  there  were  certain  sheep  dips  and 
weed  killers  which  contained  substances 
other  than  "  arsenic,  tobacco,  or  the 
alkaloids  of  tobacco,"  mentioned  in  the 
clause,  though  he  saw  in  the  same  clause 
that — 

"Hi«  Majesty  may  by  Order  in  OQunoil 
amend  this  provifsion  by  adding  thereto  or 
removing  therefrom  any  poisonous  substance." 

That  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  unnecessary 
and  possibly  harsh  restriction.  Takp 
his  own  experience.  He  ha^  used  a 
substance,  w^icK  was  cooiposed  ot  some 
poison  or  other,  he  did  not  know  wh^t  it 
wa^,  to  rub  on  the  backs  of  his  cattl^. 
This  ^ad  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
water-fly  settling  upon  them,  thus  giving 
the  animals  relief  and  preventing  tiem 
from  galloping  about  the  field,. tq  «!8&pe 
the  insect.  It  would  be  an  u^eqf $sBi:yy 
harsh  J   restriction    if    a.  i^rrr^jr'  ;flould 
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not  purcliase  the  substance  except  at 
the  place  of  a  registered  chemist.  As  he 
read  Clause  2  he  would  not  be  able  to 
purchase  it  elsewhere  unless  an  Order  in 
Council  was  obtained.  That  Order  in 
Council,  he  presumed,  would  go  to  the 
county  coimcil,  from  the  county  council 
to  the  district  council,  and  from  the  dis- 
trict council  to  the  person  who  desired 
to  sell  the  particular  preparation.  That 
was  a  very  lengthy  process,  and  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  place  a  restriction  of 
that  kind  in  the  Bill.  He  should  like  the 
Under-Secretary  to  tell  them  what  would 
be  the  actual  effect  of  this  clause  upon  the 
agriculturists  of  the  country,  whether  it 
would  make  any  serious  difference  in  their 
opportimities  to  purchase  these  necessary 
articles  containing  poisonous  substances 
which  every  farmer  had  to  us^  at  some 
period  of  the  year,  and  whether  he  could 
not  see  his  way  to  removing  or  altering 
Bubsection  (I)  of  Clause  2,  by  making  it  a 
little  more  feasible  for  agriculturists  to 
obtain  these  preparations.  Another  point 
which  he  desired  to  raise  was  with 
reference  to  subsection  (3)  of  Clause  3. 
He  understood  that  chemists'  companies 
were  to  be  registered  as  chemists  and 
druggists,  and  not  as  pharmacists,  and 
that  this  had  b^n  agreed  upon  by  all 
parties  concerned,  and  therefore  no 
objection  was  made  to  that  provision. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  was  under- 
stood to  iadicate  assent. 

Mr.  SCOTT  (Ashton-under-Lyne)  said 
they  were  told  that  this  was  an  agreed 
Bill,  but  there  was  a  clause  in  it  the 
inclusion  of  which  in  the  agreement  he 
couli  not  understand.  He  referred  to 
subsection  (4)  of  Clause  3,  which  insisted 
that  before  a  business  carried  on  by  a 
company  could  be  described  as  a  chemists' 
business,  there  must  be  one  director  of 
the  concern  who  was  a  duly  registered 
pharm*iceutical  chemist.  Take  the  posi- 
tion of  Whiteley's  Stores,  or  the  Army 
and  Navy  Stores,  or  any  other  of  those 
great  organised  businesses,  each  with  a 
chemist  and  druggist  department.  How 
was  one  man,  who  had  received  a  Univer- 
sity education  perhaps,  and  had  become 
a  qualified  chemist,  to  take  part  in  the 
administration  of  those  huge  businesses? 
He  thought  such  a  provision  ought  not 
to  be  forced  on  any  concern.    By  all 

Mr  Hiehs  Bs$d^ 


means  let  them  provide  farther  protectioa 
for  the  public,  but  in  the  carryug  out  of 
an  organised  business  it  was  no  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  House  to  iidiirt 
such  a  condition  upon  these  gnat 
business  undertakings.  They  had  Bom« 
knowledge  of  the  attitude  sometime 
taken  by  the  Pharmaceutical  Societr. 
who  caused  to  be  inflicted  on  thoM 
who  sold  anything  which  came  sndcr 
Pharmaceutical  Acts  a  fine  of  £5  or  £1(>. 
There  was  no  appeal  against  that.  A 
person  was  at  once  brought  up  to  the 
County  Court.  He  had  even  knovi 
cases  m  which  a  fine  had  been  inflkt«d 
though  the  article  sold  was  not  poisonot*. 
Articles  which  usually  contained  poisons 
in  order  that  they  might  be  told  br 
co-operative  societies  and  stores  kad 
the  poisons  removed  from  them.  b«t 
many  people  who  carried  on  stores  aad 
had  sold  these  preparations  with  tW 
poisons  removed  had  been  anjaftlr 
fined  because  there  couU  be  no  appeal, 
and  the  fines  were  collected  bj  t^ 
County  Court.  He  himnelf  had  c*c- 
siderable  doubt  about  giving  thc^ 
societies  increased  powers.  Let  thm 
give  the  public  authorities  or  the  pvbhc 
inspectors  all  the  assistance  they  coold. 
but  they  ought  not  to  give  ovw  t«» 
committees  of  c^emista  or  any  tAht: 
body  the  power  to  inflict  penalties  a&c 
administer  the  law  of  the  coontrr 

Lord  BALC  ARRES  (Lancaahire,  CWc 
ley)  thought  the  remarks  of  the  km. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  vcvr 
just.  He  understood  that  subeectioa  (4) 
of  Clause  3  was  being  modified,  b«t  ^ 
gathered  that  the  change  did  not  apvtv 
to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mcsbrr 
below  the  gingway.  To  require  tiat 
a  qualified  chemist  should  be  pkcM 
on  the  board  of  the  Army  and  Sarr 
Harrod's,  Parker's,  Boot's  or  other  r«« 
paniss'  stores  was  to  put  upon  them  avert 
onerous  obligation  mdeed. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Therarr 
all  agreed. 

Lord  BALCARRE8  arimd  wWlWr 
the  Army  and  Nav^  Sura  W 
agreed  to  have  a  qualified  cheairt  <« 
their  board  because  thev  had  » 
chemist's    department  t      IWj     kirv 
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w]  at  compromises  were  in  vague  con- 
vesations  and  how  di33rent  they  were 
when  they  came  to  be  reduced  to 
the  precise  language  of  the  draftsman 
in  a  Bill.  The  chemist's  department 
in  these  big  businesses  represented  an 
infinitesimal  fraction  of  those  businesses, 
and  it  was  very  unfair  to  ask  those  big 
companies  to  bring  on  to  their  boards 
men  who  very  likely  would  be  per- 
fectly useless  on  general  commercial 
questions  in  order  to  qualify  for  the 
term  "  chemists,'*  which  he  should  say 
those  companies  were  as  much  entitled 
to  use  as  any  great  firm.  That  was 
a  point  which  required  consideration. 
The  Under-Secretary  had  revolutionised 
Clause  3  by  Amendments  proposed  to 
subsection  (4),  but  until  those  Amend- 
ments were  on  the  Paper  they  could  not 
know  what  their  purport  would  be. 
There  were  two  points  to  which  he 
wished  to  advert.  One  was  the  e£Eect 
of  this  proposal  on  the  ordinary  business 
man  who  sold  these  substances  in  the 
country  districts ;  and,  secondly,  as  to 
the  extended  powers  which  the  Home 
Office  was  going  to  take  upon  its  shoulders 
under  the  BiU.  Everyone  knew  that 
in  agricultural  districts  these  poisons 
were  now  sold  by  the  local  "  vet.,'* 
and  the  veterinary  surgeon,  though 
not  always  qualified  to  take  that  title, 
knew  what  these  articles  were.  He 
knew  what  the  ordinary  proportions 
were  and  he  dealt  in  articles  which  were 
as  a  rule  made  up  for  him  by  some 
respectable  chemist  in  a  neighbouring 
town,  and  he  almost  defied  the  Home 
Office  to  say  that  the  scandals  which 
had  been  caused  in  the  last  few  years 
by  the  illicit  use  of  poison  could  in  the 
smallest  percentage  of  cases  be  traced 
to  these  country  veterinary  officers. 
It  was  not  with  them  that  the  scandal 
began  nor  upon  them  that  these  severe 
measures  should  fall.  The  scandals 
began  in  the  bogus  urban  chemist's 
shop.  That  was  where  pois  ns  were 
improperly  bought,  and  it  was  against 
them  only  that  it  was  really  ne.essary 
to  invoke  all  these  immense  powers. 
As  the  Bill  was  drafted,  the  ordinary 
veterinary  surgeon,  who  for  years  past 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  suppljring 
sheep  dip  to  farmers,  would  have  to  obtain 
^  licence.  He  did  not  see  why  the  local 
authority  should  be  allowed  to  prevent 

VOL,  CXCVIL    [Fourth  Skuis.] 


this  man  from  selling  these  poisons  un- 
less it  could  be  shown,  and  it  had  not 
been  shown,  that  it  had  been  the  cause 
of  scandal  in  the  past.  His  real  objec* 
tion  to  the  way  the  Bill  was  drafted 
was  that  a  general  scheme  was  laid 
down  by  Parliament,  and  that  actually 
within  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill  the 
Government  took  to  itself  the  right  to 
abrogate  all  or  any  portions  of  the  Bill. 
By  subsection  (3)  of  Clause  1  the  Home 
Office  was  entitled  to  lay  down  the 
most  minute  conditions  governing  the 
trade  of  men  who  dealt  in  those 
poisonous  substances. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The  Privy 
Council. 

Lord  BALCARRES:  But  that  is  under 
the  Home  Office. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  Not  at  all. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  then  it  ought 
to  be. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL:  The 
Home  Office  has  never  dealt  with  the 
question  of  poisons  or  medical  questions. 
They  have  always  been  the  business 
of  the  Privy  Council. 

Lord  BALCARRES  said  they  had 
not  the  experts.  The  Home  Office 
was  the  Department  dealing  with  ex- 
plosives. There  were  two  items  in 
Schedule  1  which  were  material  in- 
gredients of  the  most  dangerous  explosives 
in  the  world.  He  was  not  going  to  attack 
the  Home  Office.  He  wa6  going  to 
criticise  the  growin*'  tendency  of  this 
Oovemment  to  take  the  right  in  its 
Bills  to  abrogate  what  Parliament  had 
settled.  He  thought  the  Home  Office 
could  make  regulations  of  a  far-reaching 
character.  Apparently  he  was  wrong, 
and  it  was  not  the  Home  Office  but  the 
Privy  Council,  but  it  made  very  little 
difierence.  Let  the  House  consider  the 
six  sub-heads  on  which  regulations  were 
to  be  made:  first  as  to  the  granting  of 
licences  and  the  selection  of  authorities 
which  had  that  duty ;  then  the  duration, 
renewal,  revocation,  suspension,  exten- 
sion and  reduction  of  such  licences. 
That  seemed  to  ensure  that  a  poor  man 
who  had  got  his  licence  was  to  have  no 
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peace.  It  said  that  all  kinds  of  regulations 
might  be  made  about  keeping,  inspecting 
and  copying  the  register  of  licences,  and 
the    keeping,    transporting,   and    selling 
of    poisonous    substances.    That    really 
was  giving  a  Government  Department 
too  much  latitude.    He  was  not  opposed 
to  making  proper  regulations  for  dealing 
with  these  poisonous  substances,  but  he 
thought  a  Qovemment  Department  at 
Whitehall,  in  drawing  up  its  regulations, 
was  often  apt  to  overlook  the  difficulties. 
A  man  living  in  the  country  might  safely 
keep    his    poisonous    substances    in    a 
manner  which  would  be  intolerable  in 
London.    He    knew   cases    where   local 
authorities  had    themselves   kept  sub- 
stances of  a  highly  dangerous  character 
in  a  box  by  the  side  of  the  road  for 
years,  and  no  objection  had  ever  been 
taken.    It    was    known    it    was  .there, 
but  it  was  not  dangisrous  because  it  was 
in  an  out-of-the-way  part  of  the  country, 
and  the   material   was   concealed  in   a 
wood.    Now  they  made  a  precise  declara- 
tion which  would  apply  to  London  just 
as  much  as  to  the  wild  lands  of  some 
03untry  parish,  and  the  regulations  were 
bound  to  be  harassing.     The  only  safe- 
•  guard  that  the  public  had  was  that  the 
Order  in  Council  was  to  be  placed  before 
Parliament,  but  what  was  the  good  of 
that  ?     There  was  no  protection  in  it. 
It  was  a  purely  nominal  afPair.    Ques- 
tions might  be  asked  on  it,  but  that  was 
no  check  upon  the  Privy  Council,  which 
had  not  a  representative  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     But  the  Department  also 
put  restrictions  in  Clause  5  on  the  sale 
of   certain    mineral    acids,    which   they 
said  must  have  the  word  "  poison  "  on 
the  outside  of  the  bottle,  and  the  name 
of  the  person  who  sold  it.    That  was  a 
perfectly    futile    regulation.     Everyone 
who  had  been    interested   in  the  cases 
which  had  recently  occurred,  and  which 
had    been    wholly    urban,    knew    that 
where  a  man  had  been  charged  with 
having  failed  to  mark  '* poison"  outside, 
the  label  had  got  wet  and  had   come 
off.    They  should  deal  with  these  matters 
in  a  much  more  specific  manner,  and 
insist   that  the   bottle   itself  should  be 
marked  and  not  a  label  stuck  on  which 
might   come   off   in   a   moment.    They 
had   power   to   make   new   regulations. 
Clause  2  took  special  power  at  any  time 
to    revise     or    with^aw    the    regula- 1 

Lord  Bdloarrea.  i    . 


tions  which  had  been  made,  and  there 
was  a  penalty  of  £5.  He  had  received 
a  good  deal  of  correspondence  with  regard 
to  the  Bill,  and  a  good  many  of  his 
correspondents  were  unaware  that  an 
agreement  had  been  arrived  at.  They 
viewed  the  Bill,  if  not  with  hostility, 
certainly  with  some  suspicion.  If 
Clause  3  had  been  agreed  to  so  muck 
the  better.  It  put  a  long  and  tiresome 
controversy  out  of  the  way.  But  he 
was  quite  sure  the  Under-Secretary 
oufi[ht  to  give  adequate  time  before  any 
further  stage  of  the  Bill  was  taken. 

♦Mr.   IDRIS    (Flint    Boroughs)    said 
very  little  was  obtained  by  the  chemists 
on    the    joint    committee,   but  having 
regard  to  the  urgent  need  for  legislation 
a  compromise  had  since  been  arrived  at 
with    everybody   concerned    as    far  as 
he  could  judge.    The  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies Association  and  the  Co-operatiTe 
Stores   agreed  to,  and  such   companies 
as  John  Barker  and  Company  stronglv 
supported  these  restrictions.      The  regu- 
lations which  might  be  made  as  to  the 
substances  which  might  be  put  in  and 
taken  oiit  of  the  Schedule  by  the  Govern* 
ment  Department  were  objectionable  to 
him,  as  also  were  a  good   many  of  the 
powers  given  under  the  Schedule,  but  to 
some  extent  he  found  in  other  countries, 
such  as  France  and  Germany,  Government 
Departments  undertook  this  dutrandthe 
work  was   done   remarkably   well.    He 
had     had     as     an      interested      party 
several      times      jointly     with      others 
to  make    representations  to   the    Privr 
Council,  and  he  had  come  to  the   god- 
elusion   that   business  was    done    there 
remarkably     well,    and     the     publiea- 
tion     of    these    proposed     regulatiow 
would  certainly  enable  those   who  ob- 
jected to  them  to  make  representatiofi» 
to  the    Government   Department »    and 
in     all     probability    they    could   ob 
tain      modifications     if    neceasarv     in 
the  public  inteieet.    The  noble  Lord  hid 
spoken  of  the  licences  applying  in  aB 
towns,  even  in  London.    There  were  not 
many  sheep  in   London.     He   belieyri 
they  were  intended  to    apply  only  to 
agricultural  districts  where  it  was  a  id 
farmers  found  it  difficult  to  ol>tain  th«^ 
poisons.    The  inspection  of  the  boob  o< 
licence-holders  was  an  absolute  necessitr 
for  the  public  safety  in  order  to  tnn^ 
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ci8e9  of  criminal  poiso  ling.  In  nearly  all 
cases  of  poisoning  by  arsenic  the  poison- 
ing went  on  until  several  members  of  a 
family  had  been  killed  before  it  was 
suspected.  It  was  not  until  there  had 
been  a  large  number  of  deaths  that  the 
suspicion  of  neighbours  was  aroused  and 
inquiries  were  made.  In  the  country 
it  was  quite  a  common  superstition 
among  horse-keepers  that  arsenic  gave 
horses  a  glossy  coat.  The  present  state 
of  the  law  was  simply  chaos  with  regard 
to  the  sale  of  poisons.  There  was  no 
sufficient  check  on  anything,  and  the 
restrictions  in  this  Bill  were  very  much 
in  the  public  interest.  Some  people  were 
not  satisfied  with  the  measure— in  fact, 
many  chemists  were  far  from  satisfied  with 
it.  The  only  thing  in  the  Bill  in  favour 
of  chemists  was  that  in  future  they  would 
be  able  to  call  themselves  pharmacists. 
Many  of  the  details  would  be  best 
threshed  out  in  Committee.  He  could 
assure  the  House  from  a  close  study  of 
this  question  that  the  Bill  contained 
nothing  prejudicial  to  the  public  interest, 
whibt  on  the  other  hand  it  was  very 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  receive  a 
sympathetic  reception.  One  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  there  ought  to  be  a  more 
stringent  restriction  on  the  sale  of 
vitriol,  but  having  regard  to  the  many 
interests  concerned  he  thought  they  had 
chosen  the  best  compromise.  They 
had  given  the  makers  of  agricultural 
po'^o  18  and  the  purchasers  of  them  every 
possible  facility  and  they  had  protected 
the  title  of  "  chemist "  to  some  extent. 


Mr.  COURTHOPE  (Sussex,  Rye) 
asked  the  Government  to  make  it 
quite  clear  that  it  Was  not  in- 
tended by  Clause  2  to  make  it  more 
difficult  but  easier  to  obtain  poisons 
aecessary  in  agricultural  pursuits,  and  he 
appealed  to  tl^  Under-Secretary  of  State 
br  the  Home  Office  to  see  that  the  Orders 
in  Council  were  issued  with  the  utmost 
despatch.  It  was,  for  instance,  very 
important  that  fruit-growers  should  be 
able  to  get  the  materials  for  tiieir  spraying. 
Probably  a  great  deal  of  the  mixture  used 
vrould  be  used  this  winter  for  winter 
spraying,  audit  was  of  the  utmost  import* 
ance  that  they  should  be  able  to  obtain 
it  before  it  was  too  late.    He  hop0d  also 


the  Government  Would  see  their  way  to 
extend  somewhat  the  exceptions  to  the 
Act,  because  there  were  a  variety  of  sub- 
stances which,  although  not  of  general 
use,  w^re  very  valuable  in  cartain  isolated 
cases.  There  ware  one  or  two  diseases 
with  which  fruit-growers  had  to  contend 
in  which  it  was  almost  nec3S3ary  to  use 
cyanide '•  of  di^erent  kinds.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bear  that  in 
mind  and  consider  whether  it  was  not  also 
possible  to  extend  the  list  to  csrtain  well- 
recognised  animal  medicines,  which  one 
found  or  ought  to  find,  in  every  Well-con- 
ducted stable.  He  did  not  think  it  ought 
to  be  necessary  to  go  to  a  chemist  to  obtain 
those  things.  It  was  sometimes  difficult 
to  obtain  wha^  one  wanted,  and  it  was 
inconvenient  always  to  have  to  go  to  a 
registered  chemist.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  make  this  point 
quite  clear,  because  the  agriculturists  of 
the  country  Were  very  eager  to  have 
Clause  2  placed  upon  the  Status-book 
this  year,  and  that  he  would  see  that  no 
uidue  delay  occurred  before  the  Orders  in 
Council  were  issued  and  the  advantages 
of  the  clause  obtained. 


Mr.  ANNAN  BRYCE  (Invernesa- 
Burghs)  suggested  that  in  the  exceptional 
circumstances  the  Under-Se^rjtary  to  the, 
Home  Department  should  either  put  the 
terms  of  the  new  clause  on  the  Order 
Paper  or  furnish  them  to  the  Press,  so 
that  everybody  interested  would  see 
exactly  how  the  matter  stood.  H  e  thought 
the  House  would  agree  that  some  regula- 
tions in  the  way  of  licensing  wore  necessary. 
In  many  parts  of  the  country  some  of 
these  poisons  were  kept  by  grocers  and 
general  storekeepers,  and  if  the  person 
who  had  charge  of  them  was  careless 
there  was  a  danger  of  the  bag  containing 
the  ingredients  of  sheep-dip,  for  example, 
bursting  and  the  contents  getting  mixed 
with  other  goods  sold  in  the  shop.  It 
was  certainly  necessary  that  the  local 
authority,  which  Was  acquainted  with 
the  character  of  the  persons  who  retailed 
those  poisons,  should  be  consulted  as  to 
whether  they  were  suitable  persons  to 
hold  a  licence.  The  Bill  was  an  immense 
improvement  and  produced  some  ordei; 
out  of  chaos.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  able  to  announce  an 
agreement  on  this  long-argued  question. 

3  0  2 
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Mr.    ASHLEY     (Lancashire,    Black- 
pool)    said    there    were     two    reasons 
why    he     supported     this     Bill.       In 
the  first  place  it  was  a  Bill  that  had 
come  from  another  place,  where  he  was 
sure   it   had    received    full   and    ample 
discussion   and   consideration ;     and   in 
the  second  place  no  guillotine  Motion 
had  been  put  upon  it.    He  also  supported 
the  Bill  because  he  understood  it  was 
a  compromise  arrived  at  between  the 
chemists  and  the  drug  store  companies. 
Like  other  hon.  Members,  he  had  had 
during  the  last  two  years  innumerable 
communications,  not  only  from  his  own 
constituents,  but  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  urging  him,  on  behalf  of  the 
chemists,  to  resist  the  Bill  before  the 
House ;    and   he   had   also   had   repre- 
sentations from  the  companies,  pointing 
out  that  their  demands  were   just   and 
asserting  that  the  chemists  were  most 
unreasonable  people.     It  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  know  what  was  right  and  proper 
in  these  matters,  but  as  they  had  been 
assured    by    the    Under-Secretary    and 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  spoke  for 
the    Pharmaceutical    Society    that    the 
Bill    was    satisfactory,    as    non-experts 
they  did  not  need  to  indulge  in  much 
•criticism  on  the  Second  Reading.    He 
did  not  think  it  was  quite  reasonable 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ashton  to  state 
that  he  strongly  objected    because  one 
director    of    these    trading    companies 
had   to   be   a    qualified   chemist.    This 
Bill  was  a  compromise,  and  therefore, 
neither  side  could  hope  to  get  all  they 
wanted.    They  had  an  instance  of  the 
difficulty    of    arranging    a    compromise 
in  the  case  of  the  Education  Bill,  which 
was  now  in  a    very  parlous  condition. 
If  the  representatives  of  companies  in 
the  House    were  going  to  oppose  the 
Second  Reading  or  criticise  it  because 
they    could    not    get    everything    they 
wanted,  and  refused  to  budge  to^meet 
the    chemists,    then    he    thought    they 
must    rather    despair    of    getting    any 
legislation  on  the  subject.    From  what 
he  had  heard  he  thought  this  was  a 
fair  compromise,  and  therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Second  Reading.       As  re- 
garded Clause  2,  subsection  (1),  which 
Hid  down  that   those  who  were  to  be 
allowed  to  sell  certain  poisons  were  to 
have  a  licence  from  the  local  authoritv, 
he    most   strongly  supported  that  prc- 


posal.  The  people  who  sold  those  poiMx» 
ought  to  be  under  some  superviskm, 
and  he  could  imagine  no  better  bodt 
than  the  local  authority  to  have  tlie 
supervision  of  these  people.  He  pre- 
siuned  that  in  towns  the  aathoritT 
would  be  the  borough  council,  and  i& 
the  counties  the  county  coonciL  Ow 
hon.  Member  had  urged  that  the  lift 
of  poisons  sold  by  these  people  oogkt 
to  be  extended,  but  he  hoped  the  ri^t 
hon.  Oentleman  would  be  very  careftti 
in  extending  the  list  of  poiaons  wbrk 
might  be  sold  by  these  more  or  1h» 
irresponsible  people,  because,  althoQ|!)i 
they  were  licensed,  they  were  not  like 
properly  qualified  chemists.  He  did 
not  think  that  dangerous  poisons  shoold 
be  put  into  the  hands  of  inexpni- 
enced  people  in  view  of  tie  rsb 
which  the  last  speaker  had  potntfd 
out  might  arise  if  these  people  wiw 
allowed  to  continue  as  in  the  pMi 
to  store  and  sell  these  thini«. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Oentlemao  ia  kii 
reply  would  state  why  Irehod  was  to  bt 
treated  differently  from  Rngfand  sad 
Wales  in  this  matter.    If  be  ooold  tx- 

(lain  subsecticm  (a)  of  Section  6  he  wodd 
e  obliged,  becMiae  a  more  ooiragM 
instance  of  legislation  by  refereoes  hi 
had  never  read.  The  fobsectioQ  was  ai 
follows : — 

**  For  the  reference  to  the  Vhmrmaef  Ad, 
1868,  there  shall  be  sabetttated  a  fcienw*  u 
the  Pharmacy  Act  (Iiekad).  1875.  aad  tW 
Pharmacy  Act  (Ireland),  1875,  Ameadmmt 
Act,  1890,  and  the  reference  to  RgvktMM 
made  mider  Section  1  of  the  firit  Bwtwirf 
Act  shall  not  apply.** 

Was  it  reasonable  at  five  minutes  nock* 
to  ask  the  House  to  criticise  such  a  nb- 
section  as  that  ?  There  was  onlv  ou 
other  point  which  he  wished  to  rai»r. 
It  was  a  point  which,  though  it  mi|^t  br 
impossible  to  deal  with  it  under  ilm  BiT. 
it  would  be  advisable  to  include  if  timf 
could  be  found  to  do  so.  Ke  rae*at  that 
some  means  should  be  found  to  deal  witk 
the  extensive  use  of  morphia  and  otbf 
drugs  which  had  unhappily  becot 
prevalent  in  this  country,  not  only  ai 
men  but  also  among  women.  He  nociDK 
that  Section  5  of  the  Bill  said — 

**  It  shall  not  be  lawful  to  wQ  any 
to  which  this  section  appBee  by 
the  box,  bottle,  fewel,  wrapper,  • 
which  the  substance  is  contsinsd  is 
labelled  with  the  name  of  the  snhstanr* 
woid  '  Poison,*  and  with  the 
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of  the  seller  of  the  substance,  and  unless  such 
other  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  under 
this  section  by  Order  in  Council  are  complied 
with  .  .  .  .* 

Subsection  (2)  of  the  same  clause  said — 

*'  The  substances  to  which  this  section  applies 
are  sulphuric  acid,  nitric  acid,  hydrochloric 
acid,  soluble  salts  of  oxalic  acid,  and  such  other 
sabstances  as  may  for  the  time  being  be  pre- 
scribed  by  Order  in  Council  under  this  section." 

Though  perhaps  when  this  Bill  was 
originally  introduced  the  question  which 
he  raised  now  was  not  in  the  minds  of  the 
promoters,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  could  see  his  way 
to  include  in  the  list  of  substances,  with 
respect  to  which  regulations  might  be 
made  from  time  to  time  by  Order  in 
Council,  morphia  and  other  things  which 
were  used  in  the  drug  habit.  They  had 
been  trjring  to  legislate  about  drinking, 
and  they  had  not  agreed  as  to  the  means 
to  be  taken  to  decrease  it,  but  really  the 
drug  habit  in  this  country  was  insidiously, 
and  without  the  whole  nation  knowing, 
doing  nearly  as  much  harm  as  drinking. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see 
his  way,  either  in  this  Bill  or  in  some  other 
wav,  to  introduce  such  measures  as  would 
diminish  the  facilities  for  obtaining 
these  drugs  from  chemists  and  other 
people,  he  would  do  more  than  could  be 
done  by  any  Licensing  Bill  to  promote 
morality  and  upright  conduct  in  this 
country. 

J£k.  VIVIAN  (Birkenhead)  said  the 
co-operative  societies  had  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years  resisted  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  but  what  was  called  the 
compromise  had  given  them  all  the 
satisfaction  they  required.  There  were 
just  two  points  he  wished  to  deal  with. 
First  of  all  the  Bill  did  not  prevent  co- 
operative bodies  from  carrying  on  the 
business  of  chemists  and  druggists. 
The  first  portion  of  subsection  (4)  of 
Clause  3  gave  ample  power  to  carry  on 
business.  There  was  no  restriction  of 
any  kind  in  that  direction.  The  other 
point  had  reference  to  the  question  of 
title.  There  had  been  some  difference 
of  opinion  on  that  point  between  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  and  the  co-opera- 
tive organisations.  The  chemists  pro- 
tested against  the  use  of  the  personal 
title  of  chemists  or  pharmacists  by 
corporate  bodies,  but  they  were  willing 
that  these  bodies  should  use  any  title 
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which  would  place  before  the  public 
full  information  of  the  fact  that  they 
were  carrying  on  this  business.  They 
might  therefore  adopt  such  names  as 
"  Drug  store,"  "  Drug  selling  depart- 
ment," "  Pharmaceutical  department," 
"Department  of  chemistry,"  "Dis- 
pensing department,"  "  Sale  of  medicines 
and  drugs  departments,"  or  even  "  Phar- 
macy and  drugs  department."  The  co- 
operative bodies  said  that  that  was 
sufficient  to  meet  their  views,  and  they 
had  no  desire  to  trench  on  the  personal 
title,  po  long  as  they  were  able  to  carry 
on  this  particular  business.  The  second 
portion  of  the  subsection  left  them  free  to 
carry  on  business  under  such  titles  as 
he  had  mentioned.  There  remained, 
therefore,  no  substantial  difference 
between  the  co-operative  bodies  and 
the  chemists.  Personally,  he  objected 
to  all  kind«  of  restrictions.  He  sympa- 
thised with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  on  that  point. 
In  what  he  had  said  he  had  expressed 
the  views  of  1,500  co-operative  organisa- 
tions. He  believed  he  had  also  ex- 
pressed the  views  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  Stores,  and  similar  institutions. 
The  powers  contained  in  the  clause 
would  amply  serve  their  purpose 


Mr.  FORSTER  (Kent,  Sevenoaks) 
in  supporting  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  said  he  especially  favoured  the 
measure  because  it  dealt  with  the  subject 
raised  by  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Blackpool.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  steps  should  be  taken  to  remedy 
the  evil  which  had  come  to  be  known 
as  "the  drug  habit."  He  thought  it 
would  be  some  consolation  to  his  hon. 
friend  to  know  that  this  Bill  did  some- 
thing to  stiffen  up  the  law  with  regard 
to  the  sale  of  morphia  and  other  pre- 
parations. 

Mr.  ASHLEY  :  Where  is  the  pro- 
vision ? 

Mr.  FORSTER  said  it  was  provided 
for  in  this  way.     Clause  1  said — 

'*  Schedule  A  to  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1868 
(which  specifies  the  articles  to  be  deemed 
poisons  within  the  meaning  of  that  Act),  is 
hereby  repealed,  and  the  schedule  to  this  Act 
shall  be  substituted  therefor." 

The  schedule  of  the  Act  of  1868  did 
not    contain    any    reference    to    opium 
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or  any  of  the  preparations  derived  from 
opium.  The  schedule  of  this  Bill  included 
''  Opium,  and  all  preparations  or  admix- 
tures Gontainirg  1  or  more  per -cent, 
of  morphine."  Section  17  of  the  Act  of 
1868  stated  the  conditions  under  which 
it*  was  Unlawful  to  sell  poisons,  and  hy 
applying  that  Act,  as  amended  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  to  opium 
they  were. really  making  a  very  drastic 
alteration  of  the  law  which  he  most 
heartily  welcomed.  There  was  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  drug  habit  was 
largely  on  the  increase.  It  was  one  of 
the  most  insidious  and  deplorable  dis- 
eases to  which  man  or  woman  could 
succumb,  and  anyone  who  knew  of  its 
ravages  could  not  feel  other  than  grateful 
to  those  who  were  making  it  possible  to 
do  something  to  deal  with  the  question. 
He  knew  somethicg  of  the  eyil  of  the 
drug  habit.  He  happened  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  a  voluntary  conamittee  which  was 
formed  to  inquire  into  the  genuineness 
of  one  of  the  cures  for  inebriety  which  had 
been  established  in  the  Metropolis.  Their 
proceedings  wefe  full  of  interest.  The 
committee  had  before  them  cases  in 
which,  so  far  as  they  were  able  to  tell,  an 
absolute  cure  had  been  efEected.  The 
stories  of  misery  which  were  told  by  the 
people  who  had  been  cured  almost  brought 
tears  to  the  eve,  even  of  a  hardened 
politician  like  himself.  He,  for  one, 
would  feel  real  gratitude  for  any  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  something  to  make  more 
difficult  the  acquisition  by  those  un- 
happy people  of  the  drugs  which  they 
abused.  That  reason  would  make  the 
Bill  acceptable  to  him  if  there  was  no 
other.  He  supported  the  suggestion  that 
vitriol  should  be  included  in  the  schedule. 
He  would  be  very  glad  to  see  the 
conditions  of  the  sale  of  these  drugs 
stiffened. 

♦Mr.  hedges  (Kent,  Tonbridge) 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  latter 
part  of  subsection  (4)  of  Clause  3,  which 
he  d  d  not  think  was  necessary.  Chemists 
joalously  guarded  the  use  of  the  title 

chemist,"  and  it  appeared  from  the 
•pei'ch  of  the  hon.  Member  f<  r  Birkenhead 
that  corporations  and  large  companies 
who  had  been  taking  that  title  were  no 
longer desirousofusingit.  Under  thelatter 
part  of  Clause  3,  the  monopoly  of  the  iwe 
of  the  title  "  chemist "  had  been  taken 

Mr.  Forsttr, 


away,  and  the  title  of  "pharmacist*' 
was  given  instead.  It  was  not  altogether 
fair  to  men  who  had  served  a 
long  apprenticeship  and  who  had  after 
study  passed  difficult  examinations,  to 
deprive  them  of  this  title  of  "  diemist " 
and  give  them  that  of  **  pharmacist,''  a 
term  which  would  be  obscure  to  the  man 
in  the  street. 

Sir  henry  CRAIK  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said  that  the  Bill 
had  come  on  so  suddenly  that  he  had 
been  unable  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
full  opinion  of  his  constituents  on  the 
subject  matter  of  the  Bill,  although  he 
had  had  a  great  deal  of  correspondence 
about  it.  There  were  many  more  points 
of  interest  in  the  Bill  than  those  to  which 
the  Under-Secretary  had  referred.  He 
was  not  particularly  interested  in  Clause  3, 
which  seemed  to  him  to  deal  with  some 
compromise  as  to  trade  regulations 
between  chemists  and  druggists.  He  was 
afraid  that  compromises  were  not  much 
in  favour  just  now ;  and  they  were  apt 
to  be  made  between  two  branches  of  a 
trade,  as  in  this  instance,  without  any 
real  consideration  for  the  interests  of  the 
public.  The  fact  that  a  compromise  had 
been  made  between  the  two  branches  of 
this  particular  trade — the  chemists  and 
the  druggists— did  not  recommend  the 
Bill  to  him.  The  really  important  part 
of  the  Bill  Was  Clause  2.  As  he  under- 
stood it,  the  clause  did  away  with  the 
restrictions  that  now  existed  with  regard 
to  the  sale  by  tradesmen  of  sheep  dips 
and  other  poisonous  substcmces  used  for 
agricultural  and  horticultural  purposes. 
Was  there  any  other  country  in  the 
world,  except  our  own,  which  imposed 
so  few  restrictions  on  the  sale  of  poisons 
of  the  sort  referred  to  in  the  Bill  ?  "Why 
should  the  general  health  of  the  com- 
munity be  disregarded,  and  proper 
scientific  precautions  not  be  taken,  and 
this  widespread  sale  of  poisonous  sub- 
stances be  allowed,  because  it  was  a  little 
,  more  convenient .  to  the  farmer  to  get 
them  from  the  nearest  grocer's  shop! 
It  seemed  to  him  that  they  were  now 
proposing  to  give  a  very  dangerous 
relaxation  of  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
sale  of  poisons^  such  as  would  not  be 
permitted  in  any  other  country,  certainir 
not  in  France  or  Germany  whose  examples 
were  so  often  quoted.    A  large  class  of 
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people  were  required  to  qualify  them- 
selves by  a  long  course  of  study  and  by 
obtaining  University  degrees  after  strict 
examination,  before  they  could  enter  upon 
a  certain  business,  in  which  they  were 
entitled  to   certain  privileges.    Was   it 
fair  to  those  people  to  sweep  away  the 
whole    system   under   which   they   had 
obtained  those  privileges  simply  because 
agricultiiral  constituents  of  certain  hon. 
Oentlemen  Would  find  it  a  little  more 
convenient  to  have  free  trade  in  poisons 
carried  on  by  ignorant  persons  ?    After 
all,    would    other    professional    people, 
like  his  friends  who  Were  members  of  the 
Bar,  and  their  medical  brethren  who  had 
passed  severe  examinations  and  qualified 
themselves    for   those    professions,    like 
the  restrictions  on  the  practice  of  their 
professions  swept  away,  and  be  told  that 
their  work  could  be  done  equally  well  by 
unqualified  men  ?    Were  these  dangerous 
poisons  to  be  spread  over  the  country 
under  the  guise  that  they  were  useful 
for  agricultural  or  horticultural  purposes  ? 
He  felt  very  strongly  that  the  restrictions 
instead  of  being  relaxed  should  be  care- 
fully guarded  so  as  to  prevent  the  ordin- 
«iy  uneducated  man  selling  dangerous 
poisons,  even  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
he  a  benefit  to  a    particular   industry 
such  as  agriculture.    Clause  4  interfered 
with    the    existing    provisions    relating 
to  the  Pharmaceutical  Society ;    it  con- 
siderably modified  its  power  of  granting 
their  certificates ;   and  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  know  what  other  changes  were 
proposed.    The    scientific    qualifications 
^d  tests  of  professional  skill  Were  to  be 
taken  away,  and  instead,  licences  were  to 
he  granted  by  local  authorities.    Was  it 
reasonable  that  the  House  should  leave 
it  to  an  Order  in  Ck)uncil  to  say  what  was 
a  local   authority  in   which   this   very 
important  power  of  granting  a  licence  was 
to  be  vested  ?    Parliament  itself  should 
lay  down  what  was  the  local  authority 
whose  licence  was  to  be  in  substitution 
for   a    scientific    education.    While    he 
would  not  oppose  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  he  trusted  the  right   hon. 
Oentleman  would  give  the  House   time 
enough  to  consider  these  matters  before 
they  took  the  Bill  in  Committee. 

^  ♦Mr.  B.  S.  STRAUS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Ai\t  Bnd)  thought  there  were  certain 
pa)idsions  in  the  Bill  which  ought  to  be 


amended    before    it    became    an    Aot^ 
Although  the  drug  habit  was  increasing 
in    this    and    all   other   countries,  this 
Bill    would  not  do  much  to  interfere 
with    it.    It    simply    made    it    illegal 
that  certain  things  should  be  sold  except 
by  a  qualified  chemist,  but  the  whole 
mischief  was  the  ease  with  which  thelatteif 
could  sell  articles  which  were  injurious 
to  health.    He  was  not  sure  that  there 
was  not  greater  harm  in  the  drug  habit 
than  in  the  drink  habit,  but  both  were 
so  harmful  that  it  lay  upon  Members 
to  do  everything  they  could  to  restrict' 
the  sale  of  them.    There  was  an  articM 
sold  to-day  called  "chlorodyne"  which 
was  labelled  "  poison."      When  he  was 
chairman  of  the  largest  asylum  in  London 
a  poor  creature  was  brought  there  who 
had  taken  large  quantities  of  this  mixture^ 
very  much  to  her  detriment.    He  asked 
her  how  she  got  the  stufi,  and  she  said 
that  it  was  true  it  was  labelled  "poison,'* 
but   she   could   go   to   a   chemist    and 
although    he    would    only    sell    her    a 
bottle  she  could  go  on  to  other  chembts 
and  get  more.    Although  the  dose  was 
only  about  twenty  drops  she  had  taken 
two  or  three  teaspoonfuls  many  times 
a  day,  and  of  course  it  had  the  effect, 
which    most    of    these    drugs    had,    of 
turning    her    brain.     He    was   hoping 
that   the   Government   would  introduce 
into  a  Bill  of  this  kind  provision  making 
it  more  difficult  for  the  general  public 
to  get  drugs  of   a  dangerous  character* 
What    often    happened     was     that     a 
patient    got    a    doctor's     prescriptiotf 
for    morphia    or     some    other  drug  of 
that  character,  and  although  it  might 
be    years    old    it    was   hawked   about 
from   chemist   to    chemist,    and    what 
was  an  excellent  thing  for  the  complaint 
the  patient  was  sufiering  from  at  the 
time,  proved  most  dangerous  when  it  waff 
taken  permanently.    Although  the  pre- 
scription    was    two    or     three     years 
old  the   chemist  would  supply  a  bottle 
of  it,  and  often  the  person  producing 
the  prescription  said  he  was  going  to  the 
South  of  France,  or  for  a  sea  voyage,  and 
he  should  like  half-a-dozen  bottles,  and 
very   often  he  got  it.    He  knew   of  a 
person  who  had  a  prescription  for  chloral 
in  rather  heavy  doses,  and  he  had  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  getting  a  large  quantity 
of  it  at  a  time,  but  the  stores  suppliM 
half-a-dozen  bottles   on   the   plea   tha^ 
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lie  was  going  yachting  to  Norway  a,nd 
Sweden.  The  person  who  obtained  that 
quantity,  he  need  not  inform  the  House, 
was  not  any  better  for  it  when  he  came 
back.  He  was  hoping  that  it  would  be 
quite  possible  for  the  Government  to 
insert  some  clause  to  make  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  a  doctor,  in 
giving  a  prescription  of  a  dangerous 
character  containing  a  poison,  should 
affix  a  date,  and  make  it  illegal 
for  a  chemist  to  dispense  that  dangerous 
drug  after  a  month  had  elapsed. 
This  was  not  merely  his  own  opinion, 
but  from  repeated  conversations  with 
eminent  medical  men  he  knew  that 
would  be  popular  with  the  healing 
profession.  The  danger  was  now 
being  rather  accentuated  by  the  putting 
up  of  most  dangerous  drugs  in  compressed 
or  tabloid  form,  and  people  were  using 
them  because  they  could  get  them  so 
easily.  He  had  said  before,  and  he 
repeated  that  he  believed  the  love  of 
drags  was  as  bad  as  that  of  drink  and 
if  they  could  get  an  opportunity  restrict- 
ing this  traffic  it  was  their  duty  to  do 
it,  and  he  believed  that  no  measure 
would  be  more  useful  to  the  community 
than  one  which  would  make  it  more 
difficult  to  get  the  drugs  which  were  so 
popular  among  the  drug-taking  fraternity. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  last  speaker 
as  regarded  the  naming  of  the  authority 
which  should  have  this  important  duty 
put  upon  it  under  the  Bill.  He  thought 
it  should  not  be  left  to  an  Order  in 
Council,  but  ought  to  be  decided  by 
the  Government.  He  congratulated  the 
parties  to  this  dispute  on  coming  to  a 
fair  compromise,  but  he  hoped,  before 
the  Bill  became  an  Act,  some  clause 
would  be  inserted  which  would  make 
it  more  difficult  for  the  drug-taking 
population  to  secure  drugs,  so  that 
they  should  not  get  them  with  the 
same  amount  of  ease  with  which  they 
could  get  them  now.  Although  it  might 
not  be  known,  he  was  sure  that  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  misery  and  disease 
which  certain  classes  of  our  population 
were  suffering  from  to-day  was  owing  to 
their  having  taken,  at  some  time  in  their 
lives,  drugs  which  did  not  show  the 
bad  effects  at  once;  and  in  regard  to 
the  well-being  of  our  people  no  measure 
would  be  of  greater  or  wider  use  for  the 
benefit   of   all   than   a   measure   which 

Mr,  B,  S,  Straus. 


would  restrict  the  facflities  f<Mr  getting^ 
these  dangerous  compounds.  He  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  for  him  to- 
say  anything  more,  except  again  to 
ask  the  Qovernment  to  insert  the  local 
authority  that  should  have  cast  upon 
it  the  important  duty  of  giving  a 
certificate  to  the  person,  who  might 
dispense  these  articles,  and  not  leave 
it  simply  to  the  machinery  of  an 
Order  in  Council,  under  which  different 
authorities  might  be  named.  He  also 
hoped  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  put  something  in  the  Bill  to 
restrict  the  sale  of  those  articles  which 
were  sapping  away  the  livesand  happiness 
of  our  people. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  it  was 
quite  correct  that  Clause  2  of  ihe  Bill 
made  the  sale  of  poisonous  substances 
more  free,  but  those  who  objected 
ignored  apparently  the  exact  state  of 
the  facts.  All  over  large  tracts  c^ 
country  the  law,  as  it  was  at  present^ 
was  set  at  defiance,  and  had  been  for 
years.  He  did  not  so  much  mean 
set  at  defiance  as  broken  by  general 
consent,  owing  to  the  enormous  neces- 
sity for  the  supply  of  these  drugs. 
What  was  the  position  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  lived  in  the  country  kner 
perfectly  well  that  there  were  large 
districts  in  Ireland  where  tiie  town 
was  so  small  that  a  properly  qualified 
druggist  and  chemist  could  not  exist 
Were  they  going  to  say  to  the  poorer 
farmers  in  such  districts  that  they  ahooki 
not  be  allowed  to  get  sheep-dip  and 
preparations  of  that  land?  A  sal^ance 
which  had  not  been  mentioned,  bm 
which  he  thought  ought  to  be  mentioned^ 
was  sulphate  of  copper.  There  were 
hundreds  of  tons  needed  where  no 
chemist  was  likely  to  have  it.  Sulphate 
of  copper  was  required  for  spraying 
potatoes,  and  it  was  sold  in  every  stor& 
in  every  country  town.  The  result  had 
been  that  in  large  districts  of  the  Gountir 
the    Act    of  1868  had  been  for  manr 

• 

years  a  dead  letter,  and  these  neeessarr 
poisons  were  sold  for  ihe  convenience 
of  everybody.  It  was  recognised  by 
everyone  that  convenience  mast  over- 
ride the  law.  He  was  stating  what 
was  an  absolute  fact ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  the  Government  were  per- 
fectly  right  in   bringing  the   law  into 
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hannony  with  the  facts  of  the  case. 
He  thought  the  Govemment,  so  far 
from  curtailing  the  rights  given  under 
Section  2,  ought  to  extend  them  to  all 
these  sul^tances  which  were  commonly 
used  by  the  country  people  for  the 
destruction  of  fungi,  or  for  sheep-dips, 
or  spraying  potatoes  or  fruit  trees.  He 
thought  aU  these  ought  to  be  included 
under  Section  2,  and  it  ought  not  to  be 
left  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in  Council 
to  investigate  this  question.  What  was 
the  use  of  leaving  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant to  inquire  whether  sulphate  of 
copper  was  useful  when  everybody  knew 
it  wast  Clause  2  was  an  absolute  neces- 
sity for  the  convenience  of  the  rural 
districts,  and  in  those  districts  cases 
of  poisoning  were  exceedingly  rare. 
Whenever  there  was  a  case  it  was 
generally  rat-poison  that  was  used,  and 
seldom  anything  else.  Clause  2  did 
not  apply  to  rat-poison  or  anything 
containing  strychnine.  He  thought  the 
olau33  was  necessary,  and  hoped  the 
Qovemment  would  stick  to  it. 

Captain  CRAIG  (Down,  E.)  said 
that  owing  to  this  Bill  being  br  )ught  on 
them  at  short  notice,  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult for  some  of  them  who  were  interested 
in  the  subject,  and  who  represented 
another  part  of  Lreland  than  that 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  At  the  same  time,  they  were 
entrusted  with  the  task  of  trying  to 
elicit  from  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  what  compromise  had  been  concluded 
with  regard  to  the  chemists  and  druggists 
in  Ireland.  He  understood  from  the 
new  clause  read  out  that  it  only  referred 
to  chemists  and  druggists  in  England 
and  Scotland,  but  anyone  who  turned 
to  the  end  of  the  Bill  would  see  that  a 
certain  portion  of  the  measure  applied  to 
Ireland,  and  he  imderstood  that  great  dis- 
satisfaction had  been  evinced  among 
certain  sections  of  the  chemists  in  that 
country  with  jregard  to  Clauses  2  and  3. 
The  Under-Secretary,  in  reading  out  the 
new  clause,  made  no  mention  whatever 
of  how  it  would  be  affected  by  Clause 
7,  which  said  that  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  relative  to  the  regulation 
and  sale  of  certain  poisonous  substances 
for  agricultural  and  horticultural  pur- 
poses, and  to  restrictions  on  the  sale  of 


certain  mineral  acids,  should  apply  to  Ire* 
land  with  certain  modifications.  Clause  2 
dealt  chiefly  with  the  poisons  which 
were  used  in  the  production  of  agri* 
cultural  articles — ^sheep  dip,  and  so  on, 
and  it  would  be  found  there  that  so 
much  of  the  Pharmacy  Act,  1868,  aa 
made  it  an  offence  for  any  person  to 
sell  or  keep  open  a  shop  for  the  sale  of 
poisons,  unless  he  was  a  duly  registered 
pharmaceutical  chemist  or  chemist  and 
druggist,  and  conformed  to  the  regula- 
tions imder  Section  I  of  that  Act,  should 
not  apply  to  poisonous  substances  con* 
taining  certain  materials,  such  as  arsenic, 
tobacco  or  alkaloids  of  tobacco,  to  be 
used  exclusively  in  agriculture  or  horti- 
culture. Clause  2  was  rather  obscure, 
in  so  far  that  the  Act  to  which  it  referred, 
the  Act  of  1868,  had  twenty-eight 
clauses,  and  in  considering  Clause  2  of 
this  Bill  it  was  necessary  to  go  through 
the  whole  of  the  Act  of  1868  to  see 
what  portion  of  it  referred  to  the  sale 
of  these  poisons.  That,  taken  by  itself^ 
was  a  matter  of  considerable  labour, 
but,  in  the  circumstances  imder  which 
this  Bill  was  introduced,  it  was 
an  absolute  impossibility.  He  would 
like  to  ask,  was  Ireland  included  in  the 
compromise  referred  to  ? 

♦Mb.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  the 
later  clause  affecting  the  position  of 
chemist  and  druggist  companies  did  not 
affect  Ireland. 

Captain  CRAIG  replied  that  if  that 
were  so,  a  large  section  of  the  chemists 
of  Ireland  thoroughly  objected  to  the 
Bill.  He  had  understood  that  some 
arrangement  had  been  come  to  by 
which  Clause  3  would  be  extended  to 
Ireland.  If  that  was  so,  it  would  be 
acceptable  to  the  chemists.  The  only 
part  of  the  Bill  which  referred  to  Ireland 
was  Clause  2  and  a  part  of  Clause  6 
referring  solely  to  the  sale  of  articles  con- 
nected with  agriculture  and  horticulture* 
If  only  Clause  2  was  applicable  to  Ire- 
land, he  would  like  to  ask  whether  there 
was  anything  in  the  Bill  to  allow  the  right 
of  sale  to  be  extended  to  those  who  were 
connected  solely  with  horticulture  and 
agriculture  in  Ireland.  There  was  a 
grievance  touching  these  great  seeds- 
men and  rose-growers  and  fruit- 
growers,  having  the  right  to  sell  the 
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«ftrioua  articles  enumerated  in  Clause  2, 
-wkicli  afPect  their  particular  branch 
of  horticulture.  They  had  an  ezp^t 
knowledge  in  the  cure  of  the  various 
diseases  from  which  fruit  tr^es  and  other 
things  sufEered.  In  the  readjustment 
of  the  Bill,  before  it  £ame  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  he  hoped  the  Grovemment 
would  make  some  arrangement  whereby 
these  large  and  established  firms  would 
be  able  to  sell  these  articles,  which  they 
were  able  from  their  expert  knowledge 
to  certify  were  the  best  remedies  for  the 
diseases  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
^ould  like  to  know  also  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  certain  restrictions 
were  to  be  put  on  those  who  had  sold  these 
potato  sprays  and  sheep  dips  in  Ireland, 
because  in  some  of  the  out-of-the-way 
districts  in  Ireland  some  restriction 
ought  to  be  put  in  force.  The  danger  was 
in  those  districts,  not  where  these  things 
were  sold  in  packets,  but  where  they  were 
supplied  in  smaller  quantities,  where 
packets  were  broken  up,  perhaps  by  a 
small  child  of  the  shopkeeper,  in  which 
case  some  of  this  poisonous  material 
might  be  left  on  the  counter  in  close 
proximity  to  food  and  other  articles  of 
consumption.  He  had  been  told  that 
the  restriction  to  be  placed  on  the  sale 
of  these  articles  would  take  the  line  that 
they  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  sold  in 
any  shop  where  food  or  drink  was  sold. 
But  whether  that  suggestion  had  been 
accepted  by  the  Government  he  had  not 
been  informed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  had  spoken  quite  truly  when 
he  had  stated  that  in  certain  out-of-the- 
way  parts  of  Ireland  there  was  not  a 
certified  chemist  within  reasonable 
distance.  But  even  where  there  was, 
the  prices  charged  by  the  registered 
chemist  for  these  articles  were  much 
higher  than  those  charge^  by  the  druggist. 
Co-operative  societies  also  had  sprung 
up  and  grown  rapidly  in  Ireland  during 
the  past  few  years,  and  they  claimed  a 
right  to  be  allowed  to  sell  these  articles, 
done  up  in  tins,  bottles  or  parcels,  in 
their  particular  localities.  Although  the 
Bill,  so  far  as  Clause  2  was  concerned, 
was  of  as  much  interest  to  Ireland  as  to 
any  other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  not 
one  word,  in  the  course  of  two  hours  dis- 
cussion, had  been  said  by  Ministers  as  to 
how  it  afEected  Ireland.  He  really 
thought  that  the  Vice-President  of  the 

Ca'ptain  Craig, 


Department  of  Agriculture  for  Leland, 
who,  he  understood,  had  charge  of 
that  part  of  the  BiU,  should  have 
been  in  his  place  and  given  the 
House  some  enlightenment  on  that 
matter.  He  did  not  oppose  th« 
Bill,  and  should  not  divide  against  the 
Second  Reading,  but  unless  some  ex- 
planation was  given  he  hoped  some  of  his 
friends  would  oppose  it  and  insist  on 
the  Vice-President  being  sent  for  im- 
mediately. 

*Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  that 
most  of  the  points  which  hcui  been  raised 
were  such  as  could  onlv  be  settled  in 
Committee,  and  it  was  obviously  im- 
possible for  him  to  discuss  them  that  day. 
With  regard  to  the  general  principle  of 
Clause  2.  it  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant clauses  in  the  Bill.  The  purpose 
of  that  clause  was  not  to  impose  restric- 
tions on  the  eale  of  weed-killers  and 
sheep-dips  to  farmers,  but,  as  he  said 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading,  to 
enable  agriculturists  and  horticul- 
turists to  get  those  articles  which  con- 
tained poisons  more  freely  than  they 
were  now  able  legally  to  do.  Iron- 
mongers and  others  who  now  sold  those 
commodities  did  so  illegally,  and  were 
liable  to  prosecution  at  any  time.  Al- 
though in  recent  years  few  prosecutions 
had  taken  place,  yet  between  1896  and 
1901  there  were  749  prosecutions  by 
the  Pharmaceutical  Societv,  mainlv,  he 
believed,  in  cases  of  this  character.  In 
some  parts  of  England  the  sale  of  these 
articles  was  restricted  absolutely  to 
chemists  through  those  prosecutions. 
Under  the  Bill,  other  persons  who  were 
to  sell  these  commodities  were  to  be 
licensed  and  were  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Act. 

Viscount  HELMSLEY  asked  if  the 
restriction  would  apply  to  the  sale  of 
patent  medicines  wMch  were  specially 
excluded  from  the  Act  of  1868. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  they 
did  not  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
clause.  Clause  2  dealt  only  with  those 
commodities  which  were  used  for  agri- 
culture, and  which  contained  particular 
poisons  as  ingredients,  such  as  arsenkt 
tobacco,  and  alkaloids  of  tobacco. 
The  precarious   position  of  the  present 
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aelbr^  of  these  poisonous  materials 
for  agricultural  pur^^ses  must  be 
dealt  with.  On  the  one  hand,  it 
was  obvious  that  they  ought  to  extend 
the  existing  legal  facilities.  He  thought 
that  all  Members  of  the  House  must  agree 
to  that.  Even  the  Member  for  the 
Scottish  Universities,  when  he  came  to 
consider  the  matter  more  closely,  es- 
pecially if  he  read  the  Report  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  of  1901, 
could  not  fail  to  come  to  that  conclusion. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  very 
inadvisable  to  throw  open  the  sale  of 
poisonous  materials,  some  of  them  very 
poisonous,  to  all  and  sundry  without 
any  restriction  at  all.  Therefore  they 
proposed  to  require  a  double  check. 
One  was  that  the  local  authority  should 
license  the  trader  who  was  to  sell  these 
miterials,  so  that  only  persctas  of  repute 
who  could  be  properly  trusted  to  take 
precautions  should  get  these  licences ; 
and,  secondly,  these  poisonous  materials; 
were  only  to  be  sold  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations  which  were  to  be 
made  by  Order  in  Council  for  the  safe- 
guard of  their  storage  and  use. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  What  local 
authority  ? 

^Ur.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  the 
local  authority  was  ta  be  determined  by 
Older  in  Council,  but  it  would  be  carefuUy 
oonsidered  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  insert  a  precise  designation  of  the 
looal  authority  in  the  BilL  He  would 
consult  with  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  on  this 
matter.  This  was  not  a  Home  Office 
Bill;  it  was  a  Privy  Council  Bill,  and 
he  was  speaking  not  as  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Home  Office,  but  as  representative 
in  that  House  of  that  Department.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  h  dsaid  that  this 
Clause  2  ought  to  be  enlarged,  and  that 
the  poisons  which  were  specified  there 
should  be  added  to,  and  he  had  mentioned 
one  or  two  materials  which  were  sold  for 
itte  in  agriculture.  By  an  Order  in 
Council  other  materials,  wH^h  at  any 
time  might  be  brought  into  use  for 
those  purposes^  could  be  added  to 
tiose  specified  in  Clause  2  of  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  that  he  had  made  it 
^^nte  clear  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
Kttrict    fanners    in     obtaining    these 


articles,  but  to  enable  them  to  do 
so  mo*e  ea  ily,  and  this  had  been 
warmly  welcomed  by  chambers  of 
a'];ricidture  throughout  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Blackpool  brought  up 
the  question  of  morphia.  This  Bill 
did  make  a  change*  in  the  law;  it 
took  morphia  out  of  Pairt  II.  of  the 
Schedule  of  the  Pharmacy  Act  of  1868, 
and  put  it  into  Part  I.,  and  thereby 
fur  her  r  at  ained  its  sale.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  whole  of  the  Pharmacy  Acts 
ought  to  be  amended  so  as  greatly  to 
increase  thd  restrictions  on  substances 
such  as  these.  That  was  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with,  if  at  all, 
after  inquiry  and  with  the  aid  of  expert 
knowledge,  but  ^11  th^  restrictions 
provi  Acd  by  the  existing  law  which  applied 
to  the  most  deadly  poisons,  like  prussic 
acid  for  example,  woiddno  v  be  applied  to 
the  sale  of  morphia.  The  hon.  Member 
had  asked  him  how  far  the  Bill  applied 
to  Ireland,  and  whether  the  compromise 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  Clause  3  would 
extend  to  that  country.  Ireland  had  its 
own  code  of  Pharmacy  Acts,  and  the 
Pharmacy  Acts  which  they  were  amende 
ing  did  not  apply  to  Ireland  at  all.  They 
had  their  own  Orders  in  Council  made 
by  the  Irish  Privy  Council.  His  right 
hon.  friend  did  not  originally  propose  to 
apply  the  Bill  to  Ireland ;  but  there  was 
a  great  desire  on  the  part  of  Irish  rgri-' 
culturists  that  Clause  2  should  be  ex- 
tended to  their  country,  and  it  was  in 
accordance  with  that  desire  that  that 
extension  was  made.  Clause  5,  which 
dealt  with  comparatively  small  points, 
also  applied  to  Ireland.  Clause  3 
which  dealt  with  the  vexed  question 
of  companies  whica  were  chemists 
and  druggbts,  did  not  apply  to  Ire- 
land, and  conununications  consequently 
had  not  passed  between  the  Govern* 
ment  and  the  chemists  and  druggists 
and  the  compa^^ies  of  Ireland  as 
in  England.  It  would  be  difficult, 
he  did  not  say  impossible,  to  adapt 
the  Irish  Pharmacy  Acts  to  the  purposed 
of  the  Bill.  It  would  mean  legisla- 
tion by  reference  of  a  complicated 
kind.  But  if  it  was  desired  that  Clause  3 
should  apply  to  Ireland,  he  would  be 
happy  to  take  representations  on  the 
point  into  consideration.  There  had  been 
communications  with  the  Irish  Oovem^ 
ment,  but  he  was  not  convinced  thaf 
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there  was  the  same  agreement  in  Ireland 
as  in  England  with  regard  to  Clause  3. 
He  need  hardly  say,  however,  that  if 
there  was  a  general  desire  among  Irish 
representatives  that  the  clause  should  be 
extended  to  Ireland,  with  the  necessary 
modifications,  of  course,  the  Government 
would  be  very  glad  indeed  to  do  all  in 
its  power  to  meet  their  wishes.    The 
Government's  own  desire  was  to  arrive 
at  a  general  agreement  of  this  character. 
The  adaptation  to  this  particular  Bill 
of  the  Irish  Pharmacy  Acts  would  be  a 
matter  of  much  complexity,  and  hon. 
Members  must  not  complain  if  the  clause 
consisted  of  legislation  by  reference  of  a 
somewhat  complicated  character;    that 
would  be  inevitable.    The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Chorley  had  asked  how 
far  there   was   a  real    compromise    in 
Ergla  d,     and     had     suggested     that 
the  compromise  was   on  the   basis    of 
vague  conversations  which  might  break 
down.       When    the    Government    had 
drafted   the  clause  it  was  submitted  to 
the   various   parties.     He  held  in   his 
hand  three    letters    with   reference    to 
this  matter.     He  submitted  the  clause 
as  proposed  b^  the  Government  to  the 
organised  representatives  of  the  various 
parties,  and  he  had  a  communication  from 
the    Pharmaceutical    Society    of    Great 
Britain  saying  that  they  would  agree  to 
the  clause  as  it  would  stand  when  t^e 
suggested  Amendments  were  inserted ; 
and  he  had  a  letter    from    the    Com- 
panies    Chemists     Association,     which 
included   the   Army  and   Navy  Stores, 
the  Junior  Army  and  Navy,  Harrod's, 
Spiers  and  Pond's,  Boots'  Cash  Chemists, 
and   all    the  other  protagonists  in  this 
fight,    and   also  a  letter  from  the  Co- 
operative Union,  which  represented  the 
eo- operative  societies  of  England  and 
Wales.    The  whole  of  these  bodies  unani- 
mously accepted  without  any  reservation 
whatever  the  clause  as  it  would  be  when 
amended  by  the  Government  proposals. 
The   hon.    Member   for   Inverness   had 
suggested  that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  consider  the  precise  terms 
of  the  compromise.    He  would  hand  in 
Amendments  to-night  in  order  that  they 
might  appear  on  the  Order  Paper  to- 
morrow,   and   in   ample   time   for   the 
Committee  stage.    He  thought  that  this 
Bill,  which  was  of  a  technical  and  detailed 
character,  would  properly  be  dealt  with 
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by  a  Standing  Committee  rather  tlumk 
the  Committee  o.f  the  Whole  House.  ^ 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee would  consider  it  in  a  spirit  o{ 
goodwill  and  with  a  desire  to  pass  ik 
Bill.  It  was  a  measure  which  nM 
no  'element  of  party  controversy.  He 
thought  that  all  sections  of  the  House 
desired  to  see  an  end  put  to  this  lon^ 
standing  dispute,  and  he  trusted  that,  u 
the  Bill  had  already  passed  the  Honse 
of  Lords,  before  very  many  days  hid 
elapsed  it  would  have  passed  thiongh 
th3  House  o'  Commons. 


Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) 
said  he  agreed  that  it  was  most  undesir- 
able that  these  preparations  sold  for 
the  purposes  of  agriculture  should  con- 
tinue to  be  sold  by  persons  in  defiaac 
of  the  law.  But  there  was  anothei 
class  they  must  think  of  at  the  saw 
time,  namely,  those  people  who  bd 
the  right  to  sell  these  sheep  dips  ind 
potato  spraying  mixtures  to  agriculturisti, 
and  who  had  actually  been  disposing  ol 
them  in  various  districts  for  many  jeaft. 
It  would  be  a  very  serious  thing,  vben 
this  Bill  passed,  if  anybody  might  be 
allowed  to  sell  these  commodities  in 
their  immediate  neighbourhood.  It 
would  be  an  interference  with  what  W 
been  an  undoubted  monopoly  of  qatSki 
persons — a  monopoly  which  they  \d 
enjoyed  for  many  years,  and  out  of  vhicii 
no  doubt,  they  had  made  a  very  gooi 
income.  There  was  no  doubt  that  sucli 
persons  ought  to  be  considered.  He 
was  not  content  to  leave  entirely  to 
the  local  authority,  especially  as  they 
had  not  been  informed  what  that 
local  authority  was,  the  absolute  ri^i 
to  say  whether  or  not  any  person  should 
be  allowed  to  sell  these  things.  Be 
was  sorry  to  say  that  no  matter  wbt 
the  measure  was,  if  it  applied  to  IrelaiuL 
politics  and  religion  were  sure  to  enter 
mto  its  administration.  And  he  could 
quite  realise  the  case  in  which  a  locil 
authority,  say  a  rural  district  council 
if  it  were  fixed  upon  as  the  authortr 
who  was  to  have  the  administration  oi 
this  Act,  might  decide  that  a  certiit 
individual  should  have  the  right  to  jej- 
these  materials,  and  so  perhaps  paj  ^ 
an  old  score  against  the  person  who  o? 
to  then  had  been  the  only  one  who  h»«* 
had  the  right  to  sell  these  conunodities- 
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There  should  be  some  stringent  provisions 
for  regulating  that  part  of  the  measure. 
He  thought  also  that  where  an  individual 
was  refused  a  licence  he  ought  to  have 
the  right  of  appeal  to  some  tribunal 
which  he  might  consider  more  impartial 
than  the  local  authority.  He  objected 
very  strongly  to  the  extensive  powers 
which  were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Privy 
Council.  There  was  the  further  objec- 
tion that  the  regulations  which  they 
framed  were  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  so  that  there  might  be  an 
opportunity  of  considering  them.  So 
far  as  that  safeguard  was  concerned,  it 
might  as  well  be  left  out  of  the  Bil 
altogether.  As  had  been  pointed  out  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
everything  that  was  done  under  the  Bill 
was  handed  over  en  tloc  to  the  Privy 
Council.  They  had  become  accustomed 
to  this  kind  of  legislation ;  none  the  less 
he  thought  that  it  was  extremely  harmful 
and  retrograde.  There  were  many  things 
in  these  subsections  which  he  was  firmly 
convinced  ought  to  be  kept  in  the  hands 
of  the  House.  For  instance,  the  regula- 
tions as  regarded  the  granting  of  licences : 
he  thought  that  the  House,  and  not  the 
Privy  Council,  ought  to  lay  down  the 
various  classes  of  persons  to  whom 
these  licences  should  be  given. 
He  certainly  thought  the  House  should 
fix  definitely  what  the  local  authority 
was  to  be,  which  should  have  the  carrying 
out  of  the  Act.  He  desired  that  the  Bill 
should  pass  into  law,  because  in  theory, 
at  any  rate,  there  was  nothing  contentious 
about  it,  but  he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  to  consider  before  the 
Committee  stage  whether  he  could  not, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  draughtsman 
who  had  so  skilfully  drafted  that  gem 
of  draughtsmanship,  sub-clause  (a)  of 
Clause  6,  a  gem  in  the  way  of  legislation 
by  reference,  include  the  compromise 
which  had  been  arrived  at  on  Clause  3. 
This  was  a  very  excellent  opportunity  of 
trying  to  clear  up  the  differences  and 
difficulties  which  had  existed  quite  as 
much  in  Ireland  as  in  this  country.  It 
was  hardly  reasonable  to  complain  of 
the  non-attendance  of  any  Minister 
to  answer  for  the  Irish  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  at  any  rate  they  had  a  grievance, 
inasmuch  as  they  had  no  one  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench  who  could  give  them  any  infor- 
mation whatever  with  reference  to  what 


it  was  intended  to  do  on  the  various 
points  which  applied  to  Ireland  alone. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  give  them  ample  time,  before  the 
Bill  went  into  Committee,  to  communi- 
cate with  interested  parties  and  formulate 
Amendments,  and  that  there  would  be 
full  discussion  in  Committee  and  on 
Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
to  a  Standing  Committee. 


WHITE    PHOSPHORUS    MATCHES    PRO- 
HIBITION BILL. 

As  amended  (in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee) considered. 

Eakl  of  RONALDSHAT  (Middlesex, 
Homsey)  moved  to  omit  Clause  1,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  little  more 
information  with  regard  to  the  necessity 
of  the  Bill.  He  had  already  been  in- 
formed in  answer  to  a  Question  that  there 
were  ten  factories  in  this  country  at 
which  white  phosphorus  was  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  matches,  and  that  there 
were  only  five  cases  of  necrosis  during  the 
past  five  years,  all  of  which  occurred 
in  one  particular  factory.  As  nine  out  of 
ten  factories  using  white  phosphorus  had, 
therefore,  been  absolutely  free  from  cases 
of  necrosis  for  five  years  the  occurrence 
of  the  disease  entirely  in  one  factory 
must  have  been  due  to  negligence  either 
on  the  part  of  those  concerned  in  the 
factory  or  on  the  part  of  the  inspectors, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  see  that  safeguards 
were  put  in  force.  One  of  the  main 
objects,  he  gathered  from  the  Memo- 
randum accompan3dng  the  Bill,  was  to 
enable  this  country  to  join  the  Berne 
Convention.  He  believed  there  was  no 
material  benefit  to  be  gained  by  going 
into  the  Convention,  and  supposed  that 
the  object  was  really  a  sentimental  one. 
But  had  it  occurred  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  those  who  were  urging  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  had  not  altogether 
foreseen  what  the  result  would  be  if  it 
became  law  ?  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  prevent  recurrence  of  cases  of  necrosis, 
a  disease  which  was  preventible  already. 
A  result  which  would  probably  follow 
from  the  Bill  would  be  the  creation  of  a 
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iaige  trust  among  matcli  manuiactuiers, 
because  the  Bill  would  prohibit  the  im- 
portation of  all  matches  in  the  manu- 
facture of  which  white  phosphorus  was 
nsed.  It  also  appeared  from  the  Memor- 
andum that  these  manufacturers  had 
agreed  to  the  Bill.  It  must  have  occurred 
to  the  Govemment  that  these  manu- 
facturers would  reap  an  advantage  by 
increasing  the  price  to  the  consumer. 
Were  there.any  reasons  for  other  countries 
not  having  joined  the  Berne  Convention 
— ^Russia  and  Austria,  for  instance  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  noble  Lord 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  whole  Bill 
on  the  first  clause.  He  must  confine 
himself  to  the  first  clause.  He  is  now 
making  a  Second  Reading  speech. 

Earl  op  RONALDSHAY  said  his  vote 
oh  whether  to  leave  the  clause  out  or 
hot  was  dependent  on  the  reasons  which 
were  given  for  retaining  it.  He  was 
only  anxious  •  to  know  what  the  real 
necessity  was  for  our  joining  the  Berne 
Convention.  If  he  could  get  the  infor- 
mation he  had  asked  for  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  hicks  beach,  in  second- 
ing, asked  what  were  the  reasons  ex- 
plained in  Memorandum  Cd.  3271  of 
1906  why  the  Government  at  that  time 
were  not  able  to  agree  to  the  Berne 
Convention.  He  had  done  his  best  to 
find  a  copy  of  that  interesting  document, 
but  there  appeared  to  be  only  one  in 
existence,  and  that  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  late  Home  Secretary.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  tell 
them  what  had  actually  transpired 
since  1906  which  had  enabled  the 
Govemment  now  to  enter  the  Conven- 
tion, and  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 
He  thought  his  noble  friend  had  brought 
forward  one  or  two  strong  points  against 
he  necessity  of  bringing  in  the  Bill. 

.  Amendment  proposed— 

**  111  pAge  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  Clause  1." 
^JEarl  of  RonaUdshay,) 

Question  proposed,    "That   Clause    1 

dtand  part  of  the  Bill." 

* 

•  ♦The   secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEI  ARTMENT  (Mr.  Glad- 
gTQNS,  Leeds, -W.)  said  the  chief  reason 
Ewl  of  Ronnldshay. 


for  the  Bill  was  the  desire  absolutely 
to  eliminate  the  danger  from  necrosis. 
It  was  true  that  few  cases  had  oceorred 
during  the  last  few  years»  but  he  thought 
that  immunity  had  been  secured  o^.lv  by 
great  trouble  and  continual  wat<*hful- 
ness,  and  t^ey  could  not  say  that  they 
were  safe  from  an  outbreak.  The  ques- 
tion could  not  be  dealt  with  by  legisla- 
tion just  after  the  Berne  Convention. 
At  that  time  they  hoped  to  be  able  to 
proceed  entirely  by  fresh  regulations, 
and  those  regulations  were  taken  in 
hand;  but  difficulties  were  encountered, 
and  it  was  evident  that  fresh  rules  could 
not  be  imposed  without  serious  cost 
to  the  trade.  When  that  became  evident 
the  regulations  dropped,  b?cau'«  thev 
saw  it  would  be  a  simpler  matter 
to  deal  with  the  question  by  Bill. 
A  second  material  point  was  that 
there  were  certain  patent  rights  in 
existence,  and  they  could  not  prohibit 
importation,  an  i  thereb  ■  give  undue 
advantage  to  two  or  three  manu- 
facturers at  the  expense  of  the  rest. 
The  result  of  their  communications 
with  the  manufacturers  on  this  point 
was  entirely  satisfactory.  Those  who 
were  interested  in  existing  patents  \mder- 
took  to  give  to  the  other  manufacturer- 
the  use  of  those  patents  at  a  nominal 
figure  which  was  merely  a  recognition  of 
the  patent  rights,  and  in  regard  to  sdt 
future  manufacture  that  might  come 
into  existence,  they  imdertook  to  give 
the  patent  rights  at  nearly  a  nominsl 
price.  That  disarmed  suspicion  by  itseli 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  ample  power 
of  control  tmder  the  Bill  to  secure  to 
any  manufacturer  free  and  proper  use 
at  a  reasonable  price  of  those  patent 
rights.  In  the  circumstances  there  was 
no  possible  danger  arising  from  the  forma- 
tion of  combinations  of  manufacturers. 
So  far  as  the  general  necessity  for  the 
Bill  was  concerned,  it  was  desirable, 
though  he  admitted  there  had  been  few 
cases  lately  of  necrosis  poisoning,  if  ther 
could  do  it,  absolutely  to  eliminate  tlu^ 
chance  of  this  very  dreadful  and  painful 
disease  occurring.  It  was  so  dreadful 
that,  even  if  only  one  case  had  occurred 
in  the  last  few  years,  this  Bill,  which 
would  involve  no  trouble  or  expense, 
would  be  justified.  The  Bill  was  sop- 
ported  in  every  part  of  the  House, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  allowed  to  pass. 
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Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  (Kent,  St. 
AugoBtine's)  said  that  after  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  would 
not  detain  the  House  many  minutes.  He 
did  not  think  it  wa?  unreasonable  that 
his  noble  friend  should  have  asked  the 
right  hon.  (Jentleman  to  make  the  reply 
he  had  done.  The  Opposition  raised  no 
objection  to  the  Second  Reading,  thinking 
it  was  universally  accepted,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  get  forward  with  the 
measure.  On*  that  occasion,  they  ob- 
tained an  imderatanding  that  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  would  not  think  them 
unreasonable  if  they  asked  two  or  three 
questions  when  the  Bill  came  forward 
in  the  House.  He  understood  that  the 
Home  Office  thought*  prohibition  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  stop  this  painful 
disease  of  necrosis  or  phossy  jaw.  The 
late  Lord  Ritchie,  after  an  exhaustive 
inquiry,  imposed  upon  manufactories 
where  white  phosphorus  was  used, 
stringent  conditions  as  to  ventilation, 
cleanliness  and  periodical  inspection, 
and,  besides  that,  he  caused  the 
dangerous  processes  to  be  separated. 
When  he  himself  was  at  the  Home  Office 
those  regulations  had  had  the  efieot  of 
almost  suppressing  the  disease  in  this 
country,  and  there  were  only  five  cases 
in  the  year  1904,  and  three  of  those 
were  very  mild,  whilst  the  other  two 
were  caused  entirely  because  the  opera- 
tives would  not  obey  the  regulations 
laid  down.  In  1906  there  were  no  such 
cases  at  all,  and  he  did  not  understand 
that  there  had  been  any  recurrence  of 
the  disease.  There  was  some  little 
criticism  in  the  year  1905  when  there 
was  a  Convention  sitting  at  Berne. 
At  that  time,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  knew, 
there  was  a  Foreign  Office  objection 
to  proceeding  with  this  measure,  and  he 
wished  to  Imow  whether  Japan  agreed 
to  the  present  Convention.  With  regard 
to  the  second  Convention,  upon  which  the 
present  Under-Secretary  was  the  repre- 
sentative of  this  country,  he  gathered 
that  the  representatives  were  unanimous 
in  the  decision  they  had  come  to.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
what  action  was  taken  by  Japan  and 
the  United  States,  and  whether  the 
latter  intended  to  carry  out  prohibi- 
tion in  that  country.  That  would 
have    a    considerable    effect    upon    the 


manufactursrs  of  this  country,  and  he 
believed  that  was  the  reason  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  it 
better  that  there  should  be  a  total 
prohibition  of  the  landing  of  matches  made 
with  this  substance  from  other  countries. 
He  did  not  know  that  this  House  would 
disagree  with  a  policy  of  that  kind,  and 
they  might  wish  to  see  it  tarried  much 
further.  All  he  wanted  to  know  was 
what  were  the  terms  under  which  ordin- 
ary British  manufacturers  not  in  the 
"  circle "  could  obtain  patent  rights. 
He  shared  his  noble  friend's  alarm 
that  some  trust  might  be  formed,  which 
might  be  a  disadvantage  to  the  best 
interest  of  their  manufacturers  at  home. 
It  would  be  open  to  them  at  a  later 
stage,  if  they  were  not  satisfied,  to 
ask  further  questions  as  to  the  terms 
made  with  other  Powers. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland)  said 
he  was  somewhat  surprised  at  any 
opposition  to  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and 
more  especially  at  the  Motion  made 
by  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  said  he  had 
abeady  pointed  out  that  the  Opposition 
allowed  this  Bill  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading  unopposed  on  the  understanding 
that  they  would  be  afforded  opportunities 
for  discussion  at  a  later  stage.  He  denied 
that  the  Opposition  were  opposing  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  said  under  those 
circumstances  he  would  withdraw  what 
he  had  said  upon  that  point.  Even  if 
there  had  been  only  one  case  they  ought 
to  make  an  effort  to  prevent  this  terrible 
disease  recurring.  A  most  extraordinary 
statement  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  in  which  he  said  a  Bill  of  this 
character  would  prevent  the  importation 
of  matches,  and  that  prohibition  would 
give  a  monopoly  to  British  manufac- 
turers which  would  inevitably  result 
in  an  increase  in  the  cost  of  matches 
to  the  consumer  at  home.  That  was 
an  extraordinary  statement,  and  he 
only  wished  to  emphasise  it  in  view 
of  future  discussions. 

Earl  of  RONALDSHAY  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Earl  of  RONALDSHAT  moved  an 
Amendment  to  Clause  2  (Prohibition 
of  Sale)  providing  that  the  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  white  phosphorus  matches 
by  any  retail  dealer  should  not  come 
into  operation  until  Ist  January,  1912, 
instead  of  1911.  The  object  of  the 
Amendment,  he  said,  was  to  enable 
retail  dealers  who  had  large  stocks  of 
these  matches  to  have  a  little  time  to 
dispose  of  them.  He  thought  this  was 
an  Amendment  which  the  Grovemment 
would  consider  was  reasonable,  because 
if  it  were  accepted  it,  would  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  the 
BiU.  It  might  put  off  for  one  year 
the  time  when  they  would  attach 
their  signatures  to  the  Berne  Con- 
vention but  that  ought  not  to  trouble 
them  very  much.  He  would  like  to 
give  a  reason  why  he  thought  the  time 
allowed  for  retailers  getting  rid  of  their 
stocks  of  matches  was  not  sufficient. 
They  liked  to  have  wrappers  on  the 
boxes  upon  which  their  own  name  was 
printed,  and  any  other  advertisement 
of  their  own ;  and  they  could  only 
secure  those  particular  wrappers  by 
giving  very  large  orders.  He  believed 
that  the  ordinary  order  necessary  to 
secure  such  wrappers  was  something 
like  ten  gross  of  boxes.  To  a  man  not 
doing  a  very  large  business  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  dispose  of  that 
property  in  two  years.  He  believed 
that  the  Under-Secretary  was  of  opinion 
that,  generally  speaking,  two  years 
would  be  sufficient  for  retailers  to  dispose 
of  their  stock,  but  his  information  was 
of  a  contrary  nature,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  that  many  re- 
tailers in  his  own  constituency  ^ould 
foe  ready  to  support  what  he  had  said. 
He  did  not  know  this  Bill  was  coming 
on  so  early,  or  he  could  have  given 
many  proofs  that  these  retailers  would 
not  be  able  to  get  rid  of  their  stocks 
-within  the  time  allowed.  He  had 
received  a  telegram  from  a  grocer  at 
Peterborough  stating  that  he  had  a 
«tock  of  these  matches  whic^  he  could 
not  dispose  of  at  the  present  rate  of 
business  under  less  than  three  years. 
ICries  of  "Oh,  oh."]  Hon.  Members 
below  the  gangway  apparently  were 
not  conversant  with  the  grocery  trade. 


Mr.  SEDDON  (Lancashire,  Newton) 
said  he  was  conversant  with  the  grocery 
trade,  and  had  spent  twenty  years  in  it. 

Earl  of  RONALDSHAY  said  that 
in    the  case   of  this  particular    grocei 
three   years   would  be   required   before 
he  was  able  to  dispose  of  the  stock  he 
had  in  hand.     There  would  be  no  risk 
in  accepting  this  Amendment,   and  it 
would  not  impair  the  efficiency  of  the  Bill, 
therefore  he  could  not  see  what  possible 
objection  there  could  be  to  it.     The  im- 
portation of  these  matches  was  to  be  pro- 
hibited, and  also  their  manufacture.  Con- 
sequently, the  sale  of  them  would  cease  by 
the  natural  course  of  events.    There  was 
another  hardship  which  would  be  inflicted 
upon  the  retail  traders.     Under  the  Ex- 
plosives Act  railways  were  not  allowed 
to  charge  less  than  Ss.  or  Gs.  upon   anv 
consignments  of  matches.     In   order  to 
be  able  to  defray  the  expense  of  carriage 
under  these  conditions  it  was  necessary 
they    should    order    matches    in    large 
quantities,    otherwise    they    would    not 
make  any  profit  on  them.    He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  this 
Amendment,    otherwise   he    woiild    fed 
bound  to  press  the  matter  to  a  division. 
He  begged  to  move. 

Mr.  hicks  beach,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said  the  case  put  by  his  hon. 
friend  was  worthy  of  consideration. 
There  were  people  who  would  suffer  hard- 
ship if  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  were  car- 
ried in  its  present  form.  What  possible 
harm  could  it  do  to  extend  the  period  ^ 
The  whole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent 
disease  arising  from  the  use  of  white 
phosphorus,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 

tne  extension  of  the  period  for  one  year 
could  do  no  possible  harm.  That  would 
enable  retailers  to  get  rid  of  the  stocks 
which  they  had  laid  in.  He  would 
support  the  Amendment  unless  the  Home 
Secretary  could  give  some  valid  reason 
for  not  extending  the  period. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  2,  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  word 
•  eleven/  and  to  insert  the  word  '  twi^ve/  *' — 
{Earl  of  Mowddshay,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  eleven  '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
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*Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that  in  conse- 
quence of  representations  made  by  the 
trade  an  extension  of  time  to  1911  was 
given  in  Committee,  and  now  the  Govern- 
ment were  quite  satisfied  that  the  trade 
as  a  whole  were  entirely  satisfied  with 
the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Eabl  op  RONALDSHAY  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  what  is 
the  objection  to  extending  th^  time  ? 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  objection  is 
that  it  is  really  not  necessary. 

Mr.  hicks  beach  :  Would  it  have 
any  detrimental  effect  with  respect  to 
this  country  becoming  a  signatory  to  the 
Berne  Convention  ? 


Mr.  RUPERT  GUINNESS  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston)  pressed  for  an  extension 
of  the  time  on  behalf  of  small  grocers. 
He  had  received  some  representations  on 
their  behalf,  and  he  thought  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Bill  would  operate  unfairly 
in  regard  to  them. 

♦Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  whether  the 
representations  had  been  received  since 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  RUPERT  GUINNESS  said  he 
had  received  them  within  the  last  few 
days.  The  people  for  whom  he  pleaded 
had  to  buy  their  matches  in  large  quan- 
tities, and  it  took  a  considerable  time  to 
get  rid  of  the  stocks. 

Lord  BALCARRES  expressed  the 
hope  that  his  hon.  friend  would  not  press 
the  Amendment.  He  did  not  believe 
that  grocers  were  going  to  suffer  to 
any  great  extent.  It  was  only  in  excep- 
tional cases  that  phosphorus  matches 
were  stored  in  grocers'  shops.  In  trying 
to  protect  the  small  grocer,  they  might 
inflict  this  potential  danger  on  every- 
body else  in  the  trade.  At  present  the 
whole  of  the  match  trade  was  in  ex- 
ceptional difficulty,  having  severe  regu- 
lations hanging  over  its  head.  The 
extension  of  the  time  would  inflict 
great  expense  and  consequent  hardship 
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on  the  trade,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  would 
not  be  postponed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time," — 
{Mr,  Gladstone) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


APPELLATE  JURISDICTION    BILL,  [h.l.] 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  attorney-general  (Sir  W. 
RoBSON,  South  Shields)  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which,  he  said, 
had  come  down  from  the  Lords.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  measure,  he  explained,  was  to 
enable  the  Privy  Council  and  the  Court  of 
Appeal  to  receive  the  assistance  of 
Judges  who  were  available  for  the 
purpose  without  any  creation  of  new 
Judges.  The  first  clause  would  enable 
a  Colonial  Judge  to  act  as  assessor  of 
the  Judicial  Committee  on  the  hearing 
of  appeals  from  a  Colony.  This  applied 
only  to  cases  where  the  services  of  such 
Judges  happened  to  be  available,  and 
enabled  the  Privy  Council  to  avail 
themselves  of  their  services  in  proper 
cases.  Then  there  were  Indian  Judges 
who  were  happily  often  in  this  country 
and  retired  Judges  who  had  served  in  a 
High  Court  in  British  India,  and  whose 
assistance  would  be  of  great  benefit  to 
the  Privy  Council.  The  second  section 
accordingly  enabled  His  Majesty  to 
direct  that  such  Judges  might  be  made 
members  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council.  This  applied  only 
to  those  Judges  who  had  already  the 
distinction  of  being  privy  coimcillors. 
Another  section  provided  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  might  request  any  Judge 
of  the  High  Court  in  England  to  sit  as 
an  additional  Judge  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal. 

Sf  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timer —{Sir  F.  Rohsm,) 
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Lord  B  ALCARRES  said  he  understoo  d 
that  under  this  Bill  it  would  be  possible 
for  one  of  the  assessors  to  be  a  Judge 
who  had  already  adjudicated  in  a  case. 

Sir  W.  ROBSON  said  that  Clause  4 
referred  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature Act  of  1875,  and  that  provision 
would  prevent  what  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  for 
To-morrow. — (Sir.  W.  Rcbeon.) 


COMPANIES  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timer— (Mr.  Churchill) 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  asked  whether 
theyw^re  to  have  no  explanation  at  all. 
Be  wanted  to  know  whether  the  Bill 
had  been  before  a  Select  Committee  or 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  clauses  in  the 
Bill,  and  he  would  hke  to  get  an  assur- 
ance on  that  point. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee)  said 
the  Bill  was  simply  a  consolidation  Bill, 
reproducing  the  law  at  present  expressed 
in  eighteen  different  statutes.  It  had 
been  considered  by  a  Joint  Committee 
of  a  most  representative  and  authorita- 
tive character. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  for  To-morrow. — (Mr,  Churchill,) 


ASSIZES  AND  QUARTER  SBSSIONS  BRL 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair  ] 

Clause  1 : 

Privilege  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended, cnQsidefv<i; 
Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed  witlt 
an  Ameidment 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  PARLUMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr. 
J.  A.  Pease,  Essex,  Saffron  Waldeoi* 
in  moving  the  Adjournment  of  th^ 
House,  said  that  in  the  possible  evvnt 
of  the  Education  Bill  not  beir.j; 
proceeded  with,  which  he  thonxlit 
improbable,  the  Grovernment  propooed  to 
proceed  on  Friday  with  the  Port  of 
London  Bill 


Sib  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington)  asked  if  the  Oowm- 
ment  did  proceed  with  the  Education  BtB 
would  they  go  on  straight  with  CUtue  3  f 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE :  That  is  certainlr 
the  intention. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker,  in  parraaMv 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  51rt  Jth". 
adjourned  the  House  without  Qoe»tk»r. 
put. 


Adjonmcd   at   niiMttoni 
after  SeTfio  o*clodL 
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The  House  met  at  Twelve  Noon  of 
the  Clock. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


Perth  Corporation  Order  Confirmation 
Bill. — Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


RETURNS,   REPORTS,   ETC, 


I  FERTILISERS    AND    FEEDING    STUFFS 

ACT,  1906. 

I  Copy  presented,  of  Regulations,  dated 
\  9th  November,  1908,  and  entitled  the 
I  "  Fertilisers  arid  Feeding  Stuffs  (General, 
i  Regulations,  1908  "  [bj  Act]  ;  to  lie 
[  upon  the  Table. 

DISEASES   OF  ANIMAI^   ACTS,    1894  TO 
I  1903. 

i  Copj  presented,  of  an  Order,  No. 
1,7617,  dated  28th  November,  1908,  pco- 
j  Mbiting  the  landing  of  Animals  from  the 
s  States  of  Maryland  and  Delaware,  in  the 
.  United  States  of  America  [by  Act] ;  to 
J  lie  upon  the  Table. 


IRISH  LAND  ACT.  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Instructions  to 
Inspectors,  dated  12th  November,  1908, 
supplemental  to  the  Instructions  dated 
9th  March,  1906,  issued  by  the  Estates 
Commissioners  under  the  Regulations 
made  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  dated 
5th  March,  1906  [by  Command];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLAND). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  7th  July ;  Mr.  Ershine]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
INo.  347.] 

EAST  INDIA  (CUSTOMS  REVENUE). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
lAddress  25th  November ;  Mr,  Harold 
Cox] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  348.] 

BOARD  OP  EDUCATION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Return  showmg 
the  total  number  of  Pupils  on  1st  Octo- 

VOL.  CXCVIL    [Fourth  Series.] 


ber,  1907,  in  the  Schools  and  (Centres 
included  in  the  List  of  Secondary  Schools 
in  England  recognised  as  efficient,  and 
of  recognised  Pupil  Teacher  Centres, 
1907-8  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  ACT,  1906 
(INDUSTRIAL  DISEASES). 

CJopy  pi-esented,  of  Order,  dated  2nd 
December,  1908,  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  in 
pursuance  of  Section  8  (6)  of  the  Work- 
men's (Compensation  Act,  1906,  extending 
to  certain  Industrial  Diseases  the  provi- 
sions of  Section  8  (subject  to  modifica- 
tions) and  amending  the  previous  Ordei 
of  22nd  May,  1907  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

REGISTRATION  OP  FIRMS  ABROAD. 

Copy  presented,  of  Reports  fiom 
Colonial  Governors,  the  Government  of 
India,  and  His  Majesty's  Representatives 
Abroad  on  Laws  and  Regulations  ir.  force 
in  British  Colonies  and  Possessions  in 
British  India  and  in  Foreign  Coimtries 
respecting  the  Registration  of  Commer- 
cial Firms  [by  (Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

CENSUS    OP    PRODUCTION    ACT,    1906. 

Copy  presented,  of  Rules  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  imder  the  Act  [by  Act] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE   VOTES. 


Edneation  Syllabuses—The  Apostles' 

Creed. 

Mr.  lane-fox  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Barkston  Ash) :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Education  if  he  will  say 
what  is  the  proportion  of  local  education 
authorities  that  include  the  Apostles' 
Creed  in  their  syllabus  of  religious  in- 
struction to  be  given  imder  the  Cowper- 
Temple  Clause. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman,)  I  regret 
I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
Return  of  Religious  Instruction  in  Council 
Schools,  issued  by  the  Board  of  Education 
in  1906  (No.  115).  In  a  considerable 
number  of  areas  the  syllabus  varies  in 
individual  schools,  and  it  is  not  possible 

3  Q 


1759 


Quesiians. 


{COMMONS} 


QuestiOfbS. 


1760 


to  give  accurate  particulars  of  the  number 
in  which  the  Apostles'  Creed  is  included. 

Voluntary  School  Oranta 
Mr.  a.  ALLEN  (Christchurch) :  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  in  the  Education  Bill  now 
before  the  House  to  repeal  Section  97  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1870,  which  enacts 
that  the  grants  to  provided  and  to 
voluntar}^  schools  shall  be  on  the  same 
scale  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  grants 
proposed  to  be  made  to  schools  that 
contract  out,  as  set  forth  in  the  First 
Schedule,  will  be  made  also  to  council 
schools  ;  and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  that  the  grants  as  set 
out  in  the  First  Schedule  of  the  Bill 
shall  not  apply  to  the  council  schools, 
can  he  state  what  proposals  the  Govern- 
ment proposes  to  make  as  regards  the 
annual  grants  to  council  schools. 


(Answered  by  Mr,   Runciinan.)    This 
Question  does  not  now  arise. 


School  Teachers*  Salaries— Proportion 

per  Child. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Central): 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  he  can  state  whAt 
was  the  average  sum  per  child  spent 
by  local  education  authorities  on  salaries 
in  elementary  provided  schools,  in  volim- 
tary  schools,  and  in  all  elementary  schools 
during  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1907, 
in  London,  the  county  boroughs,  London 
and  the  county  boroughs  taken  together, 
and  throughout  the  country ;  and 
whether  he  can  give  the  like  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  each  of  the  other 
items  (rates  being,  however,  distinguished 
from  taxes  and  insurance)  shown  on  page 
2  of  the  White  Paper  [Cd.  4106]  of  this 
year. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Rundman,) 


♦ 

Salaries  of  Teachers. 

London. 

Connty 
Boroughs. 

Jjondon  and 

County 
Boroughs. 

England 

and 
Wales. 

Staff  of  council  schools 

Staff  of  voluntary  schools 

Other  teachers 

Total 

6.     d. 
72     4 

53  10 

•6     1 

71     1 

8.     d. 
52  11 

49     7 

1     4 

52  11 

8.     d. 
59     8 

50     6 

1     9 

58     3 

t 

8.     d. 
54    2 

48    7 

0  11 

52    7 

Li  the  figures  given  above  the  staff  of 
higher  elementary  schools  are  included. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  the  remaining 
items  cannot  be  shown  separately  for 
volimtary  and  coimcil  schools,  and  in 
some  cases  cannot  be  separated  from 
each  other.  1  am  considering  whether 
accurate  figures  as  to  any  of  the  headings 
can  be  obtained.  It  is  in  any  case 
impossible  to  distinguish  rates  from 
taxes  and  insurance. 

Eoyal  Naval  Eeserve— Case  of  Alfred 
Entherford  of  Leeds. 

Mr.  SUMMERBELL  (Sunderland): 
To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  Alfred  Rutherford,  of  Leeds,  who 
has  served  twenty-three  and  a  half  years 


as  a  member  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserv". 
but  is  now  in  ill-health,  suffering  ficc- 
heart  affection  ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  statr 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  his  Depar 
ment  to  grant  him  the  pension  whil 
is  due  to  him. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  McKenna,)  Froin 
10th  March,  1903,  to  30th  September. 
1907,  Alfred  Rutherford  was  in  recei?: 
of  a  pension  of  £12  a  year,  which  v:i 
granted  on  the  ground  that  he  ws5 
wholly  incapacited  from  contributir2 
to  his  own  support.  When  surveveJ 
in  July,  1907,  with  a  view  to  the  reaew*. 
of  the  pension,  he  was  reported  to  l^ 
materially  able  so  to  contribute,  and :' 
was  stated  that  he  had  obtained  employ- 
ment as  a  verger.     No  further  award  oi 
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pension  could  be  made  under  the  regula- 
tions governing  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve, 
which  restrict  the  grant  of  a  pension 
in  the  case  of  men  under  sixty  to  those 
who  are  pronounced,  upon  medical 
examiDAtion,  wholly  and  permanently 
incapacitated  from  earning  a  livelihood, 
provided  that  such  incapacity  is  not  due 
to  their  own  imprudence  or  misconduct. 
If  he  is  now  unable  to  maintain  himself, 
he  should  make  application  to  the  local 
registrar.  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  who 
Hill  cause  him  to  be  again  medically 
surveyed  with  a  view  to  the  reconsidera- 
tion of  his  case. 
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Collection  of  Tea-nesaiby  Indian 
Ch>veniment 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  To  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  aware 
that  for  many  years  tfie  Ceylon  tea 
planters  have  been  paying,  at  their  own 
request,  a  tax  collected  by  the  Govern- 
ment lor  pushing  the  sale  of  Ceylon  teas 
in  new  marketa,  especially  in  America  ; 
that  at  the  instigation  of  a  few  people  or 
a  very  email  minority,  that  is,  4  against 
TO  tea  planters.  Lord  Elgin  gave  notice 
that  the  cess  must  cease ;  that  this 
decision  created  consternation  among 
the  people  connected  with  the  planting 
enterprise ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
ttuee  years  ago  the  Indian  tea  planters, 
realising  the  benefits  accruing  to  Cejlon 
by  this  cess  or  aelf-imposed  taxation, 
started  one  of  a  similar  character,  and  its 
collection  has  been  allowed  for  five  years 
more,  viz.,  to  1913  ;  whether,  seeing  that 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  of  Ceylon 
has  written  a  despatch  urging  His 
Majesty's  Government  to  allow  the 
Ceylon  planters  to  continue  the  payment 
of  this  taxation,  in  view  of  the  benefits 
derived  therefrom,  he  will  say  what 
answer  has  the  Secretary  of  State  given 
to  the  appeal  of  the  Governor ;  and 
whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay  the 
correspondence  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 


the  tax,  and  that  it  was  difficult  to  defend 
a  law  which  at  the  wish  of  the  majority 
of  a  class  taxed  a  dissenting  minority  for 
purposes  essentially  in  the  nature  of 
private  enterprise.  The  Secretary  of 
State  sees  no  sufficient  cause  for  re- 
versing his  predecessor's  decision,^  It 
will,  of  course,  be  open  to  the  majority  to 
raise  the  funds  which  they  think  necessary 
without  the  intervention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  may  observe  that  the  vote  of 
70  against  4  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  was  apparently  a  vote  of  the  Ceylon 
Planters'  ^isociation  in  February  last, 
whereas  Lord  Elgin's  decision  was  taken 
in  October,  1906,  as  I  have  already 
explained,  and  was  prompted  by  the 
objections  of  a  considerable  number  of 
persons  and  companies  interested  in  th» 
tea  industry,  of  whom  many  are  not 
resident  in  Ceylon,  and  therefore  do  not 
vote  st  meetings  of  the  Planters'  Associa- 
tion, It  is  not  proposed  to  lay  Papera 
upon  the  subject. 

Old'Age  Pensions  Begnlations. 
Mr.  ASHTON  "(Bedfordshire,  Luton)  : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  a  man  seventy  years 
of  age  otherwise  entitled  to  a  pension  is 
debarred  from  receiving  one  if  his  wife  is 
in  receipt  of  parish  relief,  even  if  she  is  in 
the  workhouse  or  its  hospital  owing  to- 
mental  infirmity. 

{Answiered  by  Mr.  John  Bums.)  If  the- 
wife  were  in  receipt  of  ordinary  poor 
relief  the  husband  would  be  disqualified 
for  receiving  a  pension,  but  the  dis- 
qualification would  not  apply  it  the- 
relief  ftfiorded  to  the  wife  were  confined 
to  maintenance  in  an  infirmary,  or  to- 
such  medical  or  surgical  assistance  as  ia 
excluded  by  the  proviso  to  paragraph  (o) 
of  Section  3  of  the  Old-Age  Pensions  Act. 


Sm  WALTER  NUGENT  (Westmeath, 

S.j  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  view  of  the  facts 
that  the  area  of  County  Westmeath  is 
±io  t7(\    on,=.,^     number    of    towniauds 

3tal    valuation,    £327,323  ; 

County  Meath  is  577,734 
of  townlands,  1,625,  and 

■n,  £538,203;  cost  of  re- 

junty   Westmeath,    £170 ; 
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cost  of  revision  for  Comity  Meath,  £180  ; 
he  will  furnish  the  Westmeath  County 
Council  with  the  information  they  have 
asked  for  as  to  how  the  charge  for  the 
annual  revision  of  the  said  county  is 
arrived  at. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Hdbhouse,)  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Baronet  to  the  Answer  of 
my  predecessor  of  2nd  April  last.  I 
understand  that  the  amount  of  work  to 
be  done  in  a  county  during  the  annual 
revision  does  not  depend  either  on  the 
area  or  the  number  of  townlands,  nor  yet 
on  the  total  valuation. 

Compulsory  Attendance  at  Contracted- 
out  SchoolB. 

Mb.  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  whether  the  school 
attendance  ofGicer  will  have  the  same 
power  to  take  steps  to  enforce  the  attend- 
ance at  contracted-out  schools,  under 
the  Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  2), 
as  he  now  possesses  in  respect  of  provided 
schools  in  England  and  Wales.  . 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Runciman.)      This 
Question  does  not  now  arise. 
I 
Sale  of  Impure  Whiskey  at  Irish  Fairs. 

Mr.  FETHERSTONHAUGH  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief-Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  tents  and 
booths  at  races  and  fairs,  for  which  the 
Justices  in  Ireland  grant  occasional 
licences,  a  compound,  largely  composed 
of  sulphuric  acid,  known  in  the  "West  of 
Ireland  as  fair  whiskey,  is  largely  sold 
and  is  very  injurious  to  His  Majesty's 
subjects  ;  and  will  he  take  steps  to  secure 
that  some  of  the  vendors  are  prosecuted 
by  the  police  under  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act  or  other  relevant  statutes. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The 
Inspector-Greneral  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  informs  me  that  it  is 
sometimes  alleged  that  a  compound  such 
as  is  referred  to  is  sold  as  whisky  at  fairs 
and  races  in  Ireland,  but,  so  far  as  he  is 
aware,  no  proof  of  the  correctness  of  such 
allegations  has  ever  been  forthcoming. 

Arbitrator's  Charges  at  Carrick-on-Suir. 

Mb.    power    (Waterford,    E.) :    To 

ask  the   Chief   Secretary  to  the  Lord- 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  members  of  the  Carrick-on-Suir  (No. 
2)  District  Council  consider  the  account 
furnished  to  them  by  the  arbitrator  for 
expenses  incurred  by  him  in  awarding 
compensation  in  the  cases  of  acquiring 
sites  unopposed  by  landlords  or  occupiers 
under  the  Labourers  Acts  as  extrava- 
gant, having  regard  to  the  work  to  be 
done  and  the  fact  that  the  sites  to  be 
visited  Were  in  a  comparatively  limited 
area ;  whether  the  arbitrator  charged  for 
fifteen  and  a  half  days'  time  exclusive  of 
sustenance  allowance,  travelling  expenses, 
printing,  typing,  postage,  etc. ;  and 
whether  local  authorities  are  compelled 
to  pay  expenses  claimed  by  Local  Govern- 
ment arbitrators  or  officials  if  they 
consider  such  claims  excessive. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  BirreU.)  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  Question.  The  Local 
Government  Board  inform  me  that  the 
amount  which  the  Board,  after  full 
consideration  of  the  council's  objections, 
certified  as  payable  by  the  council,  is 
reasonable,  having  regard  to  the  work 
done  and  is  not  above  the  average  for  a 
scheme  of  the  size  in  question.  The 
amount  mentioned  in  the  certificate 
issued  by  the  Board  as  to  the  costs, 
charges,  and  expenses  incurred  in  the 
matter  is  a  debt  due  from  the  local 
authority  to  the  Crown  in  pursuance  of 
Article  28  of  the  Second  Schedule  of  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act, 
1890. 

Irish  Local  Oovemment  Board  Sur- 
charges. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he 
will  state  in  how  many  cases  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  proceeded  fo: 
surcharges  against  presiding  chairmen 
of  local  public  bodies  in  Ireland  lor 
the  years  1905-6-7 ;  what  was  th^ 
amount  claimed  in  each  year  named: 
in  how  many  cases  were  proceeding 
prosecuted  outside  of  the  district  vheit 
the  alleged  o£Eence  took  place ;  has  hi^ 
attention  been  drawn  to  proceedinc? 
last  week  against  Thomas  Shannoss 
Vice-Chairman  of  the  Bawnboy  Bur»^ 
District  Council,  in  the  city  of  Be^iast: 
were  the  surcharges  sued  for  two  item.'' 
of  8s.  and  £1  4s.,  being  for  relief  granted 
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to  a  woman  aufieriog  from  paialyeis  and 
to  a  household  in  a  poverty-stricken 
momtainous  district  where  there  was 
illness  and  children  starving;  did  the 
auditor  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
and  did  the  magistrate  refuse  to  take 
evidence  on  this  point ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  effect  of  the  prevailing 
surcharge  provisions,  he  will  have  the 
whole  matter  reviewed  with  a  view  to 
having  this  matter  put  light,  even  by 
legislation  if  necessary. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Birrdl.)  The  duties 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  regard 
to  surcharges  ara  confined  to  deciding 
upon  any  appeals  duly  made  to  the 
Board  against  ihem.  It  is  upon  the 
auditor  that  the  duty  of  recovering 
surcharges  ia  imposed  by  statute,  both 
in  cases  where  no  appeal  is  taken  against 
the  surcharge  and  where  they  have 
been  conhrmed  on  appeal  either  by  the 
Board  or  by  the  King's  Bench.  The 
Board  have  no  record  of  the  number  of 
instances  in  which  payment  of  the  sur- 
cbarges  has  been  refused  and  the  auditors 
have  been  obliged  to  have  recourse  to 
legal  proceedings  for  their  recovery.  In 
the  majority  of  cases,  however,  in  which 
enrcharges  are  made  upon  members  of 
local  authorities  the  members  surcharged 
are  those  who  authorised  the- expenditure 
snrcharged,  and  the  presiding  chairman 
would  be  included  among  such  persons, 
Aa  regards  the  case  of  Thomas  Shannon, 
the  surcharges  of  8s.  and  £1  4b.  were  in 
respect  of  the  cost  of  outdoor  relief 
aSorded  to  the  wives  of  two  farmers 
who  were  each  in  occupation  of  twenty 
acres  of  land.  The  auditor,  before 
making  these  suichaiges,  fully  inquired 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  cases.  No 
appeal  was  made  against  them,  and  he 
proceeded  to  recover  the  amounts.  Mr. 
Shanaon,  however,  went  to  Belfast,  where 
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outdoor  relief  to  occupiers  of  over  a 
quarter  of  an  acre  of  land.  They  are 
well  aware  of  the  existence  of  this  pro- 
hibition, and  the  auditor  had  no  option 
but  to  make  the  surcharge. 

HOUSING   OF  THE   WORKING   CLASSES 

(IBELAND)  BILL. 

Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 

upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed. 

fBiU  389.] 

A  POINT  OF  ORDER. 
Mr.  JAMES  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Centra!) 
said  he  desired  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
on  a  point  of  order.  Yesterday  he  put 
down  a  Question  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  for  oral  Answer. 
It  was  clear  that  it  vitally  concerned 
the  business  before  the  House  to-day. 
The  Question  was  not  reached,  having 
been  put  down  too  late.  He  had  neither 
received  an  Answer  privately  nor  had 
one  been  printed  with  the  Votes.  He 
desired  to  ask  whether  there  was  any 
redress  under  the  circumstances. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  explanation  is.  The  rule  is,  in 
case  the  Answers  to  the  Questions  have 
not  been  reached,  to  hand  them  in  at 
the  Table  and  they  will  be  circulated 
with  the  Votes  in  the  morning.  For 
what  reason  the  ordinary  rule  was  not 
followed  I  do  not  know. 

The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  EDUCATION  (Mr.  Bohciman,  Dews- 
bury)  said  if  the  Question  had  been 
reached  and  had  been  -put  orally 
he  had  intended  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  allow  hirn  to  circulate 
the  Answer  with  the  Votes,  as  it  was  a 
very  long  one.  He  had  given  instruc- 
tions that  the  Answer  was  to  be  circu- 
lated with   the    Papers   that   morning,    . 
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notice  that  on  Monday  I  shall  move, 
*'  That  the  Order  for  the  Committee 
Sv'age  of  the  Elementary  Education 
(England  and  Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill  be 
discharged  and  the  Bill  withdrawn." 


PORT  OF  LONDON  BILL. 

Order  for  consideration,  as  amended, 
lead: 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Mr.  Churchill,  Dundee)  moved 
to  recommit  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  in  respect  of  the  new 
clause  standing  on  the  Notice  Paper  on 
12th  November  last.  Owing  to  the  noise 
in  the  House  the  greater  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  observations  were  not 
heard  in  the  Grallery.  He  was  understood 
to  say  :  When  this  Bill  was  in  Committee, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  pressed  me  very  strongly,  the  hour 
being  late,  not  to  proceed  with  the  new 
clause  which  stood  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper,  and  urged  that  facilities  should  be 
granted  for  the  discussion  of  the  clause 
relating  to  the  acquisition  of  land  by  the 
authority  of  the  Port  of  London.  The 
Motion  which  I  now  make  is  part  of  the 
bargain  which  was  arrived  at  late  at 
night,  and  which  was  that  in  consequence 
of  the  general  assistance  in  the  despatch 
of  business  which  the  Committee  were 
good  enough  to  give  the  Grovemment,  I 
should  move  to  recommit  the  new  clauses, 
before  entering  on  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  as  amended.     I  beg  to  move« 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "  That  the 
Bill  be  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  in  respect  of  the  new 
clauses  standing  on  the  Notice  Paper  on 
the  12th  day  of  November  last,"— (Mr. 
ChurchiUy) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Emmott  (Oldham)  in  the  Chair.] 

Mr.  CHmCHILL  moved  a  new  clause 
giving  power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
authorise  the  construction  of  works, 
etc.  He  said :  There  are  imnecessarv 
misapprehensions  in  the  House  and  out- 
side it  as  to  the  scope  and  character  of  the 

Mr,  Asquiih, 


new  clause  which  I  now  move.  In  tbe 
first  place,  this  clause  in  the  form  in 
which  I  have  placed  it  on  the  Piper 
does  not  constitute  the  rcintroductioii 
of  the  clause  which  was  mutilated  by  tk« 
Committee.  The  amended  form  modifi** 
and  very  extensively  restricts  and  redar« 
the  character  of  the  clause,  which  Iua 
been  adopted  with  a  view,  so  far  u 
possible,  to  meeting  the  principal  objer- 
tions  which  led  to  ita  mutilation  beW 
the  Committee  upstairs.  The  clause,  u 
originally  conceived  by  my  right  hon 
friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
proposed  to  give  the  new  Port  authoritr 
special  facilities  in  regard  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land  and  certain  other  works  of 
construction  which  they  might  l>e  called 
upon  to  undertake.  There  wa«  the 
clause  and  there  was  the  schedule.  Th^ 
facilities  were  of  two  kinds.  Bv  xht 
clause  an  easier,  a  more  expeditious  aad 
more  convenient  procedure  wm  toK- 
stituted  for  the  regular  procedure  pn>- 
vided  by  the  Bill.  In  the  schedule  the 
conditions  on  which  land  coukl  b^ 
acquired  were  assimilated  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  it  may  be  now 
acquired  in  connection  with  the  worioM 
of  the  Small  Holdings  Act.  No«  that 
was  the  clause  as  it  was  put  l>efore  the 
Committee.  As  it  is  now  the  schedaie 
is  no  longer  in  the  Bill,  and  confieqaeothr 
we  have  not  to  deal  with  any  propou: 
for  modifying  the  usual  practice  toe 
acquiring  land  under  the  Lands  (laoee* 
Acts.  The  procedure  is  perfectly  known 
and  will  be  rigidly  followed  in  any  acquisi- 
tion of  land  under  this  clause.  We  arr 
only  concerned  with  the  question  whether 
we  shall  or  shall  not  allow  the  P<«t 
authority  to  adopt  some  simpler  means  of 
procedure  so  far  as  Parliament  is  cos- 
cemed  than  that  which  is  generaU^ 
followed.  I  do  submit  most  earnestly  to 
the  House  that  there  is  a  verv  ittnme  csar 

_     * 

for  not  denving  to  the  new  Port  Authuntr 
something  like  the  same  facilities  as  those 
accorded  to  and  enjoyed  by  the  frea* 
competing  ports  on  the  Continent- 
Antwerp,  Hamburg,  and  other  port* 
which  are  rivals  to  the  Port  of  Lo&doo 
There  are  grave  disadvantages  ah«Mit 
forcing  an  authority  of  this  character 
to  come  to  Parliament  for  powers  a 
connection  with  every  small  pieoe  of 
land,  however  insignificant,  which  it  msT 
wish  to  acqifire,  and  to  go    throofh  aL 
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the  expense  and  all  the  friction  involved 
in  the  controverted  passage  of  a  private 
Bill  The  result  of  such  a  procedure 
would,  I  think,  be  that,  instead  of  ex- 
tending its  wharfage,  the  Port  Authority 
'would  endeavour  to  get  along  as  far  as  it 
<^ould  without  acquiring  land.  I  submit 
that  those  who  think  that  the  Port 
Authority  ought  to  have  a  fair  chance 
Ksonsider  that  it  is  very  desirable  to  give 
them  a  certain  measure  of  confidence 
And  elbow-room  in  respect  to  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land.  I  feel,  on  the  other  band, 
that  where  the  transaction  is  on  a  large 
scale  it  is  necessary  and  proper  that 
Parliament  should  survey  it.  It  has 
been  proposed  that  power  should  be  given 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  dispense  with 
the  need  of  access  to  Parliament  where 
the  transaction  is  small  and  uncon- 
troversial.  The  anxiety  which  has  been 
aroused,  I  think,  quite  unnecessarily,  by 
the  clause  as  it  stands  with  the  Schedule 
in  its  original  form,  still  continues,  though 
to  a  less  extent,  in  regard  to  the  clause  as 
it  is  modified,  and  I  have,  therefore, 
•endeavoured,  so  far  as  I  can,  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Standing  Committee. 
As  a  result  of  several  conferences  which 
have  been  held,  I  have  been  able  to  meet 
the  general  view  of  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  House.  Their  point  has 
been  that,  while  it  is  desirable  that  the 
Port  Authority  shall  have  liberty  as  to  the 
acquisition  of  land,  they  do  not  think  ths 
Board  of  Trade  should  be  constituted  the 
sole  judge  as  to  whether  Parliamentary 
powers  should  be  dispensed  with.  They 
think  there  is  too  much  Board  of  Trade 
in  the  Bill,  and  that  the  (Government  are 
giving  too  great  a  discretionary  power 
into  the  bands  of  a  Department.  I  will, 
therefore,  be  prepared  to  move  to  sub- 
action  (3)  an  Amendment  providing 
that,  before  making  an  order  authorising 
the  acquisition  of  land,  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  this  section  shall  appoint 
an  impartial  person  to  hold  a  public 
inquiry  on  their  behalf.  The  effect  of 
that  would  be  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
may  delegate  their  power  to  some  im- 
partial person,  who  would  hold  a  public 
inquiry  and  decide  whether  the  case  is 
one  which  ought  to  come  before  Parlia- 
ment or  whether  it  is  small  enough 
to  be  settled  by  him.  It  would,  however, 
atill  be  in  the  power  of  the  Board  of  Trade 


to  say  that  the  matter  should  come  before 
Parliament  in  the  ordinary  course.  I 
also  propose  to  move  an  Amendment 
saving  from  the  operation  of  the  clause 
any  existing  statutory  right  in  regard  to 
land. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
Is  the  inquiry  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  be  by  only  one  person  or  are  several 
persons  to  be  appointed  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  Only  one  person 
is  to  be  appointed.  Let  me  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  idea  is  that 
very  small  matters  may  arise  which  would 
certainly  not  be  of  sufficient  importance 
to  be  dealt  with  on  the  merits  by  the 
elaborate  procedure  of  private  Bills,  and 
in  that  case  the  Board  of  Trade  will  ap- 
point an  impartial  person  to  hold  a  public 
inquiry.  I  trust  that  the  modifications 
and  safeguards  which  have  now  been 
made  will  remove  tbe  apprehensions 
which  have  been  felt  and  the  prejudice 
which  has  existed  against  this  clause. 
Let  me  once  again  remind  the  Committee 
how  important  these  alterations  are. 
First  of  all,  the  Schedule  is  gone.  There 
is  no  new  procedure  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  land  shall  be  acquired  ;  there  is 
only  a  simplification  of  the  procedure. 
In  the  second  place,  by  Section  3  the 
operation  is  confined  to  small  transactions. 
In  the  third  place,  an  impartial  person  is 
to  be  appointed,  not  a  departmental 
official,  but  one  outside  the  scope  and 
authority  of  the  Department,  and  who 
will  decide  whether  or  not  the  transaction 
is  small  enough  to  be  decided  by  him 
or  whether  it  should  come  to  Parliament. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  (Marylebone,  E.)  said 
there  was  no  allusion  in  subsection  (3) 
to  small  transactions. 

Mr,  CHURCHILL:  I  think  I  am 
right  when  I  say  small  transactions — 

"  If  it  appears  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
by  reason  of  the  extent  or  situation  of  any  land 
proposed  to  be  acquired  compulsorily,  or  the 
purposes  for  which  such  land  is  used,  or  any 
other  circumstances,  the  land  ought  not  to  be 
acquired  compulsorily  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  the  order  of  the  Board  shall  be 
provisional  only  and  shall  not  have  effect  imless 
confirmed  by  Parliament." 

I  am  advised  that  this  would  confine  the 
1  operation  of  this  dispensing  power  to  small 
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transactions,  and  an  impartial  person 
would  be  able  to  make  sure  tbat  a  free, 
thorough,  and  dispassionate^interpretation 
is  placed  upon  what  are  or  are  not  small 
transactions.  With  those  safeguards  I 
think  the  House  ought  to  entrust  the 
Port  Authority  with  the  powers  we  seek 
to  confer  upon  it.  It  would  be  a  great 
hindrance  if  this  great  Port  of  London 
had  to  fight  for  its  prosperity  and  its 
existence  against  rivals  equipped  with 
far  greater  powers  as  to  the  acquisition 
of  land  and  the  construction  of  works 
than  are  possessed  in  this  country  at  the 
present  time.  It  would  be  unduly  ham- 
pering the  new  Port  authority  in  the 
struggle  they  will  have  to  carry  on 
against  great  and  powerful  Continental 
competitors,  if  they  were  denied  by  the 
House  the  very  carefully  safeguarded 
liberties  which  I  now  venture  respectfully 
to  demand  on  their  behalf.    I  beg  to  move. 

New  clause — 


"  (1)  Where  the  Port  Authority  propose  to 
construct,  equip,  maintain,  or  manage  any 
works,  and  the  works  proposed  to  be  constructed 
are  such  that  they  cannot  be  constructed  without 
statutory  authority,  or  are  such  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  they  ought  not  to 
be  constructed  except  under  the  authority  of 
such  an  order  as  is  hereinafter  mentioned,  or 
compulsory  powers  are  required  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land,  or  it  is  sought  to  impose  any 
charges  not  previously  authorised  in  respect  of 
the  use  of  any  woiks  when  constructed,  the 
Port  Authority  may  apply  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  thereupon  the  Board  of  Trade  may 
make  an  order :— (a)  Authorising  the  con- 
struction and  equipment  of  such  docks,  quays, 
wharves,  jetties,  or  piers,  and  buildings,  railways, 
and  other  works  in  connection  therewith  as  may 
be  specified  in  the  order ;  (6)  authorising  the 
purchase  and  taking  otherwise  than  by  agree- 
ment of  such  land  as  may  be  specified  in  the 
order  ;  (e)  authorising  the  imposition,  levying, 
collection,  and  recovery  of  such  dues,  rates, 
tolls,  and  other  charges  in  respect  of  the  use  of 
any  works  proposed  to  be  constructed,  and  con- 
ferring such  powers  of  management  of  those 
works,  as  may  be  specified  in  the  order ;  (d) 
authorising  the  Port  Authority  to  charge  to 
rfApital,  as  part  of  the  cost  of  construction  of  any 
work  authorised  by  the  order,  the  interest  on  any 
numisy  raised  to  defray  the  expenses  of  con- 
i»( ruction  of  any  such  work  and  the  acquisition 
of  UmJ  for  the  purpose,  for  such  period  and 
tiiU}f/:t  to  such  restrictions  as  may  be  men- 
iioiwd  in  the  order.  Provided  that : — (a)  no 
Uth4  tfliali  \jti  authorised  by  an  order  under  this 
t*'*U'm  to  be  eu-A\uiTGd  compulsorily  which  is 
frjtuttt*;  t/>  tlie  went  ward  of  the  meridian  six 
ti.jmifh  east  of  Greenwich;  and  (6)  an  order 
ix'jiix'jiibiiifi  the  conittruction  of  new  works  shall 
un\M^fAi  iju  t\ui  Port  Authority  an  obligation  to 
yi'jM'i*:  fcuch  housing  accommodation  for  the 

Mr.  ChurchiU. 


persons  to  be  employed  at  the  new  works  iHwi 
constructed  as  the  Board  of  Trade  may  from 
time  to  time  consider  requisite.  (2)  Adt 
order  made  under  this  section  authorising  the 
purchase  and  taking  of  land  otherwise  than  by 
agreement  shall  incorporate  the  Lands  GaiBcs 
Acts  as  if  the  order  were  a  special  Act  within 
the  meaning  of  those  Acts.  Provided  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  may  by  Provisional  Order  make 
such  modifications  and  adaptations  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts  to  be 
incorporated  in  an  order  under  this  section  as 
may  be  specified  in  the  Provisional  Order. 
(3)  If  it  appears  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  by 
reason  of  the  extent  or  situation  of  any  laivl 
proposed  to  be  acquired  compulsorily,  or  the 
purposes  for  which  such  land  is  used,  or  snj 
other  circumstances,  the  land  ought  not  to  b« 
acquired  compulsorily  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  the  order  of  the  Board  shall  be 
provisional  only  and  shall  not  have  effect  unleei 
confirmed  by  Parliament." — (Mr.  ChurehiU,) 

Brought  up  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Lord  B.  CECIL  said  he  must  tender 
his  very  sincere  thanks  to  the  right  ton. 
Gentleman  for  the  complete  way  in 
which  he  had  fulfilled  the  pledge  whicli 
he  had  given  on  the  last  occasion  when 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House.  He  had 
carried  out  his  pledge  not  only  to  the 
letter  but  in  the  spirit,  and  they  had  * 
fair  opportunity  of  considering  this 
clause  in  the  fullest  possible  way.  He 
must  confess,  however,  that  liis  doubts 
had  not  been  removed  bv  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  The 
argument  put  forward  for  this  clause 
was  that  it  was  required  in  order  to 
enable  the  Port  of  London  to  compete 
with  Continental  ports.  That  must  mean 
that  this  was  to  be  a  really  considerable 
power  to  be  exercised  in  important 
matters.  It  was  to  be  observeid  that 
other  ports  such  as  Liverpool,  for  instance, 
had  been  quite  successful  in  competing 
with  Continental  ports,  and  so  up  to 
now  had  the  Port  of  London,  without 
these  exceptional  powers.  He  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee,  but  he 
confessed  that  he  had  not  been  able  to 
refresh  his  memory  with  regard  to  it  for 
the  purposes  of  to-day,  because  he  was 
not  aware  until  early  that  morning  that 
there  was  any  prospect  of  this  Bill  coming 
before  the  House.  But  when  he  did 
read  the  evidence  he  did  not  perceive 
anv  testimony  at  all  that   this  power 
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was  required  in  order  to  enable  the 
Port  of  London  to  conapete  against 
Continental  ports,  nor  did  he  remember 
anything  of  that  kind.  Possibly  he 
might  be  mistaken  about  that,  but  he 
was  not  aware  of  anything.  Therefore 
he  might  say  that  they  expected  some 
very  clear  evidence  before  the  House 
should  be  asked  to  consent  to  this  very 
large  departure  from  their  usual  practice 
in  dealing  with  matters  of  this  kind.  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  this 
clause  as  it  stood  was  of  a  far-reaching 
character.  It  proposed  to  give  power  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  to — 

"  Authorise  the  constmotion  and  equipment 
of  such  docks,  quays,  wharves,  jetties,  or  piers, 
and  buildines,  railways,  and  other  worlcs  in 
connection  therewith  as  may  be  specified  in  the 
order." 

In  other  words,  as  drafted,  it  gave  the 
Board  of  Trade  power  to  pas3  any  such 
measure  as  had  ever  been  brought 
before  Parliament  dealing  w^ith  the 
construction  of  docks  on  the  Thames 
or  elsewhere.  In  subsection  (6)  it  went 
on — 

**  Authorising  the  purchase  and  taking  other- 
wise than  by  agreement  of  such  land  as  may  be 
gpecified  in  the  order." 

The  land  was  some  of  the  most  valuable 
in  the  country.  Far  below  the  line  fixed 
bv  the  Bill  there  was  land  of  enormous 
industrial  value,  and  the  proposal  was 
that  it  should  be  acquired  without  the 
consent  of  the  parties  by  order  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  That  was  to  be  taken 
in  connection  with  the  enormous  works 
clause  in  subsection  (a),  and  he  was 
not  surprised,  therefore,  to  find  that 
the  clause  was  opposed  before  the  Com- 
mittee, not  only  by  the  landowners, 
but  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
the  London  County  Council,  and  perhaps 
by  others.  Whatever  reasons  members 
of  the  Joint  Committee  might  give  for 
their  decision  now,  they  could  only 
speak  for  themselves — ^they  could  not 
speak  for  the  Committee  as  a  whole, 
which  had  rejected  the  proposal,  and 
he  thought  the  House  ought  to  be  ex- 
ceedingly careful  before  they  reversed, 
even  at  the  request  of  the  Government, 
the  decision  ot  a  strong  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  that  kind  on  a  question  which 
was  essentially  a  matter  for  evidence 
and  argument.  But,  apart  from  that, 
he  had  the  strongest  possible  objection  | 


to   this  departure   from   ordinary  pro- 
cedure.   The  substance  of  the  proposal 
was  that  with  reference  to  this  particular 
undertaking  a  special  law  was  to  be 
made  which  did  not  apply  to  any  other 
similar  undertaking  in  the  country,  and 
the  nature  of  that  special  legislation  was 
to  be  to  oust  the  jurisdiction  of  Parlia- 
ment  to   a   perfectly  indefinite   extent.. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  waa 
only    intended    to    be   used    for   small 
transactions,    but    really    the    security 
that  the  House  had  that  it  would  be 
only  so  used  was  of  the  flimsiest  possible 
description.     There  was  nothing  what- 
ever in   subsection   (3)    which    limited 
it     to     small    transactions.       All     it 
said    was  that    the     Board    of    Trade 
after   an  inquiry   before    an   impartial 
person,  who  might,  for  aught  he  knew,, 
be  one  of  the  officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  might  authorise  anything   which, 
was   within   the  terms   of  this   clause* 
He  did  not  understand  why  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  said  that  was    neces- 
sarily to  be  confined  to  small  transac- 
tions.    If  he  had  put  into  the  clause  a 
statement  that   no  transaction  involv- 
ing a  capital  expenditure  of  more  than 
£1,000,    or    something    of    that    kind„ 
should   be   sanctioned   under  the   order 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  there  would  be 
a  real  security;  though  he  should  still 
dislike    the   clause,   it  would   be   some 
ground  for  believing  there  would  be  an 
important   limitation   of   the   power   of 
the   Board   of  Trade.    Otherwise,  what 
it  came  to  was  this,  that  the  House  was 
asked  to  authorise  the  supersession  of 
Parliament  in  relerence  to  this  particular 
matter.     He  regarded  it  as  a  very  serious 
request  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
private  interests  involved  in  the  territory 
below  the  line  fixed  by  the  Bill.    It  wai 
a  very  serious  thing  to  say  to  people  who 
had  built  their  works  on  the  faith  that 
they  were  going  to  be  submitted  to  the 
ordinary  risks  of  the  law,  and  who  knew 
that  their  property  could  not  be  taken 
from    them    compulsorily,    apart    from 
these    provisions,    without    an    inquiry 
before  an  impartial  Committee  of  the 
House,  and,  if  necessary,  the  other  House  : 
"The  whole  of  that  security  on  which 
you  have  built  your  works  and  laid  out 
your  money  is  to  be  taken  away  and  you 
are  to  be  remitted  to  the  decision  of 
any  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  not 
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-only  at  the  present  time  but  in  future." 
That  was  a  very  serious  thing  from  the 
point  of  view  of  private  interests  and 
•a   very  important  change  to   make  in 
the  position  of  those  who  had  invested 
large  sums  of  money  in  the  land  afiected. 
But,  apart    from   that,  it   was    utterly 
wrong  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Department.    Here  was  a  great  under- 
taking, the  greatest  of  its  kind  he  sup- 
posed   in    the    country.     It    had    been 
•set   up   under   conditions  which   many 
people  in  that  House — ^he  did  not  share 
the  view  himself — ^regarded  as  of  a  very 
•experimental  character  and  by  no  means 
certain  to  be  a  success  as  the  Bill  was 
at  present  drafted.     Surely  it  was  more 
important  than  in  any  other  case  that 
Parliament    should    have    control    and 
supervision   over  the   proceedings   of  a 
body  of    that    kind.     They    ought    to 
Jcnow  and  to  have  an  opportunity   of 
considering      any      great    expenditure, 
Any  considerable  change  which  the  body 
proposed  to  be  set  up  should  authorise 
in     future.    He    certainly    thought    if 
Anybody  was  to  be  treated  in  an  ex- 
ceptional way  it  was  not   certainly   a 
body  of  this  kind,  of  enormous  wealth 
and  resources,  and  of  a  very  experimental 
•character.     There    was    no    reason    in 
the  world  that  could  be  given  why  the 
Port  of  London  should  have  this  ex- 
•ceptional  privilege  which  would  not  be 
far  more  applicable  to  the  smallest  under- 
taking in  the  country,  and  yet  nobody 
he  supposed  would  suggest  that  it  should 
be  given  to  any  private  or  semi-public 
•company  which  came  to  ask  for  powers 
of  this  description.    A  great  deal  was 
made  before  the  Committee  of  the  light 
railway    precedent.     It    was    said    that 
after  all  what  was  being  done  in  this 
Bill  was  only  copying  what  was  done 
l)y  the  Light  Railway  Act  of  1896.    He  was 
^ery  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
repeated  that  argument,  because  it  was 
Teally    utterly    worthless    and    wholly 
^  misleading.     The    Light    Railway    Act 
"was  a  wholly  different  proposal,  passed 
in  order  to  assist  poor  agricultural  dis- 
tricts where  expenditure  was  necessarily 
likely  to  be  of  a  very  small  character, 
and    far    greater    safeguards    were    put 
into   that  Act   than   were   proposed  in 
this  clause.     There  was  to  be  an  inquiry 
"before  what  was  substantially  equal  to, 
at  any  rate,  a  Committee  of  that  House. 

Lord  R.  Cecil. 


A  very  strong  Commission  was  consti- 
tuted, with  Lord  Jersey  at  the  head  aod 
an  engineer  and  a  lawyer  to  assist  liim, 
and  every  proposal  for  a  light  railway 
had  to  go  before  it  and  be  sanctioned 
and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  were  also  far  greater  precautions 
with  reference  to  notice  than  were  pro- 
posed here.  If  they  put  aside  this  precedent 
the  proposal  was  absolutely  unprece- 
dented. No  single  instance  had  come 
before  Parliament  of  a  proposal  to  give  to 
a  great  body  a  special  power  such  as  this, 
and  if  it  was  done  at  all  it  shotild  not 
be  done  in  the  case  of  a  body  of  gieit 
resources  and  strength,  which  was 
exactly  the  body  to  be  least  iDJared 
by  being  forced  to  come  to  Parliament 
The  right  hon.  Grentleman  had  spoken 
as  if  an  imdertaking  of  this  kind  might 
be  hampered  because  it  could  not  buy 
a  small  piece  of  land  or  make  some 
trifling  alteration  in  its  works  without 
a  Provisional  Order.  But  snch  a 
great  undertaking  would  perpetuallr 
have  great  changes,  the  very  things 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
ought  not  to  be  done  by  Board  of  Trade 
order.  The  practice  was  to  keep  the« 
small  things  back  for  a  year  or  do  them 
without  Parliamentarv  authority.  Ther 
were  then  all  put  into  a  Bill  and  con- 
firmed in  one  Provisional  Order  whieh 
\^a8  passed  every  other  year  and  the 
whole  thing  was  disposed  of  without 
any  additional  expense.  He  very  seri- 
ously pressed  the  Grovemment  not  to 
persist  in  this  proposal.  It  was  a  serious 
precedent  which  would  arouse  a  great 
deal  of  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  EDWIN  CORNWALL  (Bethnal 
Green,  N.  E.)  said  he  did  not  follow  the 
statement  that  this  was  exactly  the 
body  which  ought  to  be  compelled  to  come 
to  Parliament  whenever  it  required 
power  to  purchase  land.  It  seemed  to 
him  it  was  exactly  the  body  that  ought 
not  to  have  that  burden  placed  upon  it. 
The  noble  Lord  would  consider  it  a 
calamity  that  the  Metropolitan  boroughs 
exercised  compulsory  powers  of  tAkins 
land.  It  did  not  seem  to  be  altogether 
a  new  principle. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  it  was  verr  care- 
fully  limited  to  widening  existing  streets 
It  was  necessarily  of  a  very  small 
character. 
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Sir  EDWIN  CORNWALL  said  that 
bore  out  his  point.  It  was  very  wisely 
limited  to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
authorities,  and  this  clause  was  limited 
to  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  authority. 
It  seemed  to  be  an  exactly  similar  case. 
This  was  a  most  valuable  clause  to  the  new 
Port  Authority.  So  far  as  one  could 
judge,  the  House,  irrespective  of  party, 
was  agreed  that  this  new  Port  Authority 
ought  to  be  set  up  and  London  ought 
to  be  given  the  chance  to  bring  the  trade 
of  the  Port  up  to  a  higher  level.  He 
did  not  suppose  anyone  would  suggest 
that  the  new  authority  was  likely  to  be 
a  predatory  body,  and  to  try  to  take  land 
regardless  of  those  who  had  invested  in 
it,  or  that,  with  the  protection  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  anything  was 
likely  to  happen  under  the  clause 
other  than  what  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  new  Port  Authority.  It  was  not 
child's  play.  It  was  not  going  to  be  an 
easy  business  for  the  new  authority  to 
come  in  and  take  over  the  whole  of  the 
docks  of  London,  the  duties  of  the  Thames 
Cooservancy,  and  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  the  heavy  debt  which  would  be 
placed  upon  them  to  work  out  the  salva- 
tion of  the  Port  of  London.  Directly 
the  new  Port  Authority  found  it  wanted 
a  piece  of  land  for  any  purpose  it  would 
have  to  come  to  Parliament.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  said  that  that  was  a  good 
thing,  and  that  Parliament  ought  to 
control  this  new  authority.  Personally 
he  did  not  think  Parliament  ought  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind.  Why  should  a 
small  body  of  men  in  the  carrying  out  of 
their  duties  always  be  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment ?  He  had  had  a  long  experience 
on  the  London  County  Council  and  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board,  and  he  knew 
what  coming  to  Parliament  meant.  It 
meant  that  the  officers  of  the  Port 
Authority,  instead  of  going  on  with  their 
work  and  devoting  their  whole  time  and 
energies  to  the  service  of  the  new  authority, 
would  have  their  time  taken  up  obtaining 
permission  from  Parliament  upon  such 
matters  as  obtaining  a  piece  of  land  for 
a  dock.  The  officers  of  the  new  authoritv 
ought  to  be  able  to  devote  all  their  time 
and  energy  to  the  real  business  of  the  Port 
of  London.  If  some  very  large  under- 
takmg  had  to  be  entered  into  it  might 
be  worth  the  while  of  the  Port  Authority 
to  spend  a  great  deal  of   time   getting  J 


thfi  permission  of  Parliament.  The  new 
authority  would  be  placed  more  under 
the  control  of  a  Government  Department 
than  any  other  similar  authority,  and  it 
would  be  a  fatal  mistake  to  press  opposi- 
tion to  this  clause.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  decide  to  give  the  new  authority 
a  fair  and  good  chance  of  carrying  out 
successfully  the  duties  entrusted  to  it  by 
Parliament. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  (Gravesend) 
said  he  would  like  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  point  was 
represented  geographically  on  the  River 
Thames  by  subsection  (a). 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  understood 
to  say  that  it  would  exempt  all  land 
west  of  Barking  Creek. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  admitted 
that  the  clause  had  much  to  be  said 
for  it,  because  it  certainly  relieved  them 
of  some  very  strong  objections  which 
they  had  hitherto  felt  regarding  the 
supreme  authority  and  plenary  powers 
given  to  the  Port  Authority.  He  was  not 
speaking  in  any  spirit  of  antagonism  to 
the  Bill,  and  he  would  be  quite  satisfied 
if  what  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  intended  was  carried  out.  He 
understood  that  private  owners  were 
going  to  be  protected,  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  there  were  some  com- 
petitive private  owners  who  would  be 
in  competition  with  the  Port  Authority 
itself.  The  Board  of  Trade  in  subsection 
(2)  took  precautions  to  prevent  the 
Port  Authority  from  abusing,  however 
innocently,  their  great  plenary  powers 
by  taking  from  private  owners  land 
and  property  which  might  be  in  com- 
petition with  the  very  interests  which 
the  Port  Authority  represented.  He 
hoped  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  appreciated  his  point.  He  would  . 
take,  for  example,  the  P.  &  0.  Company. 
That  company  owned  a  considerable 
amount  of  land  which  he  believed  they 
intended  to  make  use  of  by  erecting 
buildings  upon  it.  The  P.  &  0.  Com- 
pany were  very  much  imsettled  by  the 
power  to  be  given  under  this  Bill 
to  the  Port  Authority  to  acquire  land 
compulsorily.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  said  they  were  providing 
that  in  the  acquisition  of  any  very  large 


1779 


Fori  o; 


{COMMONS} 


London  Bill, 


1780 


piece  of  lAnd  or  any  very  important 
piece  of  property  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  decide  whether  it  should  be  com- 
pulsorily  acquired,  or  whether  the  new 
authority  should  come  to  Parliament  in 
order  to  secure  the  right  to  acquire  that 
property.  He  understood  that  it  was 
only  small  pieces  of  property  and  small 
interests  which  would  be  dealt  with 
independently  of  Parliament.  He  did 
not  think  the  subsection  was  quite  clear, 
and  he  thought  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who,  from  the  beginning 
had  been  most  reasonable,  would  see 
that  the  very  thing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  always  so  strong  about 
when  he  was  sitting  in  Opposition — that 
Parliament  should  always  be  supreme, 
that  the  voice  of  the  people  should  be 
heard,  and  that  all  interests  should  be 
safeguarded  by  an  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment— ^was  being  ^sregarded,  and 
that  they  were  placing  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility upon  the  Board  of  Trade 
itself  or  upon  its  appointee.  The  Board 
of  Trade  said  they  were  going  to  have 
an  impartial  person,  and  he  supposed 
that  the  word  "  person  "  under  an  Act 
of  Parliament  might  mean  several  persons. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Lloyd-Georoe,  Carnar- 
von Boroughs)  :  It  includes  persons. 

Sib  GILBERT  PARKER  said  there 
still  remained  absolutely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Department  the  power  to  decide 
whether  any  application  by  the  Port 
Authority  to  acquire  property  was  large 
enough  to  warrant  a  reference  to  Parlia- 
ment. Whatever  confidence  he  might 
have  in  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  the  representative  of 
the  Unionist  Party  or  of  the  Liberal  Party 
at  the  head  of  that  Department,  he  was 
opposed  to  giving  power  to  any  public 
Department  to  deal  arbitrarily  with  any 
expenditure  of  money  or  the  acquisition 
of  property  without  Parliamentary  con- 
trol, because  that  was  bureaucratic. 
This  was  a  bureaucratic  clause,  and  it 
was  throwing  more  and  more  upon  the 
administration  of  the  Port  Authority. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  made  a  suggestion  which  he  hoped 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  accept,  and  that  was  that  sotne 
limit  should  be  put  upon  the  value  of  the 
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purchase  which  the  Board  of  Trade  miglit 
authorise.  Suppose  they  limited  the 
property  to  be  acquired  with  the  consent 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  £100,000  and 
provided  that  anything  to  a  greater 
value  than  that  should  not  be 
acquired  compulsorily  without  refer- 
ence to  Parliament.  It  might  be 
found  necessary  to  I  place  the  limit  at 
£200,000,  but  he  thought  there  ought  to 
be  a  safeguard  of  some  kind  inserted  in 
the  clause.  He  was  sure  the  right  ton. 
Gentleman  would  find  after  the  dis- 
cussion they  had  had  upon  this  point 
that  the  view  which  his  noble  friend  bad 
presented  would  have  a  response  outside 
the  House  much  more  pronounced  than 
the  Government  had  any  idea  of.  There 
were  many  interests  involved,  and  the 
Government  ought  not  to  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  Port  Authority  would 
be  a  rival  in  the  exploitation  of  river 
interests  and  acquiring  property  witi 
private  organisations,  and  the  suspicion 
which  existed  among  private  organisa- 
tions and  river  companies  owning  wharves 
and  jetties  was  very  great.  That  sus- 
picion would  not  be  allayed  by  tbl^ 
clause,  excellent  as  it  was  in  intention, 
because  it  did  not  go  far  enough  or  satisfy 
those  who  raised  objection  to  the  plenaiy 
powers  which  were  being  given  to  the 
Port  Authoirity  without  reference  to 
Parliament. 

Mr.  LLOTD-GEORGE  :  There  will 
be  an  independent  inquiry. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  said  he  w»> 
very  doubtful  about  an  independent 
inquiry  unless  it  meant  something  more 
than  sending  down  an  official  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.    Did  it  mean  that  I 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  alreadv 
made  it  clear  that  it  did  not  mean  simply 
an  inquiry  by  an  official  of  the  Board  ot 
Trade. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  said  he 
apologised  to  the  President  of  the  Boanl 
of  Trade  if  he  had  misrepresented  him- 
He  understood  they  were  going  to  seni 
down  an  impartial  person  or  persnnf 
to  make  the  inquiry,  and  he  did  n'>' 
think  that  promise  was  quite  sufficient. 
The  person  appointed  to  inquire  might 
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be  a  colonel,  or  some  one  who  miglit 
or     might     not     know     much     about 
finance.      While     this     Bill     pretended 
to  be  a  solution  of  a  good  many  things 
it  was  not  quite  clear  enough  in  its  defini- 
tions.   He   appealed   to   the    President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  consider  what 
the    effect    would   be   in   the    country, 
and  especially  on  the  commercial  and 
industrial  population  on  the  river.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  from 
the   beginning   that   he    did   not    wish 
to  be  in  any  way  tyrannical  in  dealing 
with  the  river  interests.     He  was  anxious 
as  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  Port  Authority  should  not  have  power 
which   was   too   arbitrary.     He-  himself 
believed  still  that  the  power  proposed 
to  be  given  under  subsection  (3)  was 
too  arbitrary,  and  if  that  was  not  so 
with  respect  to  the  Port  Authority  itself, 
the  arbitrary  power  still  remained  with 
the  Board  of  Trade.       If  the  Unionist 
Party    were    in    office,    the    right   hon. 
Grentleman  and  his  colleagues  would  not 
trust    them.    [Cries    of    "Oh."]    They 
did  not  trust  them  in  connection  with 
the    administrative    departments    with 
full  and  unlimited  confidence.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  would  be  the 
first"  to  say  that  he  did  not  think  the 
Board    of   Trade    ought   to    have    this 
discretionary  authority,  and  that  there 
should  be  some  limitation  to  its  discre- 
tion.    The  power  to  purchase  should  be 
clearly  restricted  to  an  amount  beyond 
which  it  should  not  be  able  to  go  without 
applying  to  Parliament.  He  urged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  agree  to  insert  some 
woids   in  the  subsection   which    would 
restrict  the  amount  which  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  have  the  option,  as  it  were, 
of  authorising  in  regard  to  the  purchase 
of  any  given  property  without  an  applica- 
tion to  Parliament.  It  might  be  £100,000, 
£200,000,  or  £300,000,  but  some  amount 
should  be  stated  so  that  the  countrv 
would  know  the  limit  bevond  which  the 
Port  Authority  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  not  go  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.     He  begged  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  that  point  his  careful 
consideration. 

Mr.  STUART  WORTI4EY  (Sheffield, 
Hallam)  asked  whether  it  was  intended 
to  give  effect  to  the  promise  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Board  of  Trade  at  an  earlier 


stage  of  the  Bill  that  corporations  which 
had  acquired  lands  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  might  not  be  particu- 
larly using  those  lands,  should  be  exempt 
from  what  might  be  called  the  adminis- 
trative order  procedure  created  bv  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  a  statement  should 
be*  made  on  that  point.  His  right  hon. 
friend  had  prepared  an  Amendment  on 
this  subject,  and  it  was  now  in  the  hands 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side.  It  was  of  a  very  drastic  character 
and  covered  all  undertakings  of  that  kind. 
It  was  proposed  by  that  Amendment 
to  exclude  from  the  operation  of  the 
clause  lands  which  had  been  acquired 
under  Act  of  Parliament  for  the  purpose 
of  railways  or  other  undertakings.  He 
quite  saw  the  force  of  the  contention  of 
those  who  maintained  that  a  mere  order 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  should  not 
over-ride  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  for 
that  reason  they  proposed  to  exclude  all 
lands  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  REA  (Gloucester) 
said  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  expres- 
sed regret  that  he  had  not  had  an  op- 
portimity  of  refreshing  his  memory  in 
regard  to  the  proceedings  before  the 
Joint  Committee.  He  should  like  to 
refresh  his  memory.  This  was  not  the 
clause  which  was  rejected  by  the  Joint 
Committee  ;  it  was  with  a  little  modifica- 
tion the  clause  which  was  accepted  by 
them.  It  was  a  surprise  to  himself  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  dropped  the  clause, 
and  then,  tlunking  better  of  it,  reinserted 
it.  The  Committee  altered  the  clause  by 
depriving  the  Board  of  Trade  of  the 
power  to  make  a  Departmental  Order. 
The  Committee  accepted  the  provision 
that  land  might  be  taken  by  Provisional 
Order. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  :  My  objection  is  to 
ousting  Parliament  altogether.  I  have 
no  real  objection  to  proceeding  by  Pro- 
visional Order. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  REA  said  the  bureau- 
cratic  method  was  rejected  by  the  Joint 
Committee.  The  Provisional  Order  pro- 
vided for  imder  this  clause  was  not  to 
extend  to  all  purchases.  It  had  excluded 
very  small  properties.    He  could  not  say 
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that  the  Committee  approved  of  that, 
but  he  himself  did  approve  of  the  quali- 
fication. He  could  not  conceive  that 
any  purchase,  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gravesend  mentioned,  of  a  property 
to  the  value  of  £200,000  or 
£300,000  could  ever  be  sanctioned  by 
the  order  of  an  administrative  board. 
It  would,  of  course,  come  under  the 
purview  of  the  House  in  the  form  of  a 
Provisional  Order.  The  clause  as  it  now 
stood  gave  greater  advantages  to  land- 
owners and  -third  parties  than  when 
it  was  passed  by  the  Joint  Committee. 
He  thought  the  introduction  of  an  inde- 
pendent arbitrator  gave  perfect  security 
to  third  parties  who  might  be  interested. 
He  could  coijLceive  of  only  one  class  of 
persons  who  might  sufEer  in  the  least, 
and  that  was  those  who  were  interested 
in  the  costly  and  cumbrous  procedure  of 
Private  Bill  legislation.  Individually, 
he  should  prefer  this  revised  clause  to  the 
original  clause  as  it  was  altered  by  the 
Joint  Committee  in  Westminster  Hall. 

*Me.  W.  PEAKCE  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse)  said  that  in  discussing  this 
clause  the  Committee  appeared  to  be 
losing  sight  of  the  most  important  fact 
that  the  new  Port  Authority  would  at 
once  come  into  x)08session  of  much  vacant 
land  now  the  property  of  the  Dock 
Companies.  Future  purchases  would 
thus  be  within  very  narrow  limits. 
As  to  Tilbury  Dock  and  the 
Albert  Dock,  it  was  evident  that 
the  possibility  was  most  remote  that  the 
Port  Authority  would  require  any  ex- 
tension of  land  there,  but  they  might 
require  to  get  hold  of  some  fringes  of  land 
adjoining  them.  Therefore,  this  clause 
was  likely  to  be  of  considerable  service 
to  them.  At  the  same  time  he  did  not 
think  there  could  be  any  risk  to  the 
general  public.  He  spoke  feelingly  be- 
cause he  happened  to  be  a  member  of  a 
firm  of  manufacturers  with  works  on  the 
river  side,  and  if  the  clause  were  applied 
to  any  great  extent,  it  would  not  be  for 
the  public  benefit.  He  thought  the 
House  was  viewing  this  clause  with  too 
much  concern.  They  should  allow  it 
to  pass,  and  get  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
Bill. 

Me.  W.  guinness  (Bury  St.  Ed- 
munds)   desired    to    express    the   very  | 
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strong  objection  which  the  London 
County  Council  felt  against  this  clanae 
as  it  had  been  put  down  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  quite  recog- 
nised that  it  was  rather  less  drastic  in  its 
present  form  than  when  it  was  considered 
by  the  Joint  Committee  ;  but  still  it  had 
not  been  modified  sufficiently  to  abate 
the  considerable  amount  of  alarm  felt  br 
the  London  Coimty  Coimcil.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green,  who  had  knowledge  of  these 
matters,  that  it  was  imdesirable  that  the 
Port  Authority  should  have  to  ask  for 
Parliamentary  powers  to  acquire  small 
pieces  of  land,  and  that  some  clause  of 
the  kind  was  necessary.  He  agreed,  but  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  best  if  the  clause 
were  put  back  to  the  form  approved  br 
the  Joint  Committee  ;  that  was  to  sav  to 
re-insert  that  a  Provisional  Order  was 
necessary,  and  not  merely  an  Order  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  proposal  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  limit 
what  might  be  spent  in  buying  land  did 
not,  he  thought,  necessarfly  meet  the 
danger ;  because  it  might  be  quite 
possible  for  the  Port  Authority  to  bur  a 
large  quantity  of  small  properties  and 
by  that  method  get  beyond  the  statutoir 
limit. 

The  chairman  said  it  seemed  to 
him  that  hon.  Members  were  talking 
about  Amendments  to  the  clause.  Would 
it  not  be  better  to  read  the  clause  a 
second  time,  and  after  that  had  been 
disposed  of,  the  points  of  detail  could 
be  raised. 

Mr.  WALTER  GUINNESS  said  it  was 
rather  difficult  to  know  in  what  wav  ther 
were  to  vote,  unless  they  got  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  as  to  the  different  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  made  to  meet  the 
difficulty.  Two  had  already  been  re- 
ferred to ;  he  had  a  third,  which  was  to 
proceed  by  Provisional  Order. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that 
the  various  suggestions  made  by  hon. 
Members  were  down  on  the  Paper  in 
the  form  of  Amendments  to  the  clause, 
one  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken.  He  submitted 
that  it  was  desirable  to  proceed  with 
these  Amendments  after  the  formal 
Second  Reading  had  been  given  to  the 
clause. 
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Mb.   BOWLES   (Lambeth,   Norwood) 
said  he  objected  to  the  principle  of  this 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  it  gave,  for  no 
sufficient  reason   which  had  yet   been 
shown,   unprecedented  and  almost  un- 
limited powers  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  hon.   Member  for   Bethnal   Green 
had  said  that  it  would  be  a  most  disad- 
vantageous thing  if  the  new  Port  Authority 
had  to  come  to  Parliament  every  time 
it    wished    to    carry    out    some    par- 
ticular  work,   and   his   view  was  that 
there  should  be  no  restriction  on  the 
Board  of  Trade's  giving  the  authority  to 
do  80.     For  his  part  he  entirely  objected 
to  any  authority,  public  or  private,  being 
able  to  deal  with  private  interests,  or  in- 
deed with  public  interests,  without  coming 
either  directly  or   indirectly  to  Parlia- 
ment   for    authority    to    do     so.     The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said 
that  the  boundary  had  been  fixed  so  as 
to  exclude  the  great  bulk  of  the  building 
land  around  the  Port  from  the  operation 
of  the  clause.    He  had  examined  the  map 
and    marked    off    the     boundary — ^the 
meridian  six  minutes  East  of  Greenwich — 
and  found  that  so  far  from  the  great 
bulk  of  the  building  land  being  excluded 
it  was    included  within   the    operation 
of  this  clause.       Moreover,  the    clause 
did  not  merely  deal  with  the  acquisition 
of  land  on  the  river  side  for  docks,  quays, 
wharves,  jetties,  piers,  and  buildings,  but 
railwajrs  and  other  works  in  connection 
therewith.    In  other  words,  land  might 
be  taken  compukorily  without    Parlia- 
ment being  consulted,  not  merely  for 
buildings  and  riverside  works,  but  for 
railways  which  might  involve  the  acquisi- 
tion of  any  amount  of  land  not  directly 
on  the  river.     He  hoped  he  was  not  un- 
reasonable in  his  attitude  in  regard  to  the 
matter.    He  thought  the  Bill  was  on  the 
whole  a  most  admirable  one,   and  he 
earnestly  desired  to  see  it  pass  ;  but  there 
was  no  sufficient  reason  for  departing 
from    the    recognised    practice    which 
required    the    authority   of    Parliament 
for  compulsory  acquisition  of  property. 
The     Bill     conferred    enormous,     and, 
as  he  held,   mischievous  powers  on   a 
Government  Department ;    and,  as  had 
been  said    by  one   hon.  Member,  there 
was     too    much    Board    of    Trade    in 
the  BiU.      The  President  of  the  Board 
of   Trade    had    said    that    the    Board 
would  appoint   an  impartial   person  to 


hold  an  .inquiry,  but  everybody  knew 
that  any  Government  Department  was 
not  un^villing  to  increase  the  powers  given 
to  it  by  this  House,  and  he  thought  it 
was  not  a  proper  S3rstem  that  the  decision 
of  a  question  involving  the  position  taken 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  should  be  given 
to  anyone  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  itseli  He  maintained  that  if  any 
matter  was  to  be  inquired  into  it  should 
be  done  not  by  a  person  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  but  by  a  person  appointed 
in  the  ordinary  way  by  the  parties  to  the 
transaction.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the^^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  large 
transactions  would  never  be  sanctioned 
under  this  clause.  Why  not  ?  What 
guarantee  was  there  that  they  would  not 
be  ?  The  only  security  against  that  would 
be  the  decision  of  the  Department  itself. 
There  was  no  reason  why  the  House  should 
abrogate  its  functions  in  favour  of  the* 
Board  of  Trade,  and  for  this  wholly 
exceptional  procedure  being  applied  to  a- 
Government  Department.  His  objection 
might  be  met  if  the  powers  to  be  given 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  were  confined 
to  small  matters. 

Me.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  he  trusted 
that  the  Committee  would  now  come  to 
a  decision  on  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  clause,  and  then  proceed  to  the 
examination  of  the  details  when  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  were  moved. 
Every  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken, 
including  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Marylebone,  had  accepted  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause.  The  noble  Lord  had 
admitted  that  it  was  desirable  that 
there  should  be  a  cheap  method  of 
acquiring  land,  although  his  method 
was  different  from  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  was  the  object  of  the 
clause  ?  It  was  to  render  it  unnecessary 
for  the  Port  Authority  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment whenever  they  wanted  a  few  acres 
of  land  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
the  facilities  of  the  Port.  Coming  to 
Parliament  in  order  to  obtain  a  private 
Bill  meant  enormous  expense.  It  meant 
that  every  time  general  questions  could 
be  raised.  The  noble  Lord  knew  that 
if  a  railway  company  came  to  Parliament 
for  a  few  acres  of  land  for  the  purpose  of 
a  railway  siding  or  an  extension,  the 
whole  question  of  the  rates  would  be 
raised. 


1787 


Port  of 


{CX)MMONS} 


London  Bill. 


\r^ 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that  that  was 
•done  in  Committee  and  not  in  the  House. 

Mb.    LLOYD-GEORGE  agreed;    but 
yfhj  should  the  Port  Authority  every 
time  it  wanted  a  few  acres  of  land  to 
increase    the    accommodation    of     the 
Port  have  to  come  to  Parliament  for 
powers  ?     The  noble  Lord  said,   "  Look 
at   Liverpool   and   other   ports   in   the 
Kingdom ;      everybody  knew  from   ex- 
perience  what   they   did.  •  They   saved 
Tip  these  little  things,  and  did  not  bring 
in    a    Bill    every    time    they    wanted 
to   acquire  a  few  acres  of    land  ;  they 
waited  imtil  a  sufficient  nimiber  of  such 
requirements  had  accumulated  to  justify 
the    trouble    and   expense    entailed    by 
coming   to    Parliament   and   promoting 
a  private  Bill  to  obtain  the  necessary 
powers.    But  thai?  was  not  once  a  year, 
or  every  two  years,  or  three  years."    How 
often  did  the  noble  Lord  imagine  that 
the  Port  of  Liverpool  had  been  coming 
to  '  Parliament  with  these   Bills  ?    Not 
very  often ;     he  remembered  one  Bill. 
What  did  the  noble  Lord  suggest  ?    He 
suggested  that  when  the  Port  Authority 
wanted  a  few  acres  of  land  for  an  exten- 
sion, they  were  to  wait  for  years  until 
there    was    an    accumidation    of    these 
needs  before  they  came  to  Parliament. 
Really  that   was  not  necessary.    Here 
was  a  great  Port,  the  greatest  Port  in 
the    world,    which    must    sufEer   incon- 
venience, at  all  events,  to  that  extent, 
because  they  would  not  have  the  power 
to  acquire  the  land  when  they  wanted  it 
unless  they  came  to  Parliament.    Why 
should  they  not  get  it  when  they  wanted 
it,  instead  of  having  to  wait,  as  they  would 
have  to  do,  perhaps  for  a  long  time,  if 
the     view     of     the    noble     Lord    was 
adopted?     Besides,  the  expense  of  going 
before  a  Parliamentary  Committee  was 
enormous,     as    it    rendered    necessary 
payment    of    very     expensive    counsel 
and    expert    witnesses.    He    made    no 
imputation  on  the  noble  Lord  when  he 
said  he  took  the  traditional  view  of  the 
Parliamentary  barrister  as  to  the  desir- 
ability of  bringing  everything  upstairs. 
That,  however,  meant  the  pUing  on  of 
expense,   and  anybody  who  wished  to 
inconvenience    the    Port   Authority,  or, 
still  worse,  anyone  who  wanted  a  big 
price  out  of  them,  would  be  glad  of  this 
procedure.    Very   often    these    prpceed- 


ings  upstairs  were  blackmailing  proceed- 
ings, and  were  fought  simply  in  order 
to  get  a  big  price  from  the  compaiiT 
promoting  a  Bill.    People  objected  venr 
often    because  they  knew  they  would 
get  a  very  big  price  from  the  company 
in  order  to  get  them  out  of  the  war. 
This  was  done  deliberately,  and  Parlia- 
ment ought  not  to  be  a  sort  of  huge 
blackmailing  machine   for   the  purpose 
of    extracting    extravagant    prices  out 
of  great  commercial  and  industrial  enter- 
prises.   High   railway    rates   were  xm 
being  paid,  largely  as  a  result  of  tk 
railway  companies   being   compelled  to 
come   to    Parliament    every  time  thej 
needed  power  to  build  a  station  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  or  to  form  a 
crossing,  or  to  widen  their  line.    There 
should  be  some  cheap  method  by  which 
they  could  secure  authority  on  payin; 
fair   value   in   respect   of    the  proper  j 
afEected.    Why  should  they  adopt  tk 
present    method    which  *  involved  very 
great  expenditure  in  regard  to  compu!- 
sory    purchase?     He    maintained  tlus 
it   was   the   business   of    Parliament  t« 
help  this  Port  Authority  to  acquire  tb 
land  which  they  might  need  as  cheaply 
and  expeditiously  as  possible,  in  order 
to  enable  it  to  do  its  work.    The  nob> 
Lord  quoted  the  precedent  of  the  Ligi' 
Railways   Act  under   which   people  die 
not  have  to  come  to  Parliament  ew 
time  they  wanted  land  for  a  light  railw. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  simply  becaofr 
Lord  Jersey  happened  to  be  on  the  \A 
Railways    Commission,    it    was   not  i 
question    of    principle    with    him,  kt 
merely  of  a  particular  person  who  ad- 
ministered the  particular  Act. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :    Lord  Jersey  i: 
not  on  the  Commission  now. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  he  was  not 
saying  a  word  disparaging  of  Lord  Jersey 
who  was  a  very  admirable,  worthy.  isA 
judicial  man,  but  surely  there  were  plenty 
of  men  in  this  coimtry  who  were  able  t< 
administer  an  Act  of  this  kind  judicifiHy. 
ably,  and  with  the  utmost  impartialirv 
A  Government  Department  would  direct 
an  inquiry  in  the  circumstances  Diec- 
tioned  in  the  clause,  but  as  everybody 
knew  perfectly  welL  would  not  interfere 
with  a  judicial  investigation  of  that  sort, 
or  overrule  such  an  inquiry . 
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Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that  similar  [  the  Commissioners.  The  power  pro- 
inquiries  had  been  over-ruhd  more  than  posed  to  be  given  was  conferred  on 
•once.  every  Continental   port;    he  had  never 

heard  of  a  case  where  it  was  not. 

Mr.   LLOYD-GEORGE  said    Govern- 
ment Departments  would  never  interfere  |      Sir    GILBERT    PARKER    did    not 
in  such  an  inquiry,  and  if  it  over-ruled  '  like  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
the    result    it    would    only  be    in    the    man,  but  he  thought  it  would  help  the 


very  interests  which  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  press  upon  Parliament  and 
the  Committe !.  Supposing  the  Corn- 
mis  uoner  decided  that  it  was  a  ease 
for  Parliamentary  inquiry,  the  noble 
Tiord  surely  did  not  imagine  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  overrule  that. 
They  could  not  face  Parliament  under 
such  circumstances.  His  right  hon. 
friend    the  President    of    the    Board    of 


Committee  if  he  could  elicit  some  in 
formation.  There  was  a  particular  pro- 
vision in  the  clause  under  which  there 
might  or  might  not  be  a  provisional 
order.  There  was  to  be  one  if  it  ap- 
peared to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  by 
reason  of  the  extent  or  situation  of  the 
land  proposed  to  be  acquired  corapul- 
sorily  it  ought  not  to  be  taken  without 
the  sanction  of  Parliament.     What  he 


Trade    who    was   very   well   acquainted    should  like  to  hear  was  what  the  right 
with  the  clause  as  drafted,  assured    him  I  hon.  Gentleman  considered  a  large  ex- 
that  the  Department  could  not  over-rule  I  tension  and  what  would  be  considered 
•the  decision  of   a  Commi  si  >  'er,  after  a  |  a  small  one. 
judicial  inquiry,  that  a   particular  case  \ 

was  one  which  should  come  before  Parlia-  Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  the  Board 
ment,  in  the  sense  of  making  an  order  in  ,  of  Trade  were  proposing  to  put  a  very 
lipite  of  his  decision.  If  there  was  any  i  considerable  limitation  upon  the  clause, 
doubt  about  that  his  right  hon.  friend  >  and  to  restrict  the  power  to  operations 
wished  to  make  the  point  clear,  and,  if  of  a  very  small  character.  The  hon. 
necessary,  would  insert  an  Amendment  |  Gentleman  suggested  a  limitation  of 
to  do  so.  If  the  Commissioner  reported  •  value,  but  he  would  tell  him  at  once 
in  favour  of  an  order  being  made  the  why  a  limitation  of  value  would  not  really 
Board  of  Trade  might  over-rule  that,  but '  assist  him  on  the  point  whether  a  par- 
surely  the  noble  Lord  would  not  com-  ticular  operation  was  of  importance  in  its 
plain  of  that.  Really  the  Grovernment  effect  upon  other  interests.  He  could 
were  not  proposing  anything  nearly  so  understand  an  operation  which  would  be  a 
strong  as  the  Light  Railways  At,  which  '  small  one  in  value  being  a  very  consider- 
was  proposed  by  a  Conservative  Grovern-  '  able  one  i  i  importance.  They  might 
ment,  and  which  gave  certain  powers  to  ,  have  a  very  small  operation  which  by 
Commissioners,  with  an  appeal  to  the  '  its  effect  upon  the  navigation  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  *  river   might   seriously   affect    other   in- 

^  terests  either  above  or  below  the  place 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  the  right  hon.  i  where  it  was  made.  Therefore,  his 
"Oentleman  was  inaccurate.  He  did  not !  first  objection  to  the  limitation  was 
want  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  Light  i  that  it  really  did  not  meet  the  case 
Railways  procedure,  but  as  a  matter  of  ^  which  had  been  put  by  the  Opposition, 
fact  if  the  Light  Railways  Commission  ;  A  £50,000  transaction  might  be  regarded 
rejected  an  application  his  impression  was  ;  as  small,  but  might  turn  out  to  involve 
that  there  was  no  recourse  at  all.  Cer-  ,  a  most  important  operation,  whereas 
tainly  there  was  practically  none.  i  £500,000     might  refer  to  a  very  trivial 

operation  as  it  might  have  regard  to  a 


^Ir.    LLOYD-GEORGE    said    if    the 


large  tract  of  waste  land,  the  acquisition 


noble  Lord  said  so  he  would  not  dispute  of  which  did  not  affect  anybody,  the 
it  as  he  knew  that  he  had  more  practical  only  question  beinj<  one  of  price.  It 
•experience     than     he    himself    had    of '  might  not  affect  the  navigation  of  the 


the  working  of  that  Act.  He  would 
take  it  that  they  adopted  the  same  pro- 
cedure here.  They  diu  not  propose  to 
take'power  to  override  the  decision  of 


river  or  the  riverside  trader  and  might 
belong  to  somebody  who  was  very  glad 
to  get  rid  of  it  at  a  price.  A  large 
transaction  might  therefore   be  a   very 
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small  one  from  the  point  of  view  of 

importance,    and    a    small    transaction 

might  be  a  very  serious  one.     Therefore, 

he  suggested  that  value  was  not  the  best 

criterion  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.    How, 

moreover,  were  they  to  get  at  the  value  ? 

They  might  send  someone  down  to  sit 

in  judgment  upon  it,  and  he  might  say 

he  did  not  think  it  was  worth  more  than 

£100,000.     He  was  not  an  expert,  and 

the  v  lue  was  not  fixed  by  one  until  af  er 

the  order  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  leen 

issued.    When  the  valuation  under  the 

Lands  Clauses  Acts  came  it  might  be 

discovered  that  land  which  was  thought 

worth  only  £80,000  was  worth  £150,000. 

What  was  to  happen  then:  were  they 

to  go  back  to  another  inquiry  and  begin 

afresh? 

Sir  6ILBEKT  PAKKEK  :    You  may 
take  it  into  account. 

Mr.    LLOYD-GEORGE:     Who   may 
take  it  into  account  ? 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  :   The  Com- 
missioner will  take  it  into  account. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :   But  he  does 
not    decide    the   price.      If    the    whole 
matter  was  to  be  carried  through  and  it 
was  discos  ered  under  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation   Acts  that  the  land  was 
of  much  more  value,  that  was  a  very 
serious  thino^.     It  was  no  use  to  put  in  a 
clause  of  this  kind  unless  it  was  going 
to  be  operative.     To  say  they  were  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  to  give  the  authority 
full  powers  to  buy  the  land  cheaply  and 
expeditiously,  and  then  to  hedge  it  round 
with  all  sorts  of  restrictions  and  condi- 
tions of  this  kind  would  be  futile.     He 
thought  the  Board  of  Trade  had  gone 
just  as  far  as  they  could,  and  that  there 
was  ample  protection  afforded  under  the 
clause.     The  last  subsection  was  a  much 
better  guarantee  than  the  value  because, 
as  he  had  pointed  out,  there  would  be 
pieces   of   land   so   situated   that   they 
were  small  in  value. 


Mr.  BOWLES  asked  whether,  sup- 
posing Parliament  took  the  view  that 
this  was  a  thing  of  a  large  character 
and  that  they  ought  to  be  consulted 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  took  the  oppo- 
site   view,    would     the     order     be     a 

Mr.  Lloyd-Oeorge, 


provisional   one.       Under    this    section 
he  submitted  not. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  pointed  out 
that  hon.  Members  would  have  the 
check  upon  the  Government  which  they 
had  in  every  Act  of  Parliament.  That 
was  the  only  check  they  ever  could 
have  either  in  this  or  any  other  Act. 
The  Board  of  Trade  was  as  free  from 
prejudice  as  any  department  he  knew 
of,  and  was  perfectly  impartial.  They 
appointed  an  expert  to  examine  into 
this  matter  and  he  having  considered 
all  the  circumstances  decided  whether 
the  thing  should  be  brought  before 
Parliament  or  whether  an  order  ought  to 
be   made. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  (City  of  London) 
asked  whether  the  last  subsection  was 
not  governed  by  the  words,  "  If  it  ap- 
pears," which  gave  only  a  discretion 
to  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  replied  that 
his  right  hon.  friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  going  to  move 
words  which  would  meet  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  make  it 
perfectly  clear  that  it  was  not  merely 
discretionary,  but  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  compelled  by  the  Act  to 
exclude  cases  of  that  character.  He 
appealed  to  the  House  to  bring  this 
discussion  to  a  conclusion  and  get  to 
the  details  of  the  clause,  as  everyone 
agreed  that  it  was  desirabla  to  acquire 
cheap   land. 


Mr.    RENWICK      (Newcastle^n- 

Tyne),    speaking    in    the     interests    of 

those     engaged     in     river    and    wharf 

traffic,    which    represented    nearly  half 

the    shipping  trade  of    the    Port,  said 

they       viewed       with      the      greatest 

apprehension  the  object  of  this  clause. 

which    was,    clearly,    to    leave    to   the 

Board   of   Trade  the   decision   of  very 

important  matters  affecting  the  interest 

of  the  whole  of  the  traders  of  London. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 

President  of  the  Board  of   Trade   bad 

endeavoured  to   prove  that   the  cbu^e 

was  intended  to  deal  only  with  smLil 

matters.    He    ventured   to    point   ou:, 

with  all  deference  to  these   right  hon. 

Gentlemen,  that  it  meant  something  more 
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Port  of 


I  tlie  purchase  of  an  acre  of  land  for 
tty.  The  clause  provided  for  the 
liag  and  construction  of  jetties  and 
:s,  and,  in  view  of  the  increased  size 
hips,  any  dock  which  the  Port 
lority  might  build  hereafter  would 
be  built  on  a  few  acres  of  land,  but 
d  require  many  acres  of  land.  It 
d,  obviously,  be  a  large  matter,  and, 
ich  a  matter,  the  Authority  ought 
5  compelled  to  come  to  Parliament. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
said  the  object  of  this  clause 
:o  enable  the  Authority  to  create  a 
which  should  be  able  to  compete 
the  great  Continental  ports.  The 
/Authority  would,  no  doubt,  regard 
at  scheme  with  a  light  heart,  but 
must  remember  that  that  scheme 
:  have  to  be  paid  for.  He  sincerely 
the  President  of  the  Board  of 
would  give  them  some  guarantee 
if  the  scheme  exceeded  a  certain 
of  money,  the  Authority  must 
Parliamentary  sanction  to  spend 
um.  If  they  had  a  guarantee  that 
hancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
to  return  to  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
le  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Ding  to  remain  there,  then  they 
have  confidence  in  them,  but  from 
experience  the  commercial  com- 
'  had  not  that  confidence  in  the 
ment  which  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
e  seemed  to  think,  and  as 
near  future  there  might  be 
ge  at  the  Board  of  Trade,  he 
y  hoped  they  would  grant  the 
made  to  them  and  make  some 
any  rate  beyond  which  that  new 
ty  should  not  go  without  the 
of  Parliament 

ROWLANDS  (Kent,  Dartford) 
3d  the  request  which  had  been 
y  hon.  Members  opposite,  that 
nit  should  be  put  in  the  clause, 
istened  to  the  whole  of  the  debate, 
felt  that  the  objections  that  had 
sed  to  this  new  clause  had  not 
t.  All  those  who  supported  the 
emed  to  look  upon  these  matters 
trifling  matters.  He,  on  the 
,  was  of  opinion  that  the  under- 
tinder  the  clause  would  be  of 
gnitude.  The  clause  would  give 
>  go  to  new  places  where  the 
had    no  docks  whatever.     If 
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they  intended  to  undertake  anything  in 
the  area  specifically  marked  out  below 
Barking  Creek  they  would  have  to  make 
new  docks  and  new  gates  and  loading 
wharfs,  and  things  of  that  sort. 
Under  those  circumstances  there  ought 
to  be  some  assurance  from  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  expendi- 
ture which  might  be  incurred  outside 
the  control  of  Parliament  woidd  be 
limited.  All  those  traders  who  were 
outside  the  London  area  and  who  were 
abeady  paying  double  rates  for  their 
goods  looked  with  great  fear  on  the  new 
Authority  having  these  uncontrolled 
powers. 


Sir  gilbert  PARKER  pointed  out 
that  the  explanations  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  were  not  quite  clear.  He  wished 
to  ask  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
feel  themselves  bound  by  the  decision  of 
the  Commissioner,  either  for  or  against  a 
scheme.  If  the  Commissioner  said  it  was 
a  small  scheme  and  need  not  go  before 
Parliament,  or  if  he  said  it  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament, 
would  they  accept  his  decision  without 
question  ?  In  other  words  would  he  be 
an  expert  the  opinion  of  whom  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  be  bound  to  accept  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  think  I  tjan 
reassure  the  hon.  Gentleman.  There  is 
great  difficulty  in  fixing  a  numerical 
financial  limit.  I  do  not  say  the  diffi- 
culty is  absolutely  insuperable,  but  I  do 
believe  that  it  would  be  a  disadvantage 
and  would  work  inconveniently  to  insist 
on  a  precise  and  exact  limit.  One  must 
assume  a  degree  of  common-sense  and 
integrity  among  the  parties  engaged  in 
carrying  out  judicial  or  semi-judicial 
functions.  In  the  first  place,  the  question 
of  the  dispensing  power,  as  I  will  call  it, 
has  to  be  decided  by  an  impartial  person. 
If  that  person  decides  that  it  is  not  a  case 
for  the  exercise  of  the  dispensing  power 
but  that  it  must  come  by  the  regular 
method  to  Parliament,  the  Board  of 
Trade  would,  under  the  Amendment  I 
propose  to  move,  have  no  power  to  over- 
rule that  decision.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  impartial  person  decides  that,  in  the 
circumstances,  it  is  a  proper  case  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  dispensing  power,  the 
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Board  of  Trade  may,  as  a  result  of  pres- 
sure in  this  House  or  of  Parliamentary 
attention  being  directed  to  the  matter, 
or  of  a  reconsideration  of  the  whole 
subject,  over-rule  the  decision  of  the 
impartial  person  and  place  the  whole 
matter  before  Parliament. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  he  should 
like  to  support  his  noble  friend  against 
the  clause.  He  did  not  see  how  it  would 
be  possible  without  a  limit 

The  chairman  :  There  is  a  specific 
Amendment  as  to  the  limit,  and  that 
matter  would  better  be  discussed  then. 

•  Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  reason 
why  he  wished  to  vote  against  the  clause 
was  that  he  conceived  it  was  going  to  be  a 
distinctly  bad  precedent.  He  did  not 
doubt  that  the  new  authoritv  would 
probably  do  its  work  well,  but  they  must 
not  forget  that  a  new  authority,  animated 
by  a  desire  to  make  its  work  successful, 
might  be  led  away  into  undertaking  big 
works  which,  when  completed,  would  be 
unsuccessful  and  place  a  large  further 
expenditure  on  the  Port.  There  was  no 
question  but  that  in  the  City  of  London 
there  was  a  great  fear  that  the  Bill 
\\ould  put  a  large  expense  on  the  people 
who  used  the  Port,  and  he  did 
not  want  to  do  anything  which  would 
in  any  way  tend  to  increase  that  expendi- 
ture, and  he  believed  that  if  they  passed 
this  clause  the  result  would  be  to  increase 
the  expenditure  which  so  many  people 
in  the  City  feared.  If  they  did  not  pass 
the  clause  the  only  result  would  be  that 
the  Port  Authority  would  have  to  tome  to 
Parliament.  It  might  cost  them  some- 
thing to  do  that,  but  the  money  they 
would  save  by  bringing  their  matters 
before  Parliament  and  allowing  the  public 
to  discuss  them  was,  in  his  opinion,  likely 
to  outweigh  any  possibh  disadvantage 
arisin  from  the  fact  that  they  might  have 
to  pay  a  few  fees  to  counsel  and  persons 
of  that  sort.  If  Parliament  were  to 
abrogate  its  powers  of  revision  and  give 
them  to  all  these  different  authorities, 
they  might  just  as  well  do  away  with 
Parliament  altogether.  It  was  no  use 
saying  that  the  new  Port  .Authority  was 
a  commercial  body  and  not  likely  to 
abuse  their  powers.  It  was  a  question  of 
precedent,   and  local  authorities  would 

Mr,  Churchill. 


desire  to  have  the  same  powers  as  tL- 
Port  Authority.  The  argument  couW  t» 
advanced  that  the  local  authorities  1Pe^ 
the  directly  elected  representative  i! 
the  people  and  that  they  could  not  reh* 
to  give  them  powers  which  they  h*. 
given  to  a  commercial  undertaking.  H- 
did  not  want  to  allude  to  the  PopL»: 
guardians  and  to  a  variety  of  cai«$  >U' '. 
as  that  which  had  lately  been  before  t> 
public,  but  he  would  just  mention  tLi* 
they  would  do  well  to  keep  these  powfr> 
in  their  own  hands.  It  was  because  tk. 
desired  that  Parliament  should  not  i«- 
with  its  authority  in  a  bureaucri'- 
direction  that  he  and  his  friends  oppo^. 
this  clause.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ei 
chequer  talked  about  5,000  acres,  Wa- 
it  contemplated,  then,  that  5,000  *r^ 
were  going  to  be  taken  and  deveiope 
into  docks  ?  If  so,  that  opened  up  . 
vista  which  all  those  interested  in  th^* 
matters  would  regard  with  grave  concer . 
Under  these  circumstances  he  hid 
option  but  to  vote  against  the  clau*. 

*Mr.  MORTON  (Sutherland)  thtrjd' 
they    had    reason    to    complain    xs  ' 
the  manner  in  which  this    matter  L-- 
been  brought  on  that  day,  because  xl- 
were  given  to  understand  that  it  wci 
not  come  on  before  next  Thursday.    L' 
was  now  told  that  they  were  conhi^len-: 
an  Amendment   which   was  not  on  tt' 
Paper,  and  he  knew  nothing  of  it.    X* 
a  hint  was  given  until  late  the  prp\*n  > 
night    that    the    Bill    was     coming  »•: 
In  regard  to  this  particular  clausf,  t-' 
Amendment  ought  to  have  been  on  t> 
Paper.     He  dared  say  it  was  import*'' 
but  he  did  not  know.     He   <iid  bi« ' 
however,  that  the  clause  as  it  st<>o<l  «* 
an   exceedingly   wild   one,    and  that  ' 
gave  power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  *: 
to  the  Port  Authority  to  speculate  t.**- 
other  people's  money  in  any  way  tfi*' 
chose.     He   had   got   to    bear  in  m"- 
this — he  might  not  have  much  sympati.' 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  ;  * 
the   Citv   of   London — ^that,    in   cert* 
circumstances,  the  Boanl  of  Trade  mi^* 
call  upon  people  to   pay  for  all  tk** 
things  by  putting  a  tax  on  their  l*-* 
Subsection  (a)  of  the  new  clause  *»*-  • 
enable  the  Port  Authoritv  to  do  tlffi*-' 
anything  they  liked,  and  all  the  yn^^ 
tion  the  public  woidd  have   wouU  1< 
apparently,   the   Board   of   Trade.   K* 
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sorry  to  say  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
never  much  protection,  because  they 
found  out  things  as  a  rule  after  they 
happened  and  did  not  do  much  to 
ent  them.  He  was  not  making 
I  any  way  personal  to  the  present 
ident  of  the  Board,  but  thev  must 
ely  too  much  on  the  Board  of  Trade, 
use  he  had  found  in  so  many  things 
they  did  not  find  them  out  ia  time 
)e  of  any  use.  He  remembered 
J  years  ago  that  th:^  House  was  ; 
*e<l  to  allow  a  railway  embankment  i 
)e  placed  across  the  parish  of 
*rsea,  and  that  almost  cut  the 
h  in  two;  that  was  allowed  to  be 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  th» 
autHoriti?8  afterwards  had  tt)  fird 
ytoopenitup.  It  was  only  the  other 
e  noticed,  with  regard  to  an  accident 
tube  railway,  that  the  Board  of 
t  h  id  issued  a  long  report  in  which 
^aid  there  were  a  lot  of  things  that 
to  have  been  done  to  prevent  that 
nt,  but  they  never  lifted  a  finger 
those  tube  railways  were  being 
to  get  those  matters  carried  out. 
was  a  reason  why  they  should, 
as  possible,  preserve  their  liberty 
sist,  before  these  wild  speculations 
themes  were  carried  out  or  put 
nd,  that  they  should  have  the 
unity  in  that  House  of  objecting 
tn.  They  should  be  very  careful 
lly  with  regard  to  an  authority 
?  prop'^sed  Port  of  London  Author- 
ich  would  not  be  a  representative 
ty  like  the  London  County 
I,  but  would  be  a  closed  body, 
•esident  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
efused  to  provide  that  the 
cs  hould  be  open  to  the 
nd  public,  and  everything  could 
ied  on  secretly.  So  far  as  the 
members  were  concerned  they 
)e  elected,  not  to  look  after  the 
but  to  look  after  their  own  private 
rhaps  selfish  ends.  Therefore, 
as  more  than  the  usual  reason 
2y  should  take  care  that  people 
rotected.  The  only  object  in 
the  powers  conferred  by  this 
Qust  be  to  set  up  competition 
vate  un  lertakings,  because  one  of 
^tsof  the  authority  in  buying  the 
18  to  wipe  out  of  existence  the 
enterprise  which,  after  all,  had 
e  Port  of  London  what  it  was, 


and  had  done  very  considerable  business 
in  an  economical  way,  and  had  made 
and  kept  London  the  cheapest  port  in 
the  world,  whereas  in  all  probability  this 
Bill  would  make  it  the  dearest.  The 
main  business  of  the  Port  of  London 
was  to  supply  food  to  the  millions  of 
inhabitants,  and  that  was  all  the  more 
reason  why  the  public  should  be 
adequately  protected. 

*'Any  order  made  under  this  section  authoris- 
ing the   purchasing   and  taking  of  land  other 
wise  than  by  agreement  shall  incorporate  the 
Lands  Clauses  Acts  as  if  the  order  were  a  special 
Act  within  the  meaning  of  those  Acts." 

Tiiey  had  never  hca^d  any  explanation 
of  that.  He  was  told  that  there  was  an 
Amendment  to  be  moved.  The  authority 
was  to  be  authorised  to  purchase  land 
otherwise  than  by  agreement,  so  that 
they  would  be  able  to  do  exactly  what 
they  liked  with  anybody,  perhaps  for 
the  reason  they  wished  to  cover  up  the 
deficiency  that  would  be  caused  by  the 
extraordinary  price  they  proposed  to  give 
for  the  docks. 

*The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  pointed 
out  that  they  were  not  discussing  the 
Bill  as  a  whole,  and  the  clause  now  being 
considered  was  to  enable  the  authority 
to  construct  certain  works.  On  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  clause  they  could 
not  go  into  questions  of  detail  which 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  by  Amend- 
ments after  the  clause  had  been  read  a 
second  time. 

*Mr.  MORTON  said  he  desired  to  obey 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  He  was  very 
sorry  that  he  could  not  go  into  the  clause 
as  it  stood  on  the  Paper.  He  was  only 
trying  to  show  the  danger  to  the  people 
concerned  under  the  powers  to  be  given 
by  this  clause.  If  he  was  assured  that 
he  could  go  into  details  in  Committee 
he  would  not  pursue  the  matter  just  now. 

*The    DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:     You 

can  go  into  details  on  Amendments 
moved  by  }  ourself  or  others ;  you 
cannot  go  into  details  on  the  clause 
itself. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  There  will  be 
opportunities  to  address  the  House  on 
the  Report  stage. 
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♦Mb.  MORTON  said  it  might  depend 
on  the  Government  Whips  whether  there 
was  any  opportunity.  He  understood 
that  unless  Amendments  were  moved 
he  could  not  discuss  the  details.  With 
great  respect  he  was  only  reading  the 
various  subsections  and  .commenting 
on  them  as  he  found  them  on  the  Paper. 

♦The  deputy-chairman  said  that 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  clause  they 
only  discussed  its  principle  as  with  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  Bill,  and  the  details 
of  the  clause  were  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way  by  Amendments,  after 
which  the  Question  would  be  put 
*'that  the  clause,  or  the  clause  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  asked  whether 
he  was  not  right  when  he  said  that 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  clause  was 
conducted  in  the  same  way  as  the  Second 
Reading  of  a  Bill.  A  Member  might  give 
his  reasons  for  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  and  similarly  with  regard  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  clause.  A 
Member  could  not  go  through  the  clause, 
line  by  line,  or  every  word  of  every  line, 
but  he  could  generally  give  his  reasons 
for  objecting  to  what  was  in  the  clause 
just  as  with  the  Second  Reading  of  a 
Bill,  advancing  arguments  against  the 
second  Reading. 

♦The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  that 
was  just  what  he  had  stated. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  said  he  was  really 
trying  generally  to  object  to  the  clause ; 
he  was  trying  to  explain  his  reasons  in 
a  general  way,  and  for  that  reason  he 
had  passed  over  subsection  (1)  altogether, 
while  he  referred  to  others  which  he 
thought  were  vital  so  far  as  the  Second 
Reading  was  concerned.  He  might  say 
that  he  had  no  Amendments  down  with 
regard  to  the  clause,  therefore  he  did 
not  propose  to  raise  discussion  by  way  of 
Amendment.  But  he  did  propose  to 
object  to  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
clause,  because  it  ought  not  to  be  passed 
in  any  shape  or  form  unless  it  was  so 
minimised  that  it  would  not  be  worth 
ajij^hing  at  all,  like  clauses  that  were 
often  inserted  in  certain  Bills.     k&  far 


as  he  read  the  clause,  and  the  ptwc^ 
which  it  proposed  to  oMif er  on  tie  Pr 
Authority,  practically  it  was  submit:'.. 
with  a  view  to  proving  that  they  w^> 
right    in    purchasing    the    docb.  A 
the  new  powers  were  conferred  in  ortk:- 
make  the  new  Port  Authority  a  sawt* 
although  everybody  connected  intii  ' 
except  the  shareholders,  knew  tbt " 
would  be  a  failure.     Some  of  the  matter 
contained  in  the  clause  i^ould  haw  * 
be  done  by  Provisional  Orders,  and  i- 
supposed    that    they     would   have  . 
opportunity    of    discussing    them,   t 
this  new  authority    was  to  be  alloi . 
to    speculate    in    any   way   with  o\r 
people's   money  and   not  their  oit. 
they  were  to  sit  with  closed  doon  a 
tax  the   food  of  the  people  in  ord«  ■ 
find    funds,    then    the    very  least  tbr: 
should  do  was  to  come  to  Parhamcnt  ti 
ask  for  what  they  wanted,  so  that  - 
those  who   represented  the  millions ' 
be  taxed  might  have  an  opportimity  ^ 
saying  why  they  objected.    No  eiplis* 
tion,  to  his  knowledge,  had  ever  b*^ 
given   why  this  clause  was  intrDdur^- 
at    all.     If    an    explanation   had  b^^^ 
given  earlier  when  he  was  not  pies*^ 
then  his  absence  was  the  fault  of  tt* 
Government  in  misleading  him  as  to  t*j 
business  was  to  come  on  that  day.  J^ 
a  matter   of  such    vital  importances- 
trusted    that    the     Government  tnr^ 
give  them  some  fair  consideration,  »^ 
not    rush   this   through,   as  apparent-V 
they  were  doing,  without  proper  nor.' 
to  Members  of  the  House. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  said  tl^ 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  mm^^ 
to  move  an  Amendment  dealing  ^^'' 
first  words  of  subsection  (3),  autbort^ 
the  appointment  of  a  Commissioner.  ^ 
wanted  to  know  from  the  right  w^^ 
Gentleman  whether  an  opportunity  ^o^- 
occur  on  his  Amendment  for  discuss- 
the  question  of  the  authoritr  of  the  t*''. 
mbsioner,  the  scope  <rf  his  inqnuj"'  *^- 
the  subsequent  action  which  would  f^^^ 
on  that  inquiry.  This  was  a  very  ^^^ 
question,  and  they  ought  not  to  1^ 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  cUuse  b^^ 
they  had  some  assurance  on  the  po- 
whether  they  would  be  able  to  d^' 
these  matters  on  the  Amendment,  ^ 
they  did  not  possess,  and  the  wow^' 
which  they  did  not  know. 
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[e.  CHURCHILL  :  The  hon.  Member 

certainly  discuss   these    questions. 

n  if  I  did  not  move  my  Amendment,  it 

Id  be  open  to  him  to  move  one,  or 

2  similar  Amendment  in  regard  to 
point  to  which  he  refers.  But  I 
!d  very  respectfully  appeal  to  the 
mittee  to  bring  this  discussion  to  a 
I  so  that  We  may  get  to  the  important 
ndments  which  are  on  the  Paper  in 
lames  of  hon.  Grentlemen  below  the 
way.     I  have  tried  very  hard  to 

the  general  convenience  of  hon. 
bers,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
ber   for   Marylebone    has    frankly 

generously  recognised  that  the 
rnment  have  fulfilled  their  pledge 
very  ample  manner.  We  have  now 
engaged  on  this  discussion  for  two 
!  and  a  half,  and  I  hope  that  the 
dittee  will  now  read  the  clause  a 
d  time  and  resume  that  friendly 
ess-like  conduct  of  the  Bill  which 
asantly  marked  its  discussion  when 

3  last  before  the  House. 

.  NIELD  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  said 
ght  hon.  'Gentleman  had  informed 
that  if  the  Commissioner  proposed 
on  with  the  inquiry  himself  it  was 
pen  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  inter- 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lem  the  safeguard  that  the  order  of 
mmissioner  should  lie  on  the  Table 
ity  days  so  that  it  might  be  dealt 
Y  Parliament  in  that  period  ?  That 
give  Parliament  an  opportunity, 
ilarly  where  there  were  any  works 
dealt  with  under  an  order  of  the 
issioner,  to  call  attention  to  the 
5.  He  thought  that  after  the 
:s  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Suther- 
ire,  and  in  view  of  the  powers  con- 
to  tax  others,  they  should  have 
feguard  that  the  order  of  the 
ssioner  should  be  allowed  to  lie 
3  Table  for  thirty  days.  The 
llor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re- 
to  the  difficulty  of  fixing  a  limit. 
might  not  be  a  question  of  5,000 
Take  this  case.  Supposing  it 
dght  to  di\eft  the  channel  of  the 
here  there  was  a  sudden  bend  ; 
ight  cut  through  a  piece  of  land 
was  not  very  large,  but  was  a 
tiere  wharfingers  and  others  would 
•fered  with.  In  such  a  case  the 
of  land  involved  would  not  be 


l^rge,  yet  the  consequences  would  be  fai- 
reiching. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITEHEAD  (Essex,  S.E.),  who 
had  on  the  Paper  the  following  Amend- 
ment :  **  To  insert  after  the  word  '  there- 
upon,' the  words  '  after  holding  an 
inquiry  at  which  all  persons  inter- 
ested shall  be  heard "  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man he  was  not  sure  whether  he  should 
move  that  Amendment  or  not.  They 
had  not  got  on  the  Paper  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was  going  to  move,  but  if  it 
covered  the  intention  of  his  own  Amend- 
ment he  would  not  move  it,  but  if  it 
did  not  cover  it,  then  he  would.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  mind 
stating  to  the  House  the  precise  words 
of  his  Amendment  and  what  course  he 
intended  to  take. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause — 

**  In  line  9,  after  the  word  *  thereupon,'  to 
insert  the  words  *  after  holding  an  inquiry  at 
which  all  persons  shall  be  heard.*  ' — {Mr. 
Whitehead,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  My  hon.  friend 
has  correctly  anticipated  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  which  I  propose  to 
move.  That  Amendment  arranges  for 
the  holding  of  a  public  inquiry  with 
respect  to  any  acquisition  of  land.  The 
hon.  Member's  Amendment  proposes 
that  an  inquiry  shall  be  held  into  all 
matters  coming  imder  the  operation  of 
the  clause.  I  cannot  agree  to  that, 
because  it  appears  to  me  that  it  would  be 
worse  than  useless  to  hamper  the  Port 
Authority  with  a  public  inquiry  when- 
ever they  wish  in  the  pursuance  of 
their  business  even,  for  example,  to 
put  up  houses  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  labourers  who  may  be  working 
in  connection  with  the  London  Docks. 
I  think  that  it  would  be  hampering  the 
whole  of  the  functions  of  the  Port 
Authority.  I  am  sure  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  only  wishes  to  have 
safeguards,  and  I  think  that  he  will  see 
that  we  are  going  a  long  way  to  meet 
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his  views  in  favour  of  the  obligation  of 
holding  a  public  inquiry  in  all  cases 
where  land 'is  to  be  acquired. 

Mr.  RBNWICK  asked  whether  it  was 
proposed  that  the  tribunal  of  inquirj^ 
should  receive  evidence  from  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  A  public  inquiry 
will  be  held  with  all  the  advantages  ot 
publicity  attendant  upon  a  public  in- 
quiry. Certainly  there  will  be  power 
to  take  evidence  ;  in  fact  there  is  an 
obligation  to  take  evidence  so  far  as  is 
necessary  to  arrive  at  a  true  decision. 

Mr.  RENWICK  said  the  question 
was  what  right  or  power  the  parties 
interested  had  to  give  evidence. 

Mr.  whitehead,  after  the  explana- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*Mr.  WALTER  GUINNESS 
(Bury  St.  Edmunds)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  insert  at  the  end  of 
line  10,  the  words  "  Provisional 
Order  as  provided  in  this  section." 
The  object  of  his  Amendment,  he  said, 
was  to  reinstate  the  clause  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  when  it  was  approved  by 
the  Joint  Committee.  He  had  several 
consequential  Amendments  down,  and 
he  supposed  that  it  would  be  most  con- 
venient if  he  said  a  word  or  two  about 
th-^m  on  this  Amendment,  because  if  it 
were  rejected  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
them  to  d6al  with  i  s  particular  applica- 
tion under  subsections  (a),  (h)  and  (c). 
By  the  first  subsection  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  be  able  to  make  an  absolute 
Order — 

'*  Authorising  the  construction  and  equipment 
of  docks,  quaya,  wharves,  etc.,  as  arc  specified 
in  the  Order.'' 

That  was  a  very  dangerous  provision, 
because  in  the  case  of  railway  companies 
and  every  other  dock  company,  if  they 
wanted  to  make  works  of  this  kind  they 
had  to  get  powers  by  way  of  private  Bill 
legislation.  He  did  not  see  why  the  Port 
of  London  should  be  in  a  different  position 
from  any  other  undertaking  and  be  freed 
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from  the   control  of  Parliament    Con- 
siderable   alarm    was     caused    to    the 
London      County      Council       by     this 
provision,  because  the  Board    of  Trade 
might    allow  a    dock     railway    to    be 
made    under   this   subsection    in   place> 
which  would  have  a  verv  bad  effect  on 
the  general  interests  of  London.    Take 
an  extreme  case.     They  might  authorise 
a  dock  to  be  made  in  the  City  if  thev  were 
able  to  acquire  the  land  by  agreement. 
He  thought  that  was  a  very  dangerous 
extension  of  the  Board  of  Trade  power>. 
and  that  they  should  not  be  allowed  to 
decide   such   questions  without  recourse 
to    Parliament.     Subsection    (6)  author- 
ised the    purchase    and    taking    other- 
wise  than    by   agreement   of    such  hvA 
as    might    be    specified    in    the    Order. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  proposal  t-) 
send  down  an  oflficial  to  make  inquiry 
would  really  meet  the  case.     They  had 
been  told  that  no  official  of  the  Board  of 
Trade   would  be   appointed  ;     it   would 
have  to  be  an  independent   arbitrator. 
He  thought  that  an  independent  arbi- 
trator was  less  desirable  than  an  official 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  because  they  knew 
that   the  Board  of  Trade   would  at  all 
events   have   knowledge   of   precedent>. 
wheieas  an   independent    person   mighi 
not  have  a  knowledge  of  the  usual  pro- 
cedure or  of  the  manner  in  which  Parlia- 
ment generally  dealt  with  these  matter. 
There    undoubtedly  would    not   be  the 
same   confidence   in  the   decision  of  ar 
inexperienced  person  of  that  kind  as  there 
would  be   in  the   decision  of  a   Private 
Bill   Committee    of   that  House.     Thev 
had   had   anotbei    ooncession    promised 
namely,  that  those  undertakings  whi(b 
had   got    land   under   statutory   power* 
would  be  exempted.     The  Chancellor  oi 
the  Exchequer  had  told  them  that  the 
undertaking    of    the     London     Couirv 
Council  at  Crossness,  where   there  wen? 
very  extensive  sewage  works,  would  ^^ 
exempted.     No  doubt  this  would  coTer 
the     actual     outfall     works,      bat    the 
London     Countv     Council    wanted    :" 
extend  those  works,  and  a   very  mm  I 
larger  area  would  have  to  b«  takeh  ii 
eventuallv.     If  the  Port  Authority  toi'>" 
the  land  which  was  required   for  sewage 
works,     they     ought     to     have    some 
opportunity  of  laying  their  views  before 
Parliament,  or  before  some  tribunal  whiii 
would  give  it  very  careful  consideration. 
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clause  laid  down  that  no  land  was 
•e  acquired     compulsorily    to    the 
of    a   line     running    north     and 
through    B irking  Creek.     Grays, 
end,    and   Erith    and    Gravesend 
all  to  the  eastward  of    this   line, 
1  one  case  there  were  cement  works 
ich  £7,000,000  of  capital  had  been 
ed.     It  was   most  undesirable  to 
he  Board  of  Trade  power,  if  it  was  so 
(1  bran  inexperienced  person  who 
do^\^l  to  make  an  inquiry,  to  jeop- 
the    prospects    of    large    under- 
s  of  this  kind  by  taking  the  only 
rhich  might  be  suitable  for  their 
pmeiit.    He  thought  the  Board  of 
had  admitted  the  danger  of  acquir- 
is  land  compulsorily  without  re- 
to  Parliament  by  this  very  pro- 
that  they  were  only  to  do  it  east- 
f  this  line  through  Barking  Creek. 
IS  not  safe  to  do  it  to  the  west  of 
L(  Creek  why  was  it  safe  to  do  it  to 
>t    where    there   were   four   very 
mimunities  and  gieat  commercial 
8  at  stake  ?     The  other  place  in 
le  wanted  to  insert  the  necessity 
ro  visional  Order  was  in  subsection 
^h  as  it  stood  would  allow  the 
)f  Trade  to  authorise  dues,  rates, 
«$  in  respect  of  the  use  of  any  Works 
i  to  be  constructed.     The  dues, 
id  tolls  which  might  be  charged 
undertaking  as  bought  from  the 
nipanies  were  laid  down  in  the 
I  there  was  nothing  in  this  sub- 
to  limit  these  dues  and  tolls  to 
'm7  which  were  found  necessary 
se  of  the  rest  of  the  dock  under- 
lie thought  that  was  undesir- 
was  a  very  important  question 
i»re    to    be    the    charges.     The 
-.on don  after  all  was  a  matter  of 
interest,    and   he   thought   the 
Trade  ought  to  lay  these  tolls 
-rlianient,  because  it  might  quite 
se  that  the  tolls    might    be  so 
o  ill-advised  in  various  respects 
rould    be  necessary  to  modif}^ 
rder   not  to  ehdanger  the  posi- 
fie    Port.     The  only  subsection 
lid  not  want  a  j'ro visional  Order 
ction   (d)y  and  in  that  he  was 
lowing  the  decision  of  the  Joint 
3     which    considered    the    Bill. 
4ed  the  Port  Authority  to  charge 
as    part   of  the   cost  of   con- 
of    any   work,  the  interest  on 


any  money  raised  to  defray  the  expense 
of  construction.  That  was  a  power 
which  might  safely  be  exercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  On  the  general  ques- 
tion he  thought  the  Provisional  Order 
was  a  means  of  procedure  which  involved 
very  little  expense  to  the  Port  authority. 
It  might  involve  expense  to  those  whose 
interests  were  affected,  but  that  was 
reasonable  enough.  If  they  felt  very 
strongly  on  the  matter,  they  must  be 
prepared  to  go  to  considerable  expense 
in  opposing  the  Provisional  Order  in 
Parliament.  But  he  thought  if  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  only  accept  this 
small  Amendment,  they  would  really  get 
all  they  wanted.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  Port  Authority  would  not  want 
to  buy  much  land.  If  that  was  so,  per- 
haps these  matters  would  hardly  arise, 
but  he  very  strongly  protested  against 
the  tendency  of  Grovernment  Depart- 
ments to  substitute  their  own  initiative 
for  the  powers  of  Parliament.  If  this 
went  through  in  its  present  form  a  great 
amount  of  disquiet  would  be  caused  not 
only  in  London  but  in  those  growing  com- 
mercial districts  to  the  east  of  London, 
and  he  was  quite  sure  it  would  not  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Port  Authority  that 
at  its  inception  all  these  interests  should 
be  alarmed  and  prejudiced  against  it 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
n:w  clause — 

'  In  line  10,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the 
words  or  a  Provisional  Order  as  provided 
in  this  section.'  " — {Mr.  Walter  Guinness.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  The  question 
before  the  Committee  is  a  plain  and 
simple  one,  because,  after  all,  there  is 
only  this  issue.  Will  Parliament  give 
to  the  new  Port  Authority  that  easement 
and  convenience,  those  facilities  in  the 
conduct  of  their  business  which  are  not 
denied  to  the  great  rival  ports  on  the 
Continent,  or  will  they  not  ?  As  far  as 
this  proposal  is  concerned,  I  say,  frankly, 
if  I  had  to  choose  between  accepting 
the  Amendment  and  dropping  the  clause, 
I  would  drop  the  clause.  I  do  not  believe 
it  would  be  of  the  slightest  advantage 
to  us.  I  am  advised  that  it  would  be 
much   better  to   revert  to   the  regular 
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«y5tein  and  deny  the  Port  Authority 
the  facilities  which  are  now  asked  for 
once  and  for  all.    I  am  advised  that 

5i^cedure  by  Provisional  Order  would 
e  just  as  uncertain,  and  practically  as 
laborious.  In  small  cases  there  would 
be  smaller  fees  to  be  charged,  but  in 
large  cases — in  any  case  which  raised 
controversial  issues — ^you  would  actually 
have  a  dual  inquiry,  the  Board  of  Trade 
inquiry  and  the  whole  Parliamentary 
procedure  in  both  Houses,  in  Committee, 
and  so  forth.  I  am  advised  that  that  really 
would  be  a  more  inconvenient  procedure 
than  to  leave  it  to  the  ordinary  course. 
I  submit  to  the  Committee  that  although 
I  think  the  proposal  is  ingenious,  that  I 
Icnow  is  made  in  a  conciliatory  and 
"helpful  spirit,  the  consequences  of  our 
adopting  it  would  be  worse  than  the 
<ronsequences  of  our  not  putting  in 
this  clause  in  which  we  are  making  great 
exertions  in  the  interests  of  the  Port 
Authority. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  could  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  correctly  advised  as  to  the  respective 
merits  of  Provisional  Order  and  private 
Act  of  Parliament.  In  the  vast  majority 
of  cases  where  Provisional  Orders  were 
issued  they  went  through  without  oppo- 
sition. Cases  of  opposition  occurred 
every  session  without  doubt,  but  he 
should  think  they  were  not  10  per  cent, 
of  the  Provisional  Orders  issued  and  the 
reason  was  clear.  Where  a  Provisional 
Order  was  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
-carrying  out  small  public  improvements 
which  did  not  excite  great  feeling  and 
opposition,  after  the  local  inquiry  the 
Order  was  allowed  to  go  through  without 
further  opposition.  Where  great  interests 
were  involved,  and  the  only  people  who 
could  tell  whether  great  interests  w6re 
involved  were  those  who  owned  them, 
they  were  given  an  opportimity  to 
appeal  against  the  Government  Depart- 
ment to  Parliament,  and  they  ought 
to  be  allowed  it.  Therefore,  the  Pro- 
visional Order  really  operated  as  a  kind 
ot  sieve,  selecting  the  really  important 
cases  for  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment and  leaving  those  which  were  not 
of  groat  importance  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Department  and  determination 
b\  them.  Therefore,  he  should  think 
jt    they    granted    a    Provisional    Order 
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it  would  be  a  verv  serious  advaaue  ^ 
this  body.  The  right  hon.  Gentksx 
thought  existing  c<mditioii8  wece  mv» 
saiy  in  order  to  enable  compedtiot  n 
be  carried  out  with  Contir^^tal  pos 
But  surely  competition  kad  to  be  catv 
out  not  only  with  Continental  por 
but  with  ports  in  this  coontzy,  asd  ^ 
was  not  «ure  that  it  ^as  legitimate  * 
give  to  one  great  porta  special  advanu.- 
which  they  did  not  give  to  the  otiics 
It  appeared  to  be  a  matter  of  very  griTi 
doubt  if  it  was  in  the  interests  ot  paV. 
policy  to  put  one  port  in  an  exoepd^  * 
position.  He  should  certainlv  sap?^' 
the  Amendment. 

♦Sir  a.  SPICER  (Hackney,  C«ir* 
said  he  was  one  of  the  Members  of  t: 
Joint  Committee,  and  a  Member  in  J 
official  position  connected  with  *:'■ 
London  Chamber  of  Commerce.  B 
was  one  of  those  who  did  not  care  t^ 
the  clause  as  originally  put  dowiL  ^ 
now  that  the  President  of  the  Bo&r^  ' 
Trade  had  given  them  an  intim*'  i 
with  regard  to  the  two  Amendm^ii 
that  he  proposed  to  add,  especially  *i! 
one  providing  for  a  public  inquirv.  *! 
was  prepared  to  support  the  In^vr-- 
ment  most  heartilv.  He  believed  ti-^ 
two  Amendments  would  allav  *r 
real  ground  for  suspicion  on  * 
part  of  those  who  had  large  in*er>-*^ 
in  the  Port  of  London,  and  wb-v 
some  cases,  were  competitors  of  '-' 
Port  Authority  themselves,  and  t- 
thought  now  would  have  ell  nef'i**- 
protection. 

Mr.    RENWICK   thought    the   i=-; 
tion  of  the  words  "  Provisional  Oidr 
would  allay  a  great  deal  of  the  *li' 
caused  by  the  proposals  of  the  cia-" 
but  pointed  out  that  while  the  dufs ' 
goods  from  beyond  the  seas  were  limits:  * 
one-four-hundredth  of  their  value,  tlr* 
was  no  stipulation  as  to  the  limit  old" 
on    goods   carried   coastwise,    and  tb* 
might  find  themselves  in    the    posir/ 
that  goods  carried  coastwise  were  sadi-- 
with  more  dues  than  those  cariied  ^  ^'^ 
sea.     He    appealed    to    the    right    > 
Gentleman  to  accept   this   Amendn^- 
He  had  mentioned,  not  for  the  first  t*.. 

I  that  he  wanted  to  give  the  Port  Authci" 
in   London  the  'same   power  as  for}- 

.  authorities  had  over  foreign  ports. 
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nearly  all  large  ports  on  the  Continent 
were  carried  out  by  State  grants  and 
under  the  direct  authority  of  the  State, 
which  was  quite  a  different  matter. 
Unless  this  question  of  Provisional  Order 
was  agreed  to  he  was  afraid  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that  dis- 
satisfaction in  London  and  throughout 
the  Port  generally  would  continue  in- 
stead of  being  allayed,  and,  therefore,  he 
supported  the  Amendment. 

yjt  WHITEHEAD  said  he  was  re- 
luctant to  speak  after  having  withdrawn 
his  own  Amendment  a  moment  or  two 
ago,  but  after  the  observations  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  it  seemed 
to  him  that  they  stood  in  a  very  curious 
position.  In  his  first  speech,  with  every 
word  of  which  he  agreed,  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  laid  great  stress  upon  the  im- 
portance of  protecting  the  Port  Authority 
from  the  necessity  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment when  dealing  with  small  parcels 
of  land.  He  thought  it  was  a  very 
valuable  principle  that  was  introduced 
by  the  clause.  But  in  his  speech  a 
moment  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  they  were  dealing  with  large  cases. 
His  speech  in  support  of  his  present  posi- 
tion was  entirely  inconsistent  with  the 
speech  in  support  of  the  clause  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  was  very  careful 
to  make  it  clear  that  I  meant  the  dis- 
advantages of  the  Provisional  Order 
system  were  greatest  when  the  Provisional 
Order  was  considered  to  be  of  a  contro- 
versial character — ^not  necessarily  that  the 
issues  were  large,  but  were  controversial 
in  character,  or  were,  perhaps,  regarded 
as  controversial  by  a  small  number. 
I  do  not  admit  that  anything  I  have  said 
in  support  of  this  Amendment  has  been 
inconsistent  with  an3rthing  I  said  before. 

Mr.  WHITEHEAD  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  acquit  him  of 
any  desire  to  make  a  personal  charge 
atjainst  him,  but  here  they  were  dealing 
with  very  great  and  important  private 
as  well  as  public  interests.  So  far  as  the 
debate  had  gone,  the  only  assurance  the 
House  had  that  those  interests  would  be 
properly  safeguarded  was  the  promise 
of  the  President,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  he  was  justified  at  this  stage  in 
probing  as  far  as  possible  what  was  the 


real  position  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  matter.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
Chancellor  that  the  land  which  would 
be  dealt  with  was  waste  land.  It  was  not 
the  first  or  the  second  time  that  that  word 
had  been  used.  The  county,  a  part  of 
which  he  represented,  had  a  large  frontage 
on  the  river,  and  he  was  told  the  rateable 
value  of  the  land  which  might  be  afEected 
by  the  clause  in  that  county  alone  was 
something  like  £3,000,000.  They  had 
there  very  large  industrial  businesses 
and  important  works  of  various  kinds, 
as  well  as  agricultural  land  which  was 
by  no  means  waste  land,  but  was  of  very 
considerable  value.  If  the  Board  of 
Trade  looked  up  the  records  of  the  War 
Ofiice  they  would  find  that  the  price  paid 
for  so-called  waste  land  had  been  not  in- 
considerable. He  looked  at  the  clause 
to  see  whether  it  enabled  the  authority 
to  deal  with  large  cases.  He  did  not 
want  to  give  the  word  any  imfair  mean- 
ing, but  in  subsection  (a)  power  was  taken 
to  construct  docks  and  build  railways. 
These  were  very  large  undertakings  in- 
deed. He  did  not  think  anything  on  that 
scale  had  ever  been  authorised  hitherto 
except  by  private  Bill.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  to  limit  the 
operation  of  the  clause  to  the  small  cases 
indicated  earlier  in  the  debate,  he  would 
not  press  for  a  Provisional  Order,  but 
if  he  was  going  to  take  the  position  that 
the  clause  as  it  stood  was  verbally  in- 
spired  and  that  no  alteration  would  be 
permitted  he  should  reluctantly  be  obliged 
to  support  the  Amendment,  because  only 
in  that  way  would  the  large  private 
interests  be  sufficiently  safeguarded. 

Mr.  SEAVERNS  (Lambeth,  Brixton) 
realised  most  fully  the  great  advantage 
of  being  able  to  acquire  small  parcels 
of  land  or  other  property  without  the 
expense  of  coming  before  Parliament 
by  private  Bill,  but  he  felt  there  was 
great  weight  in  the  argument  that  the 
new  authority  was  to  have  an  excep- 
tional, if  not  unprecedented,  privilege 
and  yet  that  that  Port  Authority  was 
a  new,  an  untried,  and  an  experimental 
one.  The  authority  was  not  only  new 
and  untried,  but  it  was  not  yet  even 
in  existence.  The  first  authority  which 
would  control  the  finances  of  the  Poit  • 
of  London  would  be  a  nominated  author- 
ity.    The  second,  three  years  afterwards, 
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wliich  would  be  put  in  command  of  its  l  progress  he  would  be  prepared  to  coq 
fortunes,  would  be  practically  dictated    sider  tbe  question  of  a  fixed  limit. 


to  by  the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
which  had  reserved  to  itself  the  right 
of  laving  down  rules  imder  which  the 
franchise  should  be  employed  by  the 
payers  of  dues.  It  appeared  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
very  careful  before  it  parted  with  its 
ordinary  rights  in  a  matter  such  as  this 
to  an  authority  whose  position  was 
entirely  unknown.  Most  of  the  speakers 
had  referred  to  the  rights  of  property 
and  the  injury  which  might  result  to 
them  if  the  Port  Authority  took  an 
arbitrary  or  an  unreasonable  view  of 
its  rights  and  privileges.  But  there 
was  another  side  to  the  matter,  and 
to  his  mind  a  far  more  important  side, 
and  that  was  the  side  which  affected 
the  rights  and  privileges  and  the  risks 
and  responsibilities  attaching  to  those 
who  provided  the  money  for  carrying 
out  the  schemes  of  the  new  Poit 
Authority,  and  the  necessary  funds  for 
the  improvement  of  the  Port  of  London. 
In  the  past  an  enormous  amount  of 
money  had  been  sunk  in  miprofitable 
dock  undertakings,  and  he  thought  it 
just  as  necessary  that  the  interests  of 
the  payers  of  dues,  those  unfortunate 
and  usually  little-considered  people  who 
provided  the  money,  should  be  considered 
and    safeguarded    against    any    rash    or 


Mr.  BOWLES  said  the  President  nf 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  stated  that  h 
would  be  willing  to  consider  the  que?tio: 
of  a  fixed  limit  if  that  was  the  geneni! 
view  of  the  Committee.  He  could  dc; 
help  thinking  that  the  attitude  of  tb- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  this  Amend- 
ment threw  a  very  strong  and  cln: 
light  upon  the  real  effect  of  the  clau*. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
that  if  he  had  to  choose  between  tk 
acceptance  of  this  Amendment.  vhiL 
provided  for  the  Provisional  Order  prn- 
cedure,  and  the  clause  he  would  l-.* 
hesitate  to  drop  the  clause  because  h 
preferred  the  present  arrangem^ent.  "What 
was  the  difference  between  the  p^e^e':' 
system  and  that  proposed  under  tV 
clause  f  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sjni 
the  clause  would  be  confined  to  snjdu 
undertakings.  He  wished  to  point  on^ 
that  such  a  work  as  the  construction  o!  c 
dock  never  could  be  a  small  undertakicf 
Supposing  they  were  to  proceed  bv  * 
Provisional  Order  as  provided  by  v/ 
Amendment  instead  of  adopting  xb 
system  provided  for  in  the  clause.  L 
small  matters  which  did  not  invoh? 
great  sums  of  money  or  evob 
serious  opposition,  he  contended  tha' 
procedure   by  Provisional    Order  wouic 


ill-advised    operations    on    the    part    of  |  substantially  be  as  good  from  the  poji* 


the  new  Port  Authority  as  that  the 
interests  of  the  owners  of  property  should 
be  borne  in  mind.  Therefore,  he  was 
very  sorry  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  not  willing  to  put  into 
the  clause  some  definite  financial  limit 
which  would,  to  his  mind,  carry  into 
effect  what  he  understood  to  be  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  desire  that 
special  and  unlimited  authority  should 
be  given  regr.rding  small  transactions 
only,  and  should  not  be  extended  to 
large  transactions.  That  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  verv  natural  course,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  able 
in  some  wav  to  meet  the  point  which 
had  been  r-dvanced  bv  his  hon.  friend, 
he  should  be  reluctantly  compelled  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.    CHURCHILL    said    that    if    it 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  whole  of 


of  view  of  the  Port  Authority-  *• 
procedure  under  this  clause.  Whe> 
there  was  no  opposition  the  Amendnif:* 
could  do  no  harm.  The  difficulties  wod-i 
arise  in  cases  where  works  were  propo^r: 
which  involved  serious  opposition  on  tit 
part  of  one  or  more  interests  concerned 
In  such  a  case  if  they  were  to  proceed  i " 
a  Provisional  Order,  no  doubt  that  ( Ira-r: 
might  be  opposed,  and  in  that  case  cert^ii 
expenses  would  fall  upon  the  ?on 
Authority.  By  the  clause  as  it  stck^c 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tri«i- 
contended  that  all  those  expenses  wou!: 
be  got  rid  of.  That  might  be  so,  but  ai^ 
interest   which   felt   itself   seriously  i^- 

• 

grieved  would  have  no  remedy  at  al- 
The  point  was  whether  they  were  goiU 
to  deprive  persons,  who  might  be  vitalh 
affected,  of  the  remedv  thev  would  b^? 
if  this  Amendment  were  carried  • 
dealing  with  the  matter  under  a  1^" 
the    Committee    and    enable    them    to  |  visional  Order  instead  of   placing  tLe^ 

Mr.  Seavema. 
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i  interests  in  the  hands  ol  the  Board  i  seemed  to  him  on  the  face  of  it  that  this 
ade.    The  real  object  of  th3  clause,  ;  was  a  very  wide-reaching  proposal,  and 
•ertainlv  the  object  of  resisting  the    he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
idment,  was  the  natural  desire  of  a 
rnment  Department  to  increase  its 

authority.  The  right  hon.  Gentle-  !  Mr.  ROWLANDS  thought  the  Presi- 
clairaed'  that  the  Board  of  Trade  <ient  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
I  act  impartially.  That  might  be  ,  beginning  to  realise  the  wide  scope  and 
but  it  was  not  a  sufficient  reason  I  ^^le  vast  magnitude  of  the  issues 
ipriving  large  interests  which  might  I  ^o^  before  the  House.  They  were  pro- 
irv  seriously  prejudiced  by  works  i  posing  to  give  to  the  Port  Authority 
taken  under  this  clause  of  any  '  ^^^  the  Board  of  Trade  huge  powers  of 
lal  remedy.  He  hoped  the  hon.  i  acquiring  land  in  every  direction,  and  it 
jman  who  had  just  spoken  would  was  time  that  some  of  the  officials  of  the 
e  the  only  member  opposite  who  i  ^o&^d  of  Trade  made  a  journey  down  the 
see  that  this  was  a  very  serious  ^i^^r  ^o  investigate  the  class  of  property 
r,  and  that  the  Amendment  pro-  |  which  existed  on  either  side  of  the  river, 
a  way  out  of  the  difficulty.  Besides  having    the    power   to     acquire 

I  laud  and  construct  great  works,  they 
I  were  proposing  to  give  to  this  new 
WATERLOW  (Islington,  N.)  said  i  authority  the  power  to  levy,  collect,  and 
lould  support  the  Amendment  .  recover  dues,  rates,  and  tolls.  The  hon. 
le  the  clause  proposed  by  the  Member  for  Brixton  had  just  told  the 
iment  was  creating  a  precedent  of  j  Committee  how  the  position  of  those  who 
V  wide-reaching  effect.  If  the  had  to  provide  the  money  for  these 
ity  to  purchase  land  compulsorily  i  schemes  would  be  affected  by  the  clause, 
le  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ■  He  was  speaking  on  behalf  of  a  large 
auctioned  in  the  case  of  the  Port  !  number  of  persons  who  already  paid 
ity,  many  other  large  public  bodies  -  heavy  dues  for  their  goods  as  they  came 
IS  county  councils,  corporations,  up  the  river.  Those  interested  in  the 
h  coimcils,  and,  in  fact,  all  other  trade  of  the  river  had  already  hiid  some 
ublic  bodies  would  seek  to  have  the  experience  in  regard  of  the  payment  of 
)ower  conferred  upon  them,  and  extra  dues  to  keep  the  river  in  a  proper 
vould  be  perfectly  justified  in  condition  under  the  administration  of  the 
for  it.  He  was  not  aware  Thames  Conservancy  Board.  It  was 
tigle  public  authority  which  pos-  now  proposed  to  give  the  new  Port 
such  power  outside  the  control  of    Authority  power  to  saddle  those  traders 


lent,  and  he  was  sure  many  coimty 
s  would  be  very  glad  to  "have  a 


with  the  cost  of  works  which  they  might  be 
able  to  convince  Parliament  were  entirely 
>f  that  kind.  He  did  not  see  how  \  unnecessary  if  they  had  the  opportunity 
•ve rnment  could  resist  granting  ,  of  doing  so.  Therefore,  it  was  very 
wer  to  other  public  bodies  if  they  ,  likely  that  such  charges  in  the  future 
hed  the  precedent  in  the  case  of  '  would  be  very  heavy  upon  the  people 
t  Authority.  This  was  a  matter  I  who  had  to  supply  the  money  all  along 
t  importance  indeed.  The  Port  the  Thames.  It  had  been  stated  in 
ty  would  be  able  to  acquire  land,  ,  evidence  that  there  were  many  industries 


clause  did  not  state  how  much 
ey   could  acquire,  where  it  was 


in  the  lower  reaches  of  the  river  where 


that  under  the  clause  they  could 
:]uire  land,  but  there  was  only  a 


goods  not  of  a  particularly  valuable 
[,  or  whether  it  would  have  !  character  were  brought  into  the  Port. 
;s   upon  it  or  not.     It  might  be    They  were  bulky  and  cheap,  but  if  even 

a    very    slightly    increased    charge    was 
placed   upon   such   goods    by    the    new 
all  amount  of  land  that  had  not    liuthority  it  was  quite  possible  that  that 
)rt     of   buildings   upon   it.      He    trade  would  be  driven  outside  the  Port  of 
that    they   could    acquire  land    London.     He   trusted   the  President    of 

the  Board  of  Trade  would  see  his  way  to 

concede  this   point,    and  then   progress 


g  to  the  London  County  Council 
electric  lighting  station  upon  it. 


ight  be  an  exaggeration,  but  it    might  be  made  with  the  measure. 
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Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  advanced  the 
argument   that   he   was   only   claiming 
the  same  facilities  for  the  Port  of  London 
as  existed  in  the  case  of  great  Continental 
ports.     That  was  a  very  bad  argument 
because  Continental  ports  and  Continen- 
tal nations  were  governed  in  a  different 
way.     Several   hon.    Members    opposite 
had  advanced  some  very  cogent  reasons 
for  supporting   the   Amendment.      The 
hon.  Member  for  South-East  Essex  had 
told  them  very  truly  that  these  powers 
would  deal  very  harshly  with  all  the 
people    who   had   invested   large    sums 
of    money   on     property      along     the 
banks  of  the  river.     It  had  been  argued 
that  the  privileges  asked  for  had  already 
been  granted  in  the  case  of  light  railways 
and  that  if  they  once  passed  a  provision 
of  this  sort  it  would  constitute  a  valuable 
precedent    for    other    things.     It  was 
because  he  did  not  want  to  create  such  a 
precedent  that  he  was  going  to  support 
the  Amendment.    It   had    been  stated 
that  light  railways  were  in  a  different 
position.    The  promoters  of  light  rail- 
ways acquired  land  for  the  benefit  of 
the    neighbourhood,    but    here    it    was 
proposed  to  allow  the  Port  Authority  to 
buy  land  to  the  detriment   of  people 
who  had  invested  money  in  the  Port. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Brixton  had  said 
that    the    question     had    been    argued 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  rights  of 
property,  but  that  there  had  been  no 
mention  of  the  point  of  view  of  those 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  increase 
of  dues.    If  so,  he  thought  that  was 
due  to  an  oversight  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members   on   that   side   of   the   House. 
The  Amendment  had  been  moved  for 
two  reasons.    First  of  all,  they  did  not 
want  to  give  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
application  of  the  new  Port  Authority 
the  enormous  power  of  making  an  Order 
"  authorising  the  construction  and  equip- 
ment  of   such   docks,    quays,   wharves, 
jetties,  or.  piers,  and  buildings,  railways 
and  other  works  in  connection  therewith 
as  may  be  specified  in  the  Order."    He 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Brixton 
would  see  that  they  on  that  side  agreed 
with  him.      Really  the  passing  of  the 
clause  without  the   Amendment  of  his 
hon.  friend  opened  up  a  vista  from  which 
he     shrank     with    horror.     There     was 

absolutely  nothingthat  the  Port  Authority 


and  the  Board  of  Trade  could  not  do 
under  the  clause.  The  only  safeguard 
he  could  see  was  that  there  would  be  an 
inquiry.  An  inquiry  by  whom  1  Br 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  I  have  re- 
peatedly said  that  it  would  not  be  by 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree 
that  it  was  a  little  difficult  to  know 
what  was  proposed  seeing  that  the 
Amendment  was  not  on  tte  Paper. 
But  that  did  not  alter  his  position.  He 
did  not  wish  this  power  to  be  given  to 
anybody.  He  desired  to  maintain  the 
control  of  Parliament,  and  for  that 
reason  he  supported  the  Amendment. 


*Mr.     MORTON     said     he     concur- 
red    with    the    last     speaker    that    h 
was  their  duty  to  protect  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  Members  of  Parliament  who 
represented  their  constituents   in  thev 
matters.     If    these    were    taken    aw&i. 
they  might  as  well  leave  everything  to  k 
arranged  by  the  Government   or  bv  a 
Committee  consisting  of  a  few  Membep 
of  the  House   without  their   having  al 
opportunity  of  submitting  to  the  Hona^ 
the  views  which  their  constituents  migb- 
desire  to  be  urged.     He  was  surpri#u 
to  find  a  Liberal  Government  bringiiu: 
forward  a  proposal  to   take    away  th<^ 
rights  of  the  representatives,  of  the  peop.'e 
in    this    House.     He    should    not   h&vt 
been  so  much  astonished  if  the  propo^; 
had  come  from  the  other  side.     He  ha: 
no  doubt  that  the  Board  of  Trade  hai 
its  sane  moments,  but  how  was  he  :*.» 
know    when    it    had    those    moments ' 
Two    years   ago    when    a    company  o: 
gentlemen  proposed  to  construct  a  deei- 
water  jetty  on  the  south  side  of  the  rivf: 
two  or  three  miles  e^bove  Gravesend  witi 
money    which    they    themselves    weiv 
finding,    they   appUed    to    the    Thanie* 
Conservancy  for  the  usual  licence.    Ttf 
Thames    Conservancy    were    willing  t; 
grant   the   application,    but   the    Boari 
of  Trade  said  that  they  ought  to  come 
to   Parliament  for  power   to    constitBt 
the  jetty.     What  these  gentlemen  pn- 
posed  to  do  was  a  small  matter  compuK 
with  the  enormous  undertakings  vhid 
the  Port  Authority  with  the  sanction  c^ 
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rd  of  Trade  would  be  empowered 
r  out  if  the  clause  was  passed 

Amendment.  If  that  was  the 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  a  small 
}f  that  sort,  it  appeared  to  him 
liament  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
f  considering  the  proposals  made 
*ort  Authority  in  order  that  they 
te  able  to   judge'  whether    the 

of  the  people  whom  they  repre- 
ere  properly  protected.  He  was 
jd  that  the  Board  of  Trade  did 

way  at  once  and  accept  the 
ent.  Why*  did  the  Board  of 
sh  to  protect  the  Port  Authority 

were  something  sacred  ?  The 
ee  were  not  allowed  to  con- 
ether  the  docks  ought  to  be 
d  or  not.  He  objected  to  the 
;hority  being  able  on  a  Depart- 
)rder  to  do  what  was  provided 
he  clause  without  coming  to 
nt. 

ILBERT   PARKER    said  that 

he  looked  into  the  clause  the 

lappointed   he   was.     The   hon. 

the   Member  for  the   City  of 

lad  pointed  out  that  the  setting 

omm'ssion  of  inquiry  would  not 

sufficient    safeguard,    and    he 

osed   to   agree   with   him.     It 

»    noticed   that   subsection    (a) 

Port  Authority  absolute  freedom 

with  respect  to  the  construction 

>ment  of  docks,  quays,  wharves, 

iers,    buildings,   railways,    and 

rks,   which  might  be  specified 

ler  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 

jction  (3)  of   the  new   clause, 

that   where   land   was  to    be 

compulsorily  the   sanction   of 

it    would    be    necessary    if    it 

to   the   Board  of  Trade  that 

Id  be  applied  for. 

URCHILL  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
duly  alarmed.  The  clause  only 
I  the  Port  Authority  to  construct 
land  within  the  area  which 
)  them. 

-iBERT  PARKER  said  it  was 
eat  power  to  give  to  the  Port 
.  Suppose  that  the  construc- 
3k8,  wharves,  jetties,  piers,  and 
y    the    Port  Authority  meant 


competition  with  commercial  and  indus- 
trial organisations  —  suppose  that  itt* 
scheme  conflicted  with  interests  already 
established  and  contiguous  to  the  Port. 
Authority's  interests — was  the  Port 
Authority  to  have  independent  power, 
on  the  Order  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  carry  out  its  scheme  ?  The- 
right  hon.  Grentleman  had  not  thrown 
any  light  on  the  question.  The  Port 
Authority  would  be  engaged  in  a  com- 
mercial enterprise  intent  upon  making: 
its  business  pay,  and  it  would  compete 
with  various  interests  which  did  not 
enjoy  the  powers  proposed  to  be  conferred: 
on  the  Port  Authority.  Did  not  the 
Committee  see  the  extremely  dangerous 
position  that  would  set  up?  If  it  was 
right  to  protect  the  interests  of  land- 
owners by  sending  down  a  Commissioner 
where  it  was  proposed  to  acquire  land 
was  it  not  also  right  to  safeguard  in  some 
way  commercial  interests  of  various 
kinds  which  under  the  Bill  at  present 
had  no  protection  whatever  ?  He  sub- 
mitted  that  if  the  Committee  allowed 
the  clause  to  pass  without  inserting  the 
words  of  the  Amendment,  the  House 
would  have  cause  to  regret  a  grave 
dereliction  of  duty.  What  earthly  reason 
could  there  be  for  not  accepting  the 
Amendment  ?  This  was  a  question  of 
the  gravest  importance  to  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  river. 

Mr.  MYER  (Lambeth,  N.)  said  he  waa 
heartily  in  favour  of  the  Port  of  London 
Bill,  but  as  the  representative  of  a 
constituency  which  had  large  manufac- 
turing interests  which  were  dependent 
on  cheap  freightage  he  was  opposed  ta 
any  proposal  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  cost  of  production. 
In  his  constituency  there  were  potteries 
which  used  large  quantities  of  coal,  clay, 
and  various  other  materials,  and  if  a 
charge  was  going  to  be  put  on  them  the 
cost  of  production  would  be  greatly 
increased,  and  the  new  authority  instead 
of  doing  good  to  the  Port  of  London 
would  do  harm.  This  proposal  reminded 
him  of  some  great  octopus,  which  would 
come  sailing  up  the  river,  put  out  its  ten- 
tacles, and  seize  land  on  all  sides. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  It  does  not 
touch  a  yard  of  land. 
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Mr.  MYER  agreed  it  did  not  touch 
a  vard  of  land,  but  it  touched  the 
materials  which  were  brought  up 
the  river.  Any  charges  which  the  Port 
Authority  might  put  on  goods  coming 
up  the  river  would  touch  those  industries. 
If  the  Port  Authority  got  this  land 
without  coming  to  Parliament  for  powers, 
they  would  charge  dues  on  everything 
that  came  up  the  river. 

Me.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  MYER  said  he  might  be  wrong, 
and  he  would  be  glad  to  hear  the  right 
hoii.  Gentleman's  explanation.  He,  at 
any  rate,  regarded  it  as  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed.  He  might  almost  say 
that  he  had  a  mandate  from  a  great 
number  of  the  manufacturers  in  his 
constituency  to  represent  their  fears 
of  the  possible  increase  in  the  dues 
upon  the  goods  on  which  their  livelihood 
depended. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  his  hon. 
friend  had  made  a  speech  on  the  question 
of  the  general  charges  on  the  river. 
That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
before  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
said  he  had  a  mandate  from  certain 
people,  but  he  was  too  late  in  redeeming 
his  promise.  What  was  the  new  clause  ? 
He  wished  his  hon.  friend  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  it. 

Mr.  MYER  :  What  about  subsection 
(c)? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that  if  his 
hon.  friend  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
read  the  clause  he  would  have  seen  that 
his  speech  was  hopelessly  irrelevant. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was  that  when- 
ever there  was  an  extension  of  existing 
works  or  whenever  land  was  required 
for  the  erection  of  new  works  they 
should  have  cheap  and  expeditious 
methods  of  acquiring  land.  He  should 
have  thought  the  hon.  Member  foi 
Dartford  would  have  been  the  first  to 
sympathise  with  an  object  of  that  sort. 
No  one  had  done  more  than  the  hon. 
Member  to  support  the  policy  of  the 
clause,  but  when  it  came  to  the  putting 
of  it  into  operation  he  fomid  that  there 
was  diiB&cultv  in  the  case.  When  the 
Government  proposed  to  put  into   opera- 


tion the  doctrine  which  he  had  put  ko 
their  minds  he  jumped  up  and  object.^, 
in  the  interest  of  some  factories  in  L- 
constituency.  The  hon.  Member  pointr. 
to  a  particular  manufacture  which  b 
thought  would  be  damaged  by  tb 
proposition. 

Mr.  ROWLANDS  said  that  thousa.: 
of  working  men  were  employed  in  ^S' 
manufacture  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Mr.     LLOYD-GEORGE    agreed   L. 
it     was    in    Ithe      iitterescs       of     t^h- 
working    men     that     there    shouM 
cheap  facilities  for  developing  the  riv  • 
He  should  have  thought  tliat  th<*  L 
Member  for  Dartford  would  have  ?- 
the  first  to  sympathise   with  an  o^  r  ■ 
of  that  sort.     Was  it  in  the  interest 
the  working  men  that  the  Port.  Autho:: 
should  spend  thousands  of  pounds  lu 
Parliamentary  lawyers  and  experts,  i: 
hold  up  the  development  and  exr*  i.^ 
of  works  for  vears  and  vears,  becai>-* 
expense    of    Parliamentary    proceed:.. 
could   not   be   faced?     Thev    had  h- 
from   the   noble   Lord   the    Member  : 
Marylebone,  who  objected  to  the  Se*  _ 
Reading,  that  what  happened  m  n 
cases  was  that  these   little  tran^'  ' 
were  set  aside  until  a  sufficient  l'. 
of  them  had  accumulated  before  an  ai<: 
cation     was    made  to    Parliament 
powers. 

Lord  R.  CECIL  said  he  did  not  ^\- 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ' 
quoting  him  correctly. 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  h. 
putting  in  his  own  words  what  the 
Lord  had  said  substantially. 


I J 


Lord  R.  CECIL  said  that  what  n 
stated  was  that  a  railway  compaL^ 
serted    these    small    transactions   ii 
Omnibus  Bill,  and  that  practically  - 
that  they  came  to  Parliament  everr  " 
or  almost  everv  vear. 

0 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  tb.. 
all  very  well  in  the  case  of  a  r> 
company  which  might  have  a  sv>t  • 
400  or  500  miles  in  extent.  Bu 
Port  Authority  might  have  onlv  i^v^ 
in  three  or  I  four  years,  and  it  l 
have  to  wait  for  perhaps  ten  Year>  t» 
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"  liad  sucli  an  accumulation  of  these 
a  as  would  make  it  worth  while  to  go 
i^arliament  for  a  Bill.  There  was  no 
bt  of  the  fact  that  if  the  Port 
liority  were  compelled  to  come  to 
liaznent  every  time  a  few  acres  of  land 
e  iv-anted  it  would  retard  the  dcvelop- 
it  of  the  Port.  Subsection  (c)  did 
mean  that  the  moment  they  built  a 
y  on  land  which  they  acquired  that 
•b.  tolls  would  be  exacted  upon  all  the 
ie  in  the  river.  He  did  not  think 
t  any  sane  man  could  put  an  interpre- 
ion  of  that  kind  on  the  subsection. 
simply  meant  that  if  a  jetty  were 
lit  and  a  ship  came  to  that  particular 
ty,  it  would  be  subjected  to  the 
iTges  for  the  use  of  the  jetty.  It  was 
It  Uke  a  Railway  Extension  Bill  which 
itained  a  rate  clause,  and  that  rate 
kuse  was  only  operative  on  the  particu- 
:  extension.  The  clause  could  not 
:er  the  general  charges  on  the  river ; 
at  would  be  preposterous. 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  said  that,  as  he 
iderstood  the  matter,  the  money  for  the 
rt:ension  or  for  other  works  would  have 
•  be  raised,  and  if  the  revenue  from  the 
orks  or  extension  did  not  pay  interest 
1  the  capital  expended,  the  general 
revisions  of  the  Act  would  then  come 
ito  force,  and  the  dues  would  have  to  be 
Lcreased. 


Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that  the 
lause  simply  meant  that  whenever  they 
aade  an  extension  the  charges  which 
rere  applicable  to  the  rest  of  the  river 
hould  also  be  applied  to  that  particular 
txtension.  This  was  a  clause  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  land  for  extension, 
Lothing  more.  [An  Hon  Member  :  Then 
trike  out  the  other  words.]  What  was 
;he  use  of  acquiring  land  unless  they  were 
allowed  to  make  some  use  of  it  ?  They 
might  as  well  not  buy  the  land  at  all. 
All  hon.  Member  suggested  that  all  they 
ought  to  do  was  to  take  power  to  acquire 
the  land,  but  not  power  to  make  use  of  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sutherland  said 
that  the  Port  Authority  should  proceed 
by  Provisional  Order ;  but  that  meant 
that  it  would  have  to  go  upstairs  where 
it  would  get  exactly  the  same  opposition 
aa  was  got  on  an  ordinary  iPrivate 
Bill,  when  it  was  the  interest  of  eVery  one 
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to  pile  up  and  acctunulate  expenses.  All 
this  had  been  explained  and  debated  over 
and  over  again.  All  that  was  wanted 
was  a  cheap  and  expeditious  method  of 
acquiring  land  for  an  extension,  and  in 
his  opinion  there  was  adequate  and  com- 
plete limitation  of  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  by  sub- 
section (3)  of  the  clause. 

Sir  WILLIAM  BULL  (Hammersmith) 
said  he  was  deeply  interested  in  the  Bill 
and  was  anxious  to  see  it  passed.  The 
point  which  the  Committee  had  been 
discussing  was  very  largely  the  outcome 
of  a  compromise  which  had  been  arrived 
at.  The  five  London  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee thought  that  this  was  an  honest 
attempt  to  get  the  best  machinery  for  the 
working  of  a  huge  imdertaking  of  this 
kind.  He  would  point  out  that  the  in- 
quiry would  be  entirely  a  judicial  one, 
and  that  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not 
suggest  that  any  one  particularjperson 
should  be  appointed  to  conduct  the 
inquiry.  They  only  said  that  it  was 
to  be  an  independent  person.  It  would 
not  only  be  an  inquiry  with  regard  to 
the  land,  but  also  as  to  whether  any 
injury  would  be  done  to  the  vendor  of 
the  land.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  appoint 
any  one  man  to  conduct  this  inquiry  who 
was  not  of  the  highest  character.  As  a 
way  out  of  the  present  difficulty  he  sug- 
gested that  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
agree  to  some  limit  in  the  case  of  money 
or  land  or  both.  The  limit  for  land  might 
be  ten  acres,  which  would  be  sufficient 
for  a  dock  of  considerable  size,  and  the 
money  limit  might  be  £25,000  or  £30,000.  j 

Sir  F.  BANBURY  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  was 
right  in  his  interpretation  of  subsection 
(a)  that  it  might  involve  the  acquisition 
of  land  for  railways  away  from  the  river- 
side works. 


Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  that  he  was 
anxious  to  respond  as  far  as  he  possibly 
could  to  the  appeal  made  by  his  hon. 
friend  the  Memoer  for  Hammersmith,, 
whose  interest  and  attention  had  been 
lavished  upon  the  Bill  'with  very  gteat 
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advantage  to  the  measure  at  every  stage. 
But  he  did  not  think  they  would  be 
making  a  good  Bill,  or  putting  good 
machinery  into  the  Act  of  Parliament 
if  they  were  to  insert  a  sharp,  fixed  limit 
either  with  regard  to  acreage  or  with 
regard  to  money.  They  could  not  stereo- 
type or  codify  these  transactions  in  that 
way.  He  was,  however,  prepared  to  defer 
to  a  certain  extent  to  those  who  used  the 
argument  that  these  transactions  were 
being  witheld  from  Parliament,  but 
while  he  said  that  he  must  insist  that  the 
Minister  representing  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  this  House  was  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment for  every  act  done  by  his  Depart- 
ment. In  order  to  make  progress  with 
the  Bill  he  was  prepared  to  insert  a  new 
subsection  after  subsection  (3)  providing 
that :  "  An  Order  other  than  a  Pro- 
visional Order  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  this  section  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  land  shall  not  take  eSect  until  a 
draft  thereof  has  been  laid  for  thirty 
days  on  the  Tables  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  if  either  House  during 
these  thirty  days  presents  an  address  to 
His  Majesty  against  the  draft,  no 
further  proceedings  shall  be  taken  there- 
on, but  without  prejudice  to  the  laying 
of  a  new  Order."  That  would  be  follow- 
ing out  the  suggestion  which  fell  earlier 
in  the  afternoon  from  hon.  Members  on 
those  benches,  and  it  would  keep  the 
whole  of  this  procedure  within  the  action 
of  Parliament.  If  Parliament  did  not 
wish  to  admit  the  dispensing  power,  or 
thought  it  was  an  improper  exercise  of 
it,  it  would  be  within  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment by  a  most  simple  and  effective 
procedure  to  terminate  the  whole  trans- 
action. 


Sir  F.  BANBURY  suggested  that 
in  order  to  expedite  matters  they  should 
divide  on  the  question  of  Provisional 
Orders  and  discuss  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man's suggestion  afterwards. 

^  ♦Mr.  WALTBRGUINNE8,Ssaid 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  something  to  meet 
their  case,  but  did  not  go  half 
far  enough  in  regard  to  the  point 
as  to  having  a  Provisional  Order. 
Neither  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nor 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 


to  realise  the  strong  objection  they  hid 
to  sub-head8^(a)  and  (6). 

♦The  CHAIRMAN  said  they  were  not 
discussing  sub-heads  (a)  and  (6).  Ther 
only  came  in  as  pertaining  to  this  par- 
ticular Amendment. 

Mr.  WALTER  GUINNESS  pomKd 
out  that  if  his  Amendment  wu 
rejected  in  line  10,  and  as  he  took 
it,  it  would  be,  it  would  be  out 
of  order  for  him  to  move  to  put 
in  the  word  "  Provisional "  before  the 
word  "  Order  "  in  line  14. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN :  Oh,  yes^ofooam, 
it  would  ;  it  applies  to  the  whole  of  tkc 
paragraph. 


♦Mr.  WALTER  GUINNESS 
this  was  the  only  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question  of  having  • 
Provisional  Order  to  deal  witfc 
the  construction  or  equipment  of 
*'  docks,  quays,  wharves,  jetties  or  pim 
and  buildings,  railways  and  other  worb 
in  connection  therewith.**  But  he  woold 
only  say  one  word.  He  did  not  think 
either  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  for  the  (Sovenunent  Ittd 
attached  so  much  importance  as  tkey 
ought  to  this  matter,  and  although  theV 
had  an  illusory  compromise  in  rq^ard  to 
subhead  (6)  they  had  been  o&red  no  oam- 
promise  in  regard  to  sub-heads  (a)  or  {€'*• 
The  Government  had  ignored  that  sni 
the  local  authorities  would  be  verv  mack 
afEected  by  that,  and  he  could  ims|:iE^ 
the  House  being  affected  by  it.  Wkst 
was  to  prevent  the  Port  Authority  fro© 
acquiring  St.  Thomas*  Hospital  ami 
putting  up  creaking  cranes  there. 


Mr.  CHURCHILL  said  he 
anxious  t  to  meet  the  wishes  of  kea- 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  soggeited  tkst 
if  he  were  to  leave  out  from  his  propowid 
new  subsection  the  woida  ^for  tW 
acquisition  of  land,**  then  the 
ment  would  apply  to  all  thoee 
He  was  readv  to  do  that. 

rSiR  P.  BANBURY  said  that  theynv: 
divide  on  the  question  of  the  ProviiioaAl 
Order. 
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Ashley,  W.  W. 
Balearres,  Lord 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Beckett,  Hon.  Gervase 
Bridgeman,  W.  Clive 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
Ceail,  Lord  R.  (Marylebone,  £.) 
Clive,  Percy  Archer 
Collina,SirWm.J.(S.Pancra8,W. 
Cross,  Alexander 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Du  CroB,  Arthur  Philip 
Gardner,  Ernest 
jQihha.  O.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 


The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  36 ; 
Noes,  185.    (Division  List  No.  431.) 


AYES. 

Guinness,Hon.  R.  (Haggerston) 
Hardy,  Laurence  (Kent,Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley,  H.  B. 
Hills.  J.  W. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
M' Arthur,  Charles 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Morton,  Alpheus  Cleophas 
Myer,  Horatio 

Parker,  Sir  Gilbert  (Gravesend) 
Pease,Herbert  Pike(DarIington 
Percy,  Earl 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 


Seaverns,  J.  H. 

Starkey,  John  R. 

Talbot.  Lord  E.  (Chichester 

Vemey,  F.  W. 

Warde.  Col.  C.  E.  (Kent,  Mid) 

Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 

Younger,  George 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes. — Mr. 
Walter  Guinness  and  Mr. 
Bowles. 


Abraham,  William(Cork,  N.E.) 

Acland,  Frances  Dyke 

Asquith,Rt.Hon.HerbertHenry 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 

Baker,  Joseph  A.  (Finsbury.  E. 

Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight 

Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 

Barnard,  E.  B. 

Beale,  W.  P. 

Bellairs,  Carlyon 

Benn,  W.(TVrHamlets,S.Geo. 

Bennett,  E.  N. 

Bethell,Sir  J.H.(Essex,Romrrd 

Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 

Birrell,  R.  Hon.  Augustine 

Bowerman,  C.  W. 

Branch,  James 

Brigg,  John 

Brc^lro,  Stopford 

Briiimer,J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 

Brunner.RtHnSirJ.T  (Cheshire 

Bryce,  J.  Annan 

Bull,  Sir  William  James 

Bums,  Bt.  Hon.  John 

Buxton,  Rt.Hn.Sydney  Charles 

Carr-Gomm,  W.  W. 

Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 

Ohanninff,  Sir  Franois  Allston 

OhurohilT,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 

Cleland,  J.  W. 

Clough,  William 

Oollins,  Stephen  (Lambeth) 

Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 

Cooper,  G.  J. 

Corbett,C  H  (Sussex,E  Grinst'd 

Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A. 

Cory,  Sir  Qifford  John 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S. 

Cox,  Harold 

Crean,  Eugene 

C'roafield,  A.  H. 

Davies.  Timothy  (Fulham) 

Dillon,  John 

Dobson,  Thomas  W. 

Donelan,  Captain  A. 

Duffy,  WiUiam  J. 

Duniie,Major  E.Martin(Walsall 

£d wards.  Sir  Francis  (Radnor) 

Essex,  R.  W. 


NOES. 

Esslemont,  Greorge  Bimie 

Evans.  Sir  Samuel  T. 

Everett,  R.  Lacey 

Faber.  G.  H.  (Boston) 

Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fuller,  John  Michael  F. 

Glad8tone,Rt.  Hn.  HerbertJohn 

Glen-Coats,  Sir  T.  (Renfrew, W. 

Glover,  Thomas 

Goddard,  Sir  Daniel  Ford 

Grant,  Corrie 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 

Gulland,  John  W. 

Gwynn,  Stephen  Lucius 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 

Halpin,  J. 

Harcou  rt,Rt.  Hn.  L.  (Rossendale 

Harcourt,  Robert  V.  (Montrose 

Harms  worth,  Cecil  B.  (Worc'r 

Haworth,  Arthur  A. 

Hazleton,  Richard 

Heaton,  John  Henniker 

Hedges,  A.  Paget 

Henry,  Charles  S. 

Herbert,  T.  Arnold  (Wycombe) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

HiU,  Sir  aement 

Hogan,  Michael 

Hooper,  A.  G. 

Homiman,  Emslie  John 

Idris,  T.  H.  W. 

Illingworth,  Percy  H. 

Jenkins,  J. 

Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 

Jones  William  (CamarvonBhire 

Kekewich,  Sir  Georae 

Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lament,  Norman 

Lardner,  James  Carrige  Rushe 

Lever ,A.  Levy  (Es8ex,Harwich 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd -George,  Rt.  Hon.  David 

Lough,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lupton,  Arnold 
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Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Macdonald,  J.  R.  (Leicester) 
Macdonald,  J.M.  (FalkirkB'ghs 
Mackamess,  Frederic  C. 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
Macpherson,  J.  T. 
MacVeigh,Charles  (Donegal,E.) 
M'Callum,  John  M. 
M*Crae,  Sir  George 
M'Kean,  John 

McLaren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Mansfield,  H.  Rendall(Lincohi) 
Meagher,  Michael 
Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathaniel 
Morgan,  G.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morrell,  Philip 

Murray,Capt.  Hn.A.C.(Kincard 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nicholls,  George 
Nicholson,Charle8N.(Doncast*r 

Nolan,  Joseph 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 

0*Brien,Kendal  (TipperaryMid 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Connor.  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

0'Kelly,Jame8  (Roscommon,N 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parker,  James  (Halifax) 

Pearce,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 

Philippe,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

PuUar,  Sir  Robert 

Radford,  G.  H. 

Rainy,  A.  RoUand 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Reddy,  M. 

Richards,  T.F.  (Wolverh'mpt'n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lmcohi) 

Robertson,  J.  M.  (Tyneside) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East) 

Rowlands,  J. 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter 
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Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 
8amuel,Rt.HiL  H.L.(Cleveland 
Sohwazm,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 
Scott, A.  H.  (Ashton  under  Lyne 
Seddon,  J. 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Smeaton,  Donald  Mackenzie 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spicer,  Sir  Albert 
Stanger,  H.  Y. 

Stanley,Hn.  A.  L3rulph(Che8h.) 
Straus,  B.  S.  (Mile  End) 
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Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abingdon) 

Sutherland,  J.  E. 

Tennant,  H.  J.  (Berwickshire) 

Thome,  G.R  (Wolverhampton) 

Thome,  WiUiam  (West  Ham) 

Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 

Vivian,  Henry 

Walker,  H.  De  R.  (Leicester) 

Walsh,  Stephen 

Ward,  John  (Stoke  upon  Trent) 

Wason,Rt.Hn.  E.  (Clackmannan 

Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney) 

Watt,  Henry  A. 

Wedgwood,  Josiah  C. 
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Whitbread,  Howard 
White,  Sir  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  J.  Dmidas(  Dnmbart'nsh 
Whitehead,  Rowland 
Whitley,  John  Henry  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,Rt.HnSirThoma8  P. 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid) 
Wilson,  J.  H.  (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (Westhoughtoni 

Tellers  for  the  Noes-> 
Mr.  Joseph  Pease  and 
Master  of  Elibank. 


Mr.  whitehead  said  he  would 
not  move  the  two  Amendments  next  on 
the  Paper,  but  he  proposed  to  move  the 
one  suggesting  in  Une  16,  after  the  word 
"  land  "  the  insertion  of  the  words  *'  and 
subject  to  such  conditions  and  reserva- 
tions." The  Amendment  was  more  of  a 
drafting  character  than  anything  else. 
While  the  Commisdioners  were  to  direct 
that  the  knd  should  be  purchased  they 
had  no  power  to  indicate  conditions  or 
insert  in  the  Order  reservations  in  favour 
of  the  landowner.  He  thought  it  was 
clear  that  the  clause  sho^d  be  amended 
in  this  direction. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause — 

**  In  line  16,  after  the  word  '  land,*  to  insert 
the  words  *  and  subject  to  such  conditions 
and  reservations.'  " — (Mr,  Whitehead,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  understood  to 
say  that  this  would  be  a  dangerous 
Amendment,  and  he  certainly  should 
not  claim  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  or  any  other  Department  the 
powers  which  his  hon.  friend  would 
entrust  to  them.  It  was  much  better 
that  the  matter  should  be  fought  right 
out.  He  hoped  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  formally  moved  in 
fulfilment  of  a  promise  made  earlier  in 
the  discussion  an  Amendment  with- 
holding from  the  scope  of  the  clause  all 
lands  which  had  been  acquired  under 
statutory  powers. 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause — 


i< 


In  line  31,  to  insert  after  the  word 
*  Greenwich,*  the  words  '  or  which  has  beea 
acquired  by  the  owners  thereof  under  statute.*  '* 
—{Mr.  ChurchiU,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Sir  F.  BANBURY  said,  to  put  himself 
in  order,  he  would  move  a  proviso  standing 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Epping  division 
of  Essex,  to  the  efEeot  that  nothing  in  thf 
Bill  should  empower  the  Board  of  Tradr^ 
to  authorise  the  purchase  and  taking  of 
any  land  belonging  to  any  lailwaj 
company,  used  as  part  of  or  in  con- 
nection with  their  railway  and  acquired 
under  Acts  relating  to  their  tinder- 
taking.  He  understood  that  the  rigk- 
hon.  Gentleman  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment dealing  with  this  question,  but  h? 
was  afraid  he  did  not  hear  the  words, 
which  were  not  on  the  Paper.  Hf 
therefore  moved  this  in  order  to  give  tht- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportunity  o: 
explaining  the  matter.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  covered  he  would  withdraT 
it,  but  he  begged  to  move  it  fonnally. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 

new  clause — 


*'  In  line  36,  at  end,  to  insert  the  word> 
*  Provided  also  that  nothing  herein  coc- 
tained  shall  empower  the  Board  of  Trade  t- 
authorise  the  purchase  and  taking  of  anj  Uc.: 
belonging  to  any  railway  company  aad  used  b^ 
such  company  as  a  part  of  or  ^  connectKr 
with  their  railway  and  acquired  by  such  cue. 
pany  under  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act- 
relating  to  their  undertakuig.*  '* — {Sir  f. 
Banbury.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  woni> 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mr.  CHURCHILL  explained  that  the 
Amendment  which  had  already  been 
inserted  had  the  effect  of  withdrawing 
from  the  scope  of  the  clause  all  lands 
which  were  possessed  under  statutory 
authority  and  which  had  been  acquired 
under  any  statute,  and  that  was  the 
better  way  of  doing  it.  They  had  not 
named  railways,  although  railways  were 
included. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  * 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  formally  moved 
another  Amendment,  also  promised  earlier 
in  the  debate,  viz.,  to  insert  at  the 
beginning  of  subsection  (3),  words  to  the 
•effect  that  before  formi]Qating  an  Order 
under  this  subsection  the  Board  of  Trade 
-should  appoint  an  impartial  person  to 
liold  a  public  inquiry  on  its  behalf. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  line  45,  at  the  beginning  of  sub- 
«eotion  (3)  to  insert  the  words  '  Before  for- 
mulating an  Order  under  this  subsection  the 
Board  of  Trade  shall  appoint  an  impartial 
person  to  hold  an  inquiry  on  its  behalf.'  " — 
iMr.  ChwrchiU,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted.'* 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  inquired 
-whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  only  include  in  that  Amendment  a 
scheme  for  the  acquisition  of  land  but 
also  any  other  scheme,  such  as  one  for 
the  construction  of  docks.  He  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Ckntleman  would  be  satisfactory  unless 
the  change  was  made  so  that  the  inquiry 
-would  include  the  general  items. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  was  understood  to 
:&ssent  to  the  proposal. 

Mr.  RENWICE  asked  the  right  hon. 
^ntleman  to  insert  words  giving  all  the 
j>eople  interested  power  to  give  evidence 
l>efore  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  Yes:  there  will 
he  a  public  inquiry. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  thought  it  might 
be  as  well  to  insert  some  words^  because 
only  the  other  day  under  the  working 


of  the  Small  Holdings  Act  great  hardship 
was  caused  by  interested  parties  not  being 
allowed  to  be  heard  by  counsel.  The 
insertion  of  words  could  do  no  harm. 

Mr.  RENWICK  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see 
his  way  to  insert  some  words. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  thought  "public 
inquiry"  was  sufficient.  If  interested 
parties  were  not  heard  they  would  be 
able  to  make  a  protest,  and  if  that  protest 
was  audible  the  whole  system  of  our 
Government  institutions  would  come 
into  operation.  He  was  very  imwilling 
to  cumber  the  Bill  with  particular  draft- 
ing. 

♦The  chairman  said  he  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  willing  to  move  an  Amendment  or 
accept  an  Amendment  striking  out  these 
words.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  withdraw  the  Amendment 
and  move  it  in  a  new  form. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  Certainly. 

Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
new  clause — 

**  To  leave  out  subsection  (3),  and  to  insert 
the  words  '  (3)  Before  making  an  order  under 
this  section  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  appoint  an 
impartial  person  to  hold  a  public  inquiry  on 
their  behalf,  and  if  he  reports  or  if  it  appears 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  by  reason  of  the 
extent  or  situation  of  any  land  proposed  to  be 
acquired  compulsorily,  or  the  purposes  for  which 
such  land  is  used,  or  any  other  circumstances, 
the  land  ought  not  to  be  acquired  compulsorily 
without  the  sanction  of  Parliament  tne  order 
of  the  Board  shall  be  provisional  onlv  and  shaJl 
not  have  effect  unless  confirmed  by  Parlia* 
ment.'  ^'—iMr.  CfhurehiU,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  proposed— 

**  After  the  words  last  inserted,  to  insert  the 
words  '  (4)  Any  order  other  than  a  Provisional 
Order  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  this 
section  shall  not  take  effect  until  a  draft  thereof 
has  lain  for  thirty  days  on  the  Table  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  if  either  House 
during  those  thirty  days  presents  an  address 
to  His  Majesty  against  &e  draft  no  further  pro- 
oeedings  shall  be  taken  thereon  but  without  pre- 
judice to  the  making  of  a  new  order.  *  '* — (Mr, 
ChurchiU.) 
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Mb.  BENWICE  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  would  insert  after 
the  words  "thirty  days"  the  i»ords 
"  while  Parliament  is  sitting." 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  understood  that 
such  an  order  could  only  lie  for  thirty 
days  on  the  Table  while  Parliament 
was  in  session.  If  the  House  was  not 
sitting  it  could  not  lie,  but  this  matter 
had  come  upon  him  rather  unexpectedly, 
and  in  his  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  House,  he  would  accept  such  an 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment — 

'*  In  line  3,  after  the  word  *  days,*  to  insert 
the  words '  during  the  session  of  Parliament.*  " — 
(Mr,    Benwick,) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  Bill. 

♦Mb.  MORTON,  in  moving  a  new 
clause  rekting  to  tolls  and  levies, 
said  that  at  the  present  time  the 
Government  ships  had  full  use  of  the 
waterway  and  paid  nothing  toward 
the  upkeep  of  the  Port  or  the  dredging 
of  the  fairway,  and  his  object  in  asking 
this  clause  to  be  inserted  was  that 
these  ships  should,  with  others,  pay  a 
fair  share  towards  the  cost.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  might  tell  them  it 
could  not  be  done,  but  the  same  thing 
was  done  in  the  case  of  rates  on  buildings, 
and  as  it  was  done  in  that  case,  he  asked 
that  it  should  be  done  in  the  case  of 
the  river.  He  knew  that  the  Govern- 
ment said  in  the  case  of  the  rates  on 
buildings  that  it  was  a  matter  of  grace ; 
but  it  was  sufficient  to  show  that  it 
was  done.  In  his  opinion  the  Govern- 
ment ships  ought  to  pay  their  fair  share 
towards  the  cost  of  the  upkeep  of  the 
Port  in  the  same  way  as  others  paid. 
He  begged  to  move. 

New  clause — 

*'  Notwithat«nding  an3rthing  contained  in  the 
Art  of  54  GfKi.  ni..  c.  159.  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Act,  1894,  or  any  Act  amending  the 
?*ame,  any  rate*,  dues,  tolls,  fees,  or  other 
charges  leviable  under  this  Act,  or  under  any 


Provisional  Order  made  thecennder,  or 
any  Act  incorporated  therewith,  ikaH  W 
chargeable  to  and  payable  by  the  Crowa^yi 
the  same  conditioni  ind  in  the  same  mamaa  m 
they  are  chargeable  to  and  pajAhle  Vy  «hr 
bodies  or  persons.*  "—{iff.  Mortar) 

Brought  up,  ani  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed. 
"That  the  clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  expressed  schk 
doubt  whether,  as  this  would  impose  t 
charge  upon  th6  Exchequer,  it  was  i 
order.  He  would  simply  say  that  tk 
passage  of  His  Majes^s  ships  up  tk 
Thames  without  payment  of  chaigtf 
was  only  the  practice  followed  in  evwr 
port  in  the  kingdom,  and  it  was  tk 
invariable  practice  of  Parliamoit  t» 
allow  the  exemption.  The  BUI  nude 
the  new  authority  heirs  to  all  the  li^ 
and  obligations  of  the  present  authorities 
and  it  would  not  be  in  accordance  witi 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  insert  sikI 
a  clause. 

Mr.  MYER  felt  he  must  support 
any  proposal  that  would  tend  to  make 
London  a  cheaper  port.  It  was  noi 
quite  the  case  that  in  all  ports  tlie 
Uovemment  were  free  from  such  chaifpi 
In  Portsmouth  Harbour  the  cost  « 
dredging,  buoying,  and  clearing  tb 
fairway  was  largely  borne  by  the  Goven- 
ment.  As  such  a  clause  as  this  woold 
lighten  the  burden  of  London  and  nub 
the  port  a  cheap  port,  he  was  in  favour 
of  it. 

♦Mr.  MORTON  said  the  objectiotf 
were  similar  to  those  urged  againA 
the  payment  of  rates  by  the  Cro«f 
but  finally  the  Government  yielded  vitL 
regard  to  that  as  they  said  an  act  o^ 
grace,  and  he  would  have  been  wtu&ti 
if  he  could  have  got  an  assoraiioe  ii 
that  direction.  He  did  not  intend  t» 
divide  on  the  clause. 

Proposed  new  clause  negatrred. 

♦Mr.  MORTON,  in  moving  a  n«^ 
clause  to  provide  for  dock  and  nvv 
accounts  to  be  kept  separately,  o*^ 
tja'^  this  was  possibly  the  most  b>* 
portant     clause     that     had    yet    bfia 
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proposed.  In  it  he  askel  that  the 
accounts  ;in  connection  with  the 
docks  and  the  river  should  be  kept 
separate.  This  matter  had  been  dis- 
cussed by  the  Joint  Committee  and  had 
only  been  defeated  by  two  votes,  and 
that  was  at  the  instigation  of  the  dock 
companies  who  apparently  did  not  want 
the  true  state  of  affairs  to  be  known. 
The  clause  provided  that  the  accounts 
of  all  the  money  spent  on  the  improve- 
ments of  the  docks  should  be  kept 
separately  from  th  -ss  of  the  mo  ley  spent 
on  the  improvements  of  the  river,  and 
that  the  dock  receipts  should  be  kept 
separate  from  the  river  receipts.  He 
was  astonished  that  there  should  be  any 
objection  to  the  clause.  Certainly  no 
reason  for  such  an  objection  could  be 
given  except  the  desire  of  the  dock 
companies  that  their  profits  or  los8;8 
shoidd  be  kept  secret.  At  the  present 
time  they  wanted  to  tax  the  food  of  the 
people  in  order  to  make  up  the  loss 
that  must  occur  with  regard  to  the 
docks.  This  principle  was  carried 
out  at  Liverpool  in  regard  to  the 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour.  Section 
55  of  the  Act  governing  the  Port 
provided  that  no  portion  of  the 
Conservancy  receipts  for  the  use  of  the 
river  should  be  applied  to  dock  expenses, 
and  by  asking  for  the  insertion  of  this 
clause  he  was  only  asking  for  what 
Parliament  insisted  upon  in  the  case  of 
the  Mersey  docks.  It  could  hardly  there- 
fore be  considered  an  extraordinary 
proposition.  In  the  case  of  London 
the  chief  source  of  revenue  was  the 
power  to  charge  dues  on  all  goods 
coming  into  London,  and  that  depended 
so  far  as  the  dock  companies  were  con- 
cerned upon  whether  they  were  brought 
into  the  docks  or  handled  in  the  river. 
That  was  another  reason  for  this  separa- 
tion of  accoimts,  because  a  good  deal 
depended  upon  the  amount  of  business 
that  was  handled  in  the  river.  Up  to 
about  twenty  years  ago  there  were  two 
different  authorities  for  the  government 
of  the  Thames.  The  old  Conservancy  (the 
Corporation)  had  charge  from  Southend  to 
Staines,  and  for  the  upper  portions  of  the 
Thames  there  was  a  Board  composed  of  all 
the  ow  ers  of  the  land  adjoining  the 
river.  That  was  found  to  be  a  bad  system. 
What  did  Parliament  do  then  ?  Parlia- 
ment insisted  that  there  must  be  separate 


accounts  kept  of  the  upper  and  the  lower 
river.  These  had  been  kept  ever  since, 
and,  speaking  as  a  member  of  the  Con- 
servancy, he  could  say  that  there  was  no 
difficulty  at  all  in  keeping  them  separate 
and  the  very  fact  that  they  were  separate 
was  of  great  use  to  them  in  carrying 
out  the  work  and  the  control  of  the  river. 
He  was  astonished  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  advised  the  Joint 
Committee  to  object  to  this,  and  he  had 
not  heard  why,  except  the  statement 
of  Sir  B.  Clarke,  counsel  for  the  London 
and  India  Docks  Company,  who  said  that 
the  Amendment  to  give  them  separate 
accounts  would  be  fatal  to  the  Bill ;  that 
it  interfered  with  the  structure  of  the  Bill 
in  a  serious  manner.  What  that  all  meant 
he  had  never  heard  and  probably  never 
would  hear,  and  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  necessity  for  all  this  secrecy, 
unless  there  was  something  like  the 
engineer's  report  that  they  were  airaid 
even  to  show  the  Joint  Committee. 
The  dock  companies  had  a  curious 
power  over  the  Joint  Committee, 
excepting  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  Committee,  who  were  not 
frightened  so  easily.  He  was  sorry  that 
that  Committee  was  not  more  independent 
and  did  not  take  into  consideration  that 
it  was  there  representing  at  any  rate  the 
people  of  London,  if  not  the  people  of  the 
country,  and  not  simply  acting  as  agents 
for  the  dock  companies,  to  get  rid  of  their 
shares,  he  supposed,  and  unload  them 
on  to  the  public.  He  would  be  very 
pleased  if  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  at  once  give  way  and  agree 
to  the  clause,  because  it  would  astonish 
him  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
any  good  reason  why  they  should  not 
have  the  accounts  kept  separately,  as  was 
done  in  the  case  of  the  Mersey  and  other 
Port  authorities,  and  even  in  the  case  of 
the  Port  of  London  itself.  That  being  so, 
he  begged  to  move  the  new  clause. 

New  clause  proposed — 

**  The  following  accounts  shall  be  kept 
separately  by  thePort  Authority  in  addition  to 
any  other  accounts  which  are  by  this  Act  pre- 
scribed to  be  kept  as  separate  accounts,  that  is 
to  say : — (1)  An  account  (to  be  called  the  Docki 
Capital  Account)  showing :  (a)  The  amount  of 
port  stock  created  and  issued  in  substitution 
for  the  existing  stocks  of  the  dock  companies ; 
(6)  the  amount  of  money  expended  by  the  Port 
Authority  on  capital  account  in  improving  the 
docks,  basins,  cuts,  and  entrances  by  this  Act 
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transferred  to  the  Port  Authority  or  in  con- 
structing and  equipping  new  docks,  basins,  cuts, 
entrances,  and   other  works  or  otherwise  on 
capital   account   in   improving   the     Port   of 
London.     (2)  An   account   (to    be    called   the 
Docks   Revenue  Account) :    (a)  Of    all    sums 
received  in  respect  of  vessels  entering,  lying  in, 
departing  from,  or  otherwise  using  the  docks, 
basins,  cuts,  or  entrances  from  time  to  time 
vested  in  the  Port  Authority  other  than  the 
duties  of  tonnage  prescribed  in  Section  155  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1894,  as  amended  by 
Section  7  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Act,  1906, 
and  by  this  Act  and  in  respect  of  all  goods 
imported  into  or  exported  from  such  docks, 
basins,  cuts,  and  entrances,  and  in  respect  of 
services  rendered  or  accommodation  provided 
by  the  Port  Authority  within  the  same  and  of 
all  other  revenue  received  by  the  Port  Authority 
in  respect  thereof  (to  be  called  Dock  Receipts) ; 
(h)  of  all  sums  expended   in   respect  of  the 
maintenance,  management,  and  improvement 
of  the  Port  of  London,  including  all  sums  paid 
by  way  of  interests  on  or  redemption  of  money 
expended   on    Dock    Capital  Account   (to   be 
called    Dock    Expenditure).     (3)  An    account 
(to  be  called  the  River  Capital  Account)  show- 
ing :   (a)  The  amount  of  port  stock  created  and 
issued  under  this  Act  in  substitution  for  Thames 
Conservancy  Redeemable  *  A  '  Debenture  Stock ; 
(b)  such  amount  of  the  money  expended  by  the 
Port  authority  on  capital  account   as,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  auditor  of  the  Port  Authority, 
is    capital    expenditure    necessitated     by    the 
requirements  of  persons  and  vessels  not  using 
the  said  docks,  basins,  cuts,  and  entrances  of 
the  Port   authority.     (4)  An   account   (to   be 
called  the  River  Revenue  Account):     (a)  Of 
all  sums  received  from  the  said  duties  of  tonnage 
and  in  respect  of  all  vessels,  goods,  services,  and 
accommodation,  other  than  the  vessels,  goods, 
services,  and   accommodation   referred  to    in 
subsection  (2)  (a)  of  this  section,  and  of  all 
other  revenue  received  by  the  Port  Authority 
(to  be  called  river  receipts) ;    (b)  of  all   sums 
paid  :   (1)  by  way  of  interest  on  or  redemption 
of  money  expended  on  River  Opital  Account ; 
(2)  such  proportion  of  the  expenditure  referred 
to  in  subsection  (2)  (b)  of  this  section  as,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  auditor  of  the  Port  Authority, 
is  expenditure  necessitated  by  the  requirements 
of  persons  and  vessels  not  using  the  said  docks, 
basins,  cuts,  and  entrances  of  the  Port  Authority 
(to     be    caUed    river    expenditure).     (5)  The 
dock  expenditure  shall  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
dock  receipts  and  the  river  expenditure  shall 
be  defrayed  out  of  the  river  receipts,  and  no 
portion  of  the  river  receipts  shall  be  applied  in 
aid  of  the  dock  expenditure." — {Mr.  Morton,) 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  The  sting  of  the 
proposed  new  clause  is  in  its  tail,  in  sub- 
section (5).  The  efiect  of  saying  that  no 
surplus  on  the  river  trade  shall  be  devoted 
to  balancing  a  deficit  on  the  dock  trade, 


or  vice  versa^  would  be  seriously  to  impair 
the  financial  structure  of  the  Bill  and 
would  upset  the  bargain  which  the  House 
has  decided  to  enter  upon.  I  therefore 
say  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  accept 
that  Amendment.  I  think  I  have  already 
gone  a  long  way  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  subject  when  I  accepted 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Islington,  which  does 
arrange  that  the  receipts  from  Port 
rates  shall  be  separately  published,  but  I 
think  it  would  be  impracticable  to  go 
beyond  that.  I  do  not  think  the  case 
of  the  Mersey  Board  is  on  all  fours  with 
that  of  London.  There  is  no  free  water 
trade  in  respect  of  goods  in  the  docks  at 
Liverpool,  and  the  passing  trade  on  the 
way  up  to  Manchester  and  elsewhere 
does  not  in  any  way  participate  in  the 
hospitalities  of  the  Port  in  the  same  way 
as  in  London.    The  Amendment  was  verv 

0 

carefully  considered  by  the  Committee, 
and  after  much  examination  they  rejected 
it ;  and  that  is  the  only  course  I  find  open 
to  me. 

Sir  GILBERT  PARKER  said  he 
was  in  agreement  with  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  in  regard  to  subsection  (5;. 
but  he  really  thought  it  extraordinary 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
able  to  accept  the  rest  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  position  regarding  the  Port 
of  London  was  a  very  difficult  ow. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  thst 
they  had  really  two  sets  of  interest! 
on  the  river,  the  dock  interests  and  tk 
river  interests.  They  were  sharply  dis- 
tinct. The  Government,  he  had  nt- 
doubt,  wished  to  co-ordinate  and  t* 
harmonise  those  two  sets  of  interests, 
but  that  could  not  be  done  so  long  «> 
there  was  a  strong  element  of  suspicio!i 
on  the  part  of  the  various  interests  whi^h 
were  competitive,  though  not  opposed, 
to  the  docks.  It  had  been  commoD 
talk  outside  the  House  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  It  was  the  general  impres- 
sion among  those  representing  the  river 
interests  that  this  separation  of  the  two 
accounts,  the  docks  capital  accouc^ 
and  the  docks  revenue  account  from  the 
river  capital  account  and  the  river 
revenue  account,  was  going  to  be  agreed 
to,  and  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  entirelv 
reasonable    suggestion.    He   thought  -^ 
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would  be  subversive  of  the  best  interests   up  on  the  Report  stage  he  would  assent 

of  the  river  ultimately  if  thev  were  to   to  this  division. 

say  that  revenue  proceeding  from  river 

interests    should    only    be    devoted    to       Mr.  CHURCHILL :     When  we  reach 

certain  specific  river  interests,  and  the    the  proper  place  in  the  Bill  where  this 

same  with  regard  to  the  docks ;  but  if  the    should    be    discussed,    I    will    give    my 

accounts     were    simply   kept    separate,    most  undivided  attention  to  any  state- 

the  public — ^the  commercial  public,  the    ment  the  hon.  Glentleman  may  then  make, 

river  public— would  be  able  to  see  exactly    and  will  do  the  fullest  justice  to  anj^ 

what  the  position  was,  and  could  from    argument  he  may  advance. 

year  to  year  find  out  the  proportions  of  | 

expenditure.  Sib     GILBERT     PARKER)  asked 

I  whether  he   understood  that  the   view 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  :  I  think  the  point ,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  at  present 

is   sufficiently  met   by   the   right   hon.  I  advised,  was  that  it  would  be  inexpe^ent 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Islington's  i  so  far  as  could  be  seen  to  separate  the 

proviso,   in   Clause   23,   subsection   (1), '  dock    capital    account    from    the    river 

which  says  that —  '  capital    account.     That    would    govern 

"  All  receipts  from  port  rates  on  goods  dis-  |  his  own  action  in  the  matter  very  largely, 
charged  from,  or  taken  on  board,  ships  not 


within  the  dock  premises  of  the  Port  Authority 


Mr.  CHURCHILL :   I  should  suppose 


shall  be  shown  separately  from  the  receipts    .i    .  .i  j-  i.  -il  i.*         r  xv  -x  i 

from  port  rates  on  goods  discharged  from  or  ,  ***  *^e  proper  distribution  of  the  capital 
uken  on  board  ships  within  such  premises."    account    between    the    dock   trade    and 

Why  does  that  not  meet  the  case  ?  '  ^^^  "ver  interests  would  emerge  from 

'  the  regularly  compiled  accounts  of  the 

*Mr.  MORTON :  I   am  advised  that '  I'ort  Authority.    So  far  as  the  r^eipts 

that  does  not  meet  the  case  at  all.  t  are  concerned,  there  is  an  Amendment 

that    they    shall    be    kept    separately. 
Sir    GILBERT  PARKER  said  it  did   ^^^  so  far  as  the  expenditure  is  concerned, 
not  meet  the  whole  case.     In  that  clause    ^^«  separation  of  those  accounts,  I  am. 
they   had    only    the    showing    of    the   informed,  is  impossible, 
revenue,    whereas    in    the    Amendment 

of  the  hon.  Member  they  had  the  Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  thought 
capital  accounts  separated,  whereby  they  !  ^^  ^®U  to  interrupt  this  question  and 
could  see  exactly  what  the  position  of  answer  proceeding  between  the  hon. 
the  original  capital  was,  and  its  relation  i  Grentleman  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
to  the  subsequent  revenue  under  the  He  desired  to  acknowledge  with  all 
new  Act.  He  did  not  think  the  Amend-  gratitude  the  concession  made  to  him 
ment  was  acceptable  to  the  Committee  at  an  earlier  stage,  but  he  must  point  out 
as  it  stood,  and  therefore,  in  view  of  the  that  it  was  of  a  very  limited  character 
great  difficulty  of  the  situation,  the  dis-  and  did  not  go  at  all  the  length  of 
satisfaction  that  existed,  the  suspicion  the  clause  now  before  them.  The  clause 
and  uncertainty  that  existed  among  wa^,  except  as  regarded  one  part  of  it, 
those  representing  the  river  interests,  a  most  excellent  clause,  and  it  had  been 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  i  fully  discussed  in  another  place.  It  was 
would  do  well  to  consider  the  advisability  i  like  clauses  which  existed  in  other  stat- 
o£  adding  to  the  clause  that  the  dock  j  utes,  and  he  thought  it  required  more 
capital  accounts  should  be  kept  separately  |  consideration   than  it  had  received  in 

that  debate.  There  was  one  fault  inthe- 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  clause ;  he  did  not  say  a  word  in 
defence  of  subsection  (5),  and  of  course 
he  was  pounced  upon  and  torn  in  pieces 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  that 
neglect.  He  argued  all  from  his  first 
four  sections.  The  clause  was  entirely 
devoted  to  the  keeping  of  the  accounts 
separate,  except  subsection  (5),  whick 


as  well  as  the  revenue  accounts. 

Mr.  CHLTICHILL  thought  the  proper 
place  to  raise  that  question  would  be 
on  Clause  23. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  asked  if, 
in  view  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  he  would  give  any  kind  of 
assurance  that  when  the  matter  came 
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Was  dragged  in  to  dictate  as  to  the  source 
from  which  certain  money  should  be  paid. 
It  was  irrelevant  to  the  clause  altogether, 
and  his  hon.  friend  did  not  give  a  single 
reason  in  support  of  that  subsection. 
His  right  hon.  friend,  if  he  might  say  so, 
made  just  the  same  kind  of  mistake ; 
"he  devoted  his  answer  entirely  to  sub- 
:section  (5).     He  would  like  to  suggest 
that  they  should  leave  out  the  tail  of 
the  clause,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Glen  tie- 
man  should  accept  the  clause  without 
subsection   (5).     He  regarded  it  as  of 
the  very  greatest  importance.     He  had 
.taken  some  pains  to  set  out  how  the 
■Accounts  of  local  authorities  which  were 
set  up  should  be  kept,  and  there  was  never 
a  case  in  which  it  would  be  of  greater 
importance  than  to  the  mercantile  com- 
mimity  of    London    that    they  should 
"have  these  accounts  kept  in  clear  form, 
•^and  the  receipts  and  expenditure  under 
•all  heads   kept  perfectly  distinct.     He 
•  did  not  think  a  single  objection  to  the 
first  four  subsections  had  been  stated,  and 
he  would  suggest,  as  a  step  that  would  go 
Ifar  to  promote  harmony,  that  the  right 
hon.  G^entleman  should  accept  the  new 
<;lause,  leaving  out  subsection  (5).    He 
j)ressed  that  upon  him  with  some  con- 
fidence, because  he  had  already  been  the 
.  recipient  of  a  small  favour  with  regard  to 
the  dues  on  goods.     There  did  not  appear 
to  him  to  be  a  single  item  in  this  long 
'  clause  that  would  not  be  necessary  and 
useful    to    the    mercantile    commimity 

•  of  London  and  very  helpful  to  the  Board 

•  of  Trade  in  watcMng  the  affairs  of  this 
:  new  authority  hereafter. 

Mr.  RENWICK  said  he  supported 
the  clause.  He  had  listened  to  the 
whole  of  the  debate  and  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Committee  had 
!  never  recognised  the  importance  of  this 
matter  to  the  two  interests  affected, 
namely,  the  dock  interest  and  the  river 
interest.  They  could  never  be  reconcil- 
able, and  the  extraordinary  thing  in 
regard  to  them  was  that  no  improvement 
of  the  river  or  docks  contemplated  by 
the  Bill  could  be  of  any  use  or  benefit 
whatever  to  the  ships  which  used  the 
river.  They  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  present  accommodation  and  with  the 
depth  of  water,  and  they  were  naturally 
jealous  that  in  any  improvements  of 
the  docks — and  there  would  be  very  large 

Mr.  Laugh, 


improvetnents,  with  an  enormous  ooUat 
possibly — their  interests  should  not  be 
sacrificed,  and  therefore  they  were  most 
anxious   to   have   these   accounts  kept 
separately.     He    could    understand    tke 
right  hon.  Centleman  if  he  said  he  woqU 
agree  to  the  clause,  say,  for  a  period  of 
five   or   ten   years.      This   was   a   new 
authority  that  was  to  be  set   up,  and 
no  one  knew  what  amount   of  moaer 
the  authority  would  spend,  but  they  tU 
knew     very     well     that     the     amoon: 
spent  would  be  very  large,  and  natur»llT 
those  whose  interests  were  affected  ad- 
versely by  the  money  spent  were  anxiooft 
that  the  river  interests  should  not  be 
handicapped  to  provide  funds  to  improve 
the  docks.     Therefore,  it  was  absohitelT 
necessary  that  the  accounts  should  be 
kept  separately.     He  was  sincerely  torrr 
that  in  the  whole   of   the   debate    the 
Committee    had    never    recognised    the 
enormous  value  of  the  riverside  trade. 
If  any  Member  of  the  Committee 
to  take  a  walk  in  that  direction  on  a 
day  or  a  Tuesday  morning  he  would  seetk* 
Pool  and   the   wharves   there   crowded 
with  shipping,  none  of  which  iiaed  tiw 
docks.      The    accommodation    for  tbat 
shipping  had  been  provided  by  prints* 
enterprise,    but    the    owners    of    these 
wharves  did  not  come  and  ask  for  moiieT 
to  develop  their  wharves.    They  did  it 
themselves,    and    naturally    they    said 
that    if    this    new    authoritv    was    to 
deal  with  the  docks  it  should  not  be  at 
the  expense  of  the  riverside  trade.    He 
therefore    appealed    to    the    right   koa. 
Gentleman  to  aocej^t  this  very  reasos- 
able   Amendment,   mcluding   subeectioa 
(5),  which  set  forth  that  no  portion  oi 
the  money  that  was  raised  by  the  tt^fam 
of  the  river  should  be  used  in  improTiBg 
the  dooks,  or  vice  vena. 


Mr.  CHURCHILL :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  entertain  the  Amendment.  IV 
whole  matter  was  considered  br  tbe 
Committee  who  rejected  a  clause  ahnott 
identical  with  this  after  very  carefal 
examination.     The  Chairman  said— 

**  We  feel  we  can  safely  rely  oo  the  Bou4  if 
Trade  to  giro  all  the  infonnatioo  unfultot^ew 
who  have  introduced  this  Ameodmcat.*^ 

That  refers  to  the  power  which  xht 
Board  of  Trade  have  under  Section  2  ^t 
3f  prescribing  the  form  of  the  arcoaat*. 
We   shall   prescribe  the   form  of 
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accounts  in  the  mannei  best  calculated 
to  give  the  fullest  mformation  to  traders 
and  the  general  public  that  can  be  given 
them  without  undTil7  hainpering  with 
pettifogging  and  vexatious  restrictions 
the  work  of  the  authority.  I  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  this  matter  now.  We  have  made 
very  slow  progress  to-day,  and  I  earnestly 
submit  to  the  Committee  that  I  have 
clone  my  best  to  avoid  points  of  dissatis- 
faction. I  should  still  be  ready  to  con- 
sider any  Amendm^t  which  may  be 
moved  with  a  view  to  making  conces- 
sions wherever  possible,  having  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MYER  said  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  there  might  be  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  new  Port  Authority 
to    put  these    charges   upon  the  goods 


which  went  to  the  wharves  and  private 
properties  on  each  side  of  the  river 
which  had  been  put  up  at  great 
expense  by  the  riparian  owners.  Theie 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  trade 
depending  upon  their  free  access  to 
these  wharves,  and  he  regretted  that  he 
could  not  support  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  rose  in  his  plaoe 
and  claimed  to  move,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put/'  put»  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
clause  be  read  a  second  time.'' 

The  Oommrttee  divided : — ^Ayes,  16 ; 
Noes,  176.    (Division  list  No.  432.) 


B»lcarre8,  Lord 
Olive,  Percy  Archer 
I>ixon-Hartland,Sir  FredDixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
<3mime88,Hon.R.  (Ha^^erston) 
Ouinness,  W.E.  (BnryS.  Edm.) 


AYE& 

Harrison-Broadley^  H.  B. 

Hay,  Hon.  Claude  Qeozge 

Hillfl,  J.  W. 

JenkinB,  J. 

Lamb,  Ernest  H.  (Rochester) 

M* Arthur,  Charles 


Porker,  Sir  Gilbert  (GnvaMiid) 
Rowlands,  J. 
Waterlow,  D.  S. 

Tellbbs  iob  tbe  ATia— Mr 
Morton  and  Mi.  Myer. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E. ) 
Acland,  Francis  Dyke 
Alien,  A.  Acland  ((^iristchurch) 
Armstrong,  W.  C.  Heaton 
Asquith,Rt.Hon.  HerbertHenry 
Baker, Joseph  A.(Finsbury,  E.) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baring,  Godfrey  (Isle  of  Wight) 
Barlow,  Percy  (Bedford) 
Beale,  W.  P. 
Bellairs,  Carlyon 
6enn,W.(T'w*r  Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bennett,  E.  N. 

'Bethell,Sir  J.H.(Essex,Romrrd 
Bethell,  T.  R.  (Essex,  Maldon) 
Birrell,  Rt.  Hon.  Augustine 
JBowerman,  C.  W. 
Branch,  James 
Brooke,  Stopford 
Bnmner,J.F.L.  (Lanes.,  Leigh) 
Brunner,BtHnSirJ.T.(Cheshire 
Bryce,  J.  Annan 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bull,  Sir  William  James 
Bums,  Rt  Hon.  John 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.Sydney  (Charles 
Byles,  William  Pollard 
Carr-Gomm,  H.  W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cecil,  Evelyn  (Aston  Manor) 
^Oecil,  Lord  K  (Marylebone,  E.) 
Channing,  Sir  Francis  Allston 
Churchill,  Rt.  Hon.  Winston  S. 
.Cleland,  J.  W. 


NOEa 

Clynes,  J.  R. 
Compton-Rickett,  Sir  J. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Cooper,  G.  J. 

0>rbett,C  H(Sussax,E.Grinst'd 
Cornwall,  Sir  Edwin  A 
Cox,  Harold 
Crean,  Eugene 
Crosfield,  A  H. 
Cross,  Alexander 
Curran,  Peter  fVaoois 
Dalsiel,  Sir  James  Henry 
Davies,  Timothy  (Fnlham) 
Dillon,  John 
Dobson,  Thomas  W. 
Donelan,  Captain  A 
Dunne,Major  E.Martin(Walsall 
Edwards,8ir  Francis  (Radnor) 
Essex,  R.  W. 
Esslemont,  Geoige  Binde 
Evans,  Sir  Samuel  T. 
Everett,  R.  Laceyj^ 
Fenwick,  Charles    * 
Ffrenoh,  Pster 
flavin,  Ifiohael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Fuller,  John  Bfichael  F. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  G.  A.  (Bristol,  West) 
Gladstone,Rt.Hn.Herbeft  John 
Glen-Coate,  Sir  T.(R6nfrew,  W. 
Glendinning,  R.  G. 
Glover,  Thomas 
Grant*  Corrie 


Grev,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edward 
Gulland,  John  W. 
Gurdon,Rt  Hn.SirW.Brampton 
Gwynn,  Stephen  Lacins 
Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
Haroourt,Rt.Hn.L.(Rossendale 
Haroourt,Robert  V.(M6ntrose) 
Harm8Worth,Cecil  B.  (Woro'r) 
Harwood,  Geoige 
Haworth,  Arthur  A 
Hazleton,  Richard 
Hedges,  A.  Paget 
Henry,  Charles  S. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hogan,  Michael 
Hooper,  A  G. 
Homiman,  Emslie  John 
Hyde,  Clarendon 
Idris,  T.  H.  W. 
Blingworth,  Percy  H. 
Jackson,  R.  S. 
Johnson,  John  (Gateshead) 
Jones,  William(Csmarvonshire 
Kekewich,  Sir  George 
Kennedy,  Vincent  Paul 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lamont,  Norman 
Lardner,  James  CWrige  Rushe 
Lever,ALevy  (E8sex,Harwich) 
Lloyd-Geoige,  Rt.  Hon.  David 
Lundon,  W. 
Lupton,  Arnold 
Lyell,  CSiarles  Henry 
l&cdonald,  J.M.(S^&irk  ^g'hs. 
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Adjournment 


liaokamessy  Frederic  C. 
Maonamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
MaoNeiU,  John  Gordon  Swift 
Maopherson,  J.  T.      |^ 
M'Callnm,  John  M. 
M*Crae,  Sir  Georse 
M'Laren,  H.  D.  (Stafford,  W.) 
Mark8,Q.Cro7don(Lannce8ton) 
Meagher,  Michael 
Menzies,  Walter 
Micklem,  Nathenial 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Morgan,  Q.  Hay  (Cornwall) 
Morrell,  Philip 
Murphy,  John  (Kerry,  East) 
Murray,  James  (Aberdeen,  £.) 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Napier,  T.  B. 
Nolan,  Joseph 
Norton,  CJapt.  Cedi  William 
Nugent,  Sir  Walter  Richard 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parker,  James  (Halifax) 
Pearoe,  Robert  (Staffs,  Leek) 
Philippe,  Owen  C.  (Pembroke) 


(COMMONS} 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Pullar,  Sir  Robert 

Rea,  Russell  (Gloucester) 

Reddy,M. 

Richard8,T.F.  (Wolverh*mpt*n 

Ridsdale,  E.  A. 

Roberts,  Charles  H.  (Lincoln) 

Roberts,  G.  H.  (Norwich) 

Robson,  Sir  William  Snowdon 

Roch,  Walter  F.  (Pembroke) 

Roche,  John  (Galway,  East 

Runciman,  Rt.  Hon.  Walter) 

Rutherford,  V.  H.  (Brentford) 

Samuel,Rt.Hn.H.L.(Cleveland 

Schwann,  C.  Duncan  (Hyde) 

Scott^A.H.(Ashton  under  Lyn» 

Seavems,  J.  H. 

Seddon,  J. 

Seely,  Colonel 

Sheehy,  David 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Simon,  John  Allsebrook 

Sinclair,  Rt.  Hon.  John 

.Smeaton,  Donald  Maokensie 

Soares,  Ernest  J.  . 

Spicer,  Sir  Albert 


of  the  ffause. 


\Hi 


8tanley,Hn  JLLyulph(ChBiL ) 
Starkey,  John  R. 
Stoaus,  B.  S.  (Mile  JM) 
Strauss,  E.  A.  (Abrngdoi) 
Sutherland,  J.  £. 
Tennant,  H.  J.  (Benrkkibrr' 
Thome,G.R.  (Wolrefhsapirc) 
Thome,  William  (West  Hu 
Walker,  H.  De  R.  (LaiMStrr 
Ward,W.Dudley(SoathsBFtu» 
Wason,Rt.Hn.E.(CUckBMaBaa 
Wason.John  Catheart<Ork»T 
Whitbread.  Howard 
White,J.Dundas(Dnmbs(t*iiit 
Whittaker,Rt  Hn.StxTbHu«P 
Wiles,  Thomas 
Wilson,  John  (Durfaanu  Hid 
Wilson.  J.  H.  (MiddlcAfaroar- 
Wilson,  W.  T.  (WesthoMkiA 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.B.^wr- 
Younger,  George 


TbLLKBS      fOB     THB     5o»- 

fiiaster  of  Elibank  aad  Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis. 


Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Chair- 
man do  report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to 
the  House. 

And,  it  being  after  Five  of  the  Clock, 
and  objection  bein^  taken  to  further 
Proceeding,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to 
interrupt  the  Business. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Churohill  rose  in 
his  i^aoe,  and  claimed  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mb.  MacARTHUR  (Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dale),  on  a  point  of  order,  said  he  had 
a  new  clause  to  be  introduced  on  the 
Report  stage.  Woxdd  that  be  pre- 
cluded by  the  Motion  to  report  the  Bill  ? 

*Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  seem  to  know  that  we  are  dis- 
cussing merely  the  new*  clauses  in  Com- 
mittee which  were  on  the  Paper  on 
12th  November.  Our  proceedings  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Report 
Stage. 

Question,  **  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Question,  "That  the  Chainnaa  ^* 
report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  tbe 
House,"  put  accordingly,  and  agreed  t<- 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  upon  Monday  next,  aod  w 
be  printed.    [Bill  390.] 

HOUSE   OF  COMMONS   (ADMESSIOX  OF 

STRANGERS). 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Cbmait^' 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Bok* 
and  Kegulations  under  which  Straogrn 
are  admitted  to  this  House  and  i** 
precincts  ;  and  to  report  whether  alj 
alterations  in  the  same  are  ezpedie&t 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  kv* 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papery  ftfi-i 
records. — (Mr,  Joseph  Pease,) 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaksb,  in  pumuMt 
of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  31st  Jilj 
adjourned  the  House  without  Qnettix 
put. 

Adjourned  at  thirtMB  aiaitti 
after  FIt«  o'clock,  till  Hm^} 
next. 
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PUBLIC    BILLS 

DEALT    WITH    IN    VOLUxME    CXCVII. 

Those  marked  thus  *  are  Government  Bills.     The  figures  in  parentheses  in 
he   last   column   refer   to   the   page    in   this  volume.       "  [ii.L.] "   following   title 

ndicates  that  the  Bill  originated  in  the  House  of  Lonls. 


(A.)    House  of  Lords. 


Title  of  BiU. 


•^Children 

^Education  (Scotland) 
iicest 

j&w   of   Distress  Amend- 
ment 
^Licensing 


jocal  Registration  of  Title 

(Ireland) 
^ost    Office    Consolidation 

[H.L.] 


Brought  in  by 


Earl  Beauchamp 

Lord  Herschell 
Bish&p  of  SL  Albans 

Lord  Courtney  of  Fen- 

with 
Earl  of  Crewe 


Lord  Atkinson 
Lord  Chancellor 


Progress. 


Read  3"  and  passed  30th  Novem- 
ber (1035) 
Read  P  25th  November  (370) 
Read  2"  2nd  December  (1408) 
Committee  3rd  December(1597) 
Report  3rd  December  (1594) 

Second  Reading  25th  Novem- 
ber (280) 

Second  Reading  26th  Novem- 
ber (638) 

Second  Reading  (defeated)  27th 
November  (828) 

Read  2«  1st  December  (1230) 

Read  3"*  and  passed  24th  Novem- 
ber (23) 


(B)    House  of  Commons. 


Title  of  BilL 

Brouglit  in  by 

PrtigrcM. 

^Aopelate  Jurisdiction 

[H.L.] 

\ssizes  and  Quarter  Sessions 
[h.l.] 

^Companies  Consolidation 

Sir  IF,  Rohson 
Mr,  0,  Williams 

Sir  If,  Kearley 

Read  P  24th  November  (133) 
Read  2"  3rd  December  (1754) 
Read  2**  2nd  J)ecember  (1392) 
Committee      3rd       December 

(1756) 
Read  2«  3rd  December  (1755) 
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(B.)    House  of  Commons — continued. 


Title  of  Bill. 


♦Education  (Scotland) 

Elementary  Education  (Eng- 
land and  Wales)  (No.  2) 


Lunacy  [h.l.] 

Meat  Marking  (Ireland) 

*  Poisons     and     Pharmacy 

[h,l.] 
*Port  of  London 
*Post  Office  Consolidation 

[h.l.] 

*  Prevention  of  Crime 
Koman  Catholic  Disabilities 

(Removal) 
*White  Phosphorus  Matches 
(Prohibition) 


Brought  In  by 


J/r.  Sinclair 
Mr.  Runciman 


Sir  JF,  Rohson 
Mr.  Field 
Mr.  II.  Samuel 

Mr.  Lloi/d  Geonje 
Mr.  Baxton 

Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  IV.  Redmond 

Mr.  Glad  it  one 


Report  \  24th  Not. 

Read  3"  and  passed  /     ( U7) 
Second  Reading  *J5th  Novtrm 

ber(417) 
Read  2"  26th  November  (ToT^ 
Allocation  of  Time  27th  Nov- 
ember (943) 
Committee      3Uth      Noven.l»er 

[1107) 
Committee       Ist       December 

(1276) 
Committee      2nd       December 

(1476) 
Read  I''  24th  November  (l.V) 
Read  P  24th  November  (l:Ui 
Read  2*  3rd  December  (.71u 

Report  4th  December  (1767^ 
Read  P  27th  November  (943i 

Report  2-1  th  November  (221) 
Read  V  24th  November  (134) 

Report  \  3rd  I>ec. 

Read  3"  and  passed  /     (1746) 


*) 
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PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 

[AUTHORISED    EDITION]. 

FIFTEENTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1908. 


NOVEMBER  2^^DECEMBER  4. 


EXPLANATION    OF    ARRANGEMENT    AND    ABBREVIATIONS. 

5illB  :  Read  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time  ==»  IR.,  2E.,  3r.  [c]  =  Commons.  [/.]  »  Lords. 
Amendt  ss  Amendment.  Os.  =  Observations.  Qs.  =  Questions.  As.  =  Answers. 
O&m.  MS  Committee.    Con,  «=  Consideration.     Hep.  =  Report. 

iVhere  in  the  Index  *  is  added  with  Reading  of  a  Bill,  or  a  Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  it 
indicates  that  no  Debate  took  place  on  that  stage  of  the  Bill,  or  on  that  Vote. 

Subjects  discussed  in  Committee  of  Supply  are  entered  under  their  headings,  and  also  under 
Members'  Names,  without  reference  to  the  actual  Vote  before  the  Committee. 


Aberdeen 

Fish  Carriage  on  Railway — Legislation  to 
prevent  Delay  proposed. 

Q8,     Mr.  Pirie  ;  As.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec.  2,  1453. 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.  [Cork  County,    N.E.] 

Kildorfery— Case  of  J.  McGrath,  Nov.  26, 
696. 

M^Causland  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  M.  Rice, 
Dec.  J,  1623. 

Icland,    Mr.   F.   D. — Financial   Secretary  to 
the   War  O.^ce  [Yorkshire,  Richmond] 

Sherwood  Foresters,   7th  Battalion,   Uni- 
form, etc.,  of,  Nov.  24,  92,  93. 

Icland-Hood,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  A.  [Somerdet- 

shire,  Wellington] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Dec.  5, 
1756. 

Ldkins,  Mr.  W.  E.  [Lancashire,  S.E.,  Middle- 
ton] 

Elementarv  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (Xo.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26, 
787-791;  Com.,  Dec.  1,  1345- 
1347,  1376 ;   Dec.  2,    1497-1501. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov, 
27,  975. 

Ldmiralty 

Flour  Contracts — Amount  rejected. 
Q,     Mr.     T.  <F.     Richards;     A,      Mr. 
/   McKenna,  Nov.  25,  Zll. 

Z 


Admiralty— con^. 

Rum  purchased  (1906-8). 
Qa.  Mr.  H.  C.  Lea;  As.    Mr.  McKenna, 
Dec.  2,  1444. 

Timber   Contract   with   Foreign   Firms — 
Remedy  against  Default. 

Qa.  Earl  of  Ronaldshay  ;  As.  Mr. 
McKenna,  Dec.  1,  1245. 

Afghanistan 

Gun-running,  Proposals  for  Preventing. 
Q.  Mr.  Rees ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey,  Dec.  1, 
1254. 

Africa,  East 

[For    particular  Places,  see    their  Names, 
as  Uganda,  etc.] 

Sick   Leave   of   Officials,    Regulations   as 
to. 

Q.  Mr.  Arnold- Forster;^.  Colonel 
Seely,  Nov.  27,  937. 

Africa,  South 

[For    particular    Colonies,    etc.,    see    their 
Names,  as  Transvaal.] 

Naval  Squadron,  Visit  of — Farewell  Message 
of  Admiral. 

Qs.  Mr.  Bel  lairs,  Mr.  R.  Harcourt ; 
As.  Colonel  Seely,  Nov.  25, 
390. 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 
Os.     Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Earl  of 
Crewe,  Dec.  2,  1425. 

3x2 


Agr— Arm! 


INDEX. 

Nov,  '2,4i^Dec,  4. 
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Agriculture  and  Fisheries  Board 

President— B,t.  Hon.  Earl  Carrington. 
Constitution,  Pay  and  Number  of  Meetings 

Qa,     Mr.    T.    F.     Richards;      As, 
Sir  E.  Straohey,  Nov.  26,  683. 

Grant  in  England. 

Q.     Mr.    Essex;    A.    Mr.   Fuller,  Dec, 

3,  1679. 
Masting  to  consider  Expediting   of  Small 
Holdings  Business,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  T.   F.   Richards;    A.     Sir 
E.  Strachey,  Nov.  30,    1093. 

Reconstruction,  proposed. 

Qa      Mr.  T.  F.  Richards,  Mr.  MacNeiU  ; 
As.     Mr.  Asquith,  Dec.  1,  1275. 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
Department)  Ireland 

Vice-President— B,t.  Hon.  T.  W.  Russell. 

'      Funds  devoted  to  Agriculture. 

Q.  Mr.    Essex;    A.    Mr.    Birrell,    Dec. 
3,  1702. 
Hay  and  Straw,  Power  to  Prohibit  Landing 

Q.    Mr.  Radford;    A.   Mr.    T.    W. 
Russell,  Nov.  25,  379. 

Ainsworth,  Mr.  J.  S.  [Argyll] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
153. 

Alden.  Mr.  P.  [Middlesex,  Tottenham] 

Unemployed  Workmen  Act,  Section  2  (3), 
Returns  under,  Nov.  24,  116. 


Aldridge  Colliery 

Accidents  at. 

Q.     Mr.     T.     F.     Richards;     A, 
Gladstone,  Nov.  26,  641. 


Mr. 


Aliens 

Children    of    Deported   Persons — Case  of 
Schafer. 

Q.    Mr.  Fell;    A.    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Nov.  26,  670. 

Aliens  Act 

Administration  of— Definition    of    "  Im- 
migrant Ship,"  etc. 
Os.   Earl  of  Donoughmore,  Dec.  2, 
1412-1415;    Earl  Beauchamp, 
1415;    Viscount  Ridley,  1416  . 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  1417 


AliBritish  Mail  Boute 

Progress  of  Negotiations. 

Qs.    Mr.     Fell;    As.     Mr.    Churchill, 
Nov.  30,  1083. 

Allen,  Mr.  A  A.  [Christchurch] 

Elementary  Education  (M9.  2)  Bill— Allo- 
cation of  Grants,  Dec.  4,  1759. 

Ansestlietics 

Administration  of— Case  of  A.  Lebathe. 
Q.    Mr.    Cooi>er;     A.    Mr.    Gladstone, 
Nov.'J6r  655. 
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Ancient  Monuments 

English  Commission,  Constitution  of. 
Qs.     Major  Anstruther-Gray ;   A».    *r. 
Asquith,  Nov,  24,  132. 

Annalong  Harbour 

Lamps,  Responsibility  for  Li^jhting. 
Q.    Mr.  J.  Ma^Veagh ;    .4.    Mr.  C%urf hii;, 
Nov.  25,  380. 

Anson,  Sir  W.  E.  [Oxford  Imversity] 

Elementary  Education  (England  »wi 
Wales)  (Xo.  2)  Bill.  2»..  Sor.  j:. 
451^58;  Com.,  Nor.  Stt.  ll«. 
1200-1202;  Dec.  1,  133».  1W3. 
1371 ;  Dec.  2,  1492. 
Financial    Resolution,   Dee.    :?,    l^TX 

1575,    1583-159*>. 
Secondary      Schools      and     Tr*ini'is 
Colleges,  Effect  on,  Drf.  2.  i^'U 
1462. 

Anstruther  Gray,     Mi«or    [St.    Andn-.. 

Burghs] 
.  Ancient   Monuments,  English  Commi^-i'-n 
—Constitution  of.  A'm-.  24,  132,  131 
Hayti  Disturbances— Protection  of  Bnt  n 

Subjects.  Not\  26.  664. 
Persian  Constitution,  Granting  of,  *Vm  .*<. 
666. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill 

c.  IR.*  Nov.  24,  133. 
2r.,  Dec.  3,  1754. 

Ardess 

School — C&^  of  Miss  G.  Knox. 

Q.     Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh  ;    ^.  Mr.  Bir 
rell,  Nov.  24,  89. 

Annagli 

Labourers'   Cottages  Scheme — Ca^e  of  J 
Moore. 
Q.     Mr.  McKillop;  A.    Mr.  Bim  . 

Nov.  25,  409. 

Land  Purchase  Transact  ions  to  Date. 
Q.     Mr.     Lonsdale;      -4.     Mr.     Birn... 
Nov.  30,  1097. 


Army 

Secretary    of    StaU—Ri.    Hon.    K-    B- 

Haldane. 
Parliamentary  Secretary— U»rd  Ur** 
Financial  Secretary— }At.  F.  D.  .VU-i- 

Bandsmen—Training  at  Kneller  H»it 
Q.      Mr.     Fetherstonhaugh;      A.     M'. 
Haldane.  Nov.  30,  1063. 
Barracks,   Insanitary,  Return  m*  to,  ff- 

posed. 
Qs.    Mr.  Ashley;    A*.   Mr.HaW*" 
Nov.  30,   1071, 

Carrickfergus,  MiliUry  IV*ign*t**«  ^\ 
Q,      Colonel       McCalmont  ;       A.      ^' 
Haldane,  .Vor.  26,  658, 

Cavalry— Distribution  System. 

Qs.     Mr.  Ashley,  .Mr.  MitcbpllTbon.*< 
As.    Mr.  Haldane,  Sot,  30.  HO' 

[mi. 
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[Arm— Ash 


Army — cent. 

Cork  Barracks,  Labour  Employed  on. 
Q.    Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  A,    Mr.  Haldane, 
Nob.  26,  653. 

Engineer    Services,    Royal — Payment    of 
Removal  Expenses. 

Qs.  Mr.  E.  Griffith;  As,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Nov.  26,  659. 

Expenditure  of  Great   Britain  and  certain 
Foreign  Countries. 

Q.  Mr.  Maddison;  A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Dec.  J,  1656. 

Oarrisoning  of  Stations  Abroad,  Provision 
for. 
Os.     Earl  of  ErroU,  Dec,  3,  1603; 
Lord  Lucas,  1603. 

<Guns — Howitzer  Trials. 

Q.     Mr.     Ashley ;      A.    Mr.     Haldane, 
Nov,  30,  1072. 

Horses'  Oats,  System  of  Supplying. 

Qs.     Captain  Faber  ;  As.     Mr.  Haldane, 
Dec.  2,  1449. 

lafantry  Battalions,  Strength  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Godfrey  Baring;  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  3,  1654. 

Inniskilling     Dragoons — Promotions    and 
Transfers. 

Qs.  Captain  Faber,  Earl  Winter- 
ton  ;  As.  Mr.  Haldane,  Dec. 
2,  1450. 

Irish  Command,  Constitution  and  Training 
of. 
Qs.     Mr.  Ashley  ;  As.   Mr.  Haldane, 
Nov.  30,   1071. 

Xoan  Expenditure. 

Os.  Viscount  Midleton,  Dec.  3,  1605, 
1609;  Lord  Lucas,  1605;  Earl 
of  Crewe,   1608,   1609. 

Militia,    Volunteers,    Yeomanry,    see  those 
titles. 

Officers 

Colonels     on     Half -pay.     System     of 
Appointing. 
Q.    Mr.  Hay;  A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Nov.   25,  387. 

Tailors  reconunended  to. 

Q.  Captain  Craig  ;   A.  Mr.  Haldane, 
Dec.  3,  1638. 

Reserve — Strength  on  Mobilisation. 
Os.     Earl  of  Erroll,  Dec.  3,  1600 ;    Lord 
Lucas,  1601. 

^Soldiers 

Boot-making,   Instruction  in. 
Q.     Mr.  T.  F.  Richards;    A.      Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  2,  1451. 

Training  for  Civil  Employment. 

Qs.  Mr.  H.  €.  Lea,  Mr.  Cooper  ; 
As.  Mr.  Haldane,  Dec.  2, 
1452. 

Report    Presented,  Nov.  26,  537, 
638. 

Special  Reserve,  Strength  of. 

0€.     Earl  of  Erroll,  Dec.  3,  1598,    1599  ; 
Lord  Lucas,  1602. 


Army — cant. 

Strength  of  Compared  with  Three  Yearb 
Ago. 
Os.  Earl  of  Erroll,  Dec.  3,  1597- 
1601 ;  Lord  Lucas.  1601-1604, 
1611;  Viscount  Midleton,  1604- 
1607,  1611  ;  Earl  of  Crewe, 
1608  ;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
1611. 

Territorial  Force 

Decorations  for  TransferredVolunteers. 
Q.     Mr.    C.    B.   Harmsworth ;      A. 
Mr.  Haldane,  Dec.  J,  1638. 

Efficiency  Medal,  Conditions  of  Grant- 
ing. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  B.  Harmsworth ; 
A.  Mr.  Haldane,  Dec.  3, 
1639. 

Gims  for. 

Q.     Earl     Winterton ;  A.    Mr. 

Haldane,  Nov.  26,  654. 

Musketry  Training 

Committee,  Names  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Courthope ;  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  3,  1640. 

Instructional  Practices. 

Q.  Mr.  Courthope ;  A .  Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  3,  1643. 

Marking  and  Supervision. 
Q.     Mr.   Courthope ;      A.     Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  5,  1643. 

Wind-Gaug?,  Use  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Courthope ;  A.  Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  3,  1644. 

Organisation  of. 

Os.  Earl  of  Crewe,  Dec.  3,  1608, 
1610  ;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
1610. 

Re-engagement,  Procedure  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  Courthope ;    A.     5Ir.  Hal- 
dane, Dec  3,  1640. 

Sherwood   Foresters,   Seventh   Batta 
lion.  Uniform,  etc.,  of. 

Qs.     Mr.     Richardson ;         .4*. 
Mr.  Acland.  Nov.  24,  92. 

War  Office,  see  that  title. 

Woolwich  Arsenal,  see  that  title, 

Amold-Forster  Et  Hon.  H.  0.  [Croydon] 

Africa,     East — Regulations     as     to     Sick 
Leave  of  Officials,  Nov.  27,  937. 

Ashbourne)  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  848-853. 

Local     Registration     of     Title     (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  1,  1232. 

*  Ashburton  " 

Crew  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson;     A.     Mr.  Chur- 
chill,  Dec.  2,  1455. 


Ash— Bal]  INDEX. 

Nov.  2^— Dee,  4. 

Ashley,  Mr.  W.W.  [Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool] 
Army 

Barracks,  Insanitary,   Return  as   to, 
proposed,  Nov.  30,  1071. 

Cavalry — Distribution    System,    Nov. 
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30,  1070. 

Guns — ^Howitzer  Trials,  Nov.  30,  1072. 

Irish  Command,  Constitution  and 
Training  of,  Nov.  30,  1071. 

Education  Board 

Circular  576,  Cause  for  Issuing,  Nov. 
25,  399,  400. 

Circular  596 — Wording  of  Paragraph 
7  (a),  Nov.  25,  398,  399. 

Medical  Officers,  Status  of,  Nov.  25, 
399. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov. 
30,  1127;  Dec.  1,  1357-1358, 
1361;  Dec.  2,  1495-1497,  1518, 
1628. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov. 
27,  967.  1005-1008. 

Clause  2 — Right  of  Entry  in  Single- 
Room  Schools,  Dec.  1,  1261. 

Indian  Army  Pay,  Increase  of,  Dec.  3, 1664. 

Irish  Land  Bill — Effect  on  Pajrment  of 
Bonus,  Nov.  26,  654. 

Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Dec.  1,  1247 ; 
Dec.  2,  1446. 

Ashton,  Mr.  T.  G.  [Bedfordshire,  Luton] 

Old-Age  Pensions — Case  of  Husband  of 
Woman  in  Receipt  of  Poor  Relief, 
Dec.  4,  1762. 

Asqaith,  Et.  Hon.   H.  JL— First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  [Fife,  E.] 

Agriculture  Board — Reconstruction  pro- 
posed, Dec.  1,  1275. 

Ancient  Monuments  English  Commission 
Constitution  of,  Nov.  24,  132,  133. 

Bills—House  of  Lords*  Opinion,  Ascertain- 
ing before  Taking  Committee  Stage 
in  House  of  Commons,  proposed, 
Nov.  30,  1104. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Nov.  S4, 
133;  Nov.  30,  1107;  Dec.  3,  1708. 
1709. 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (Xo.  2)  Bill- 
Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  26,  700 ;  Dec.  3, 
1707. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (Xo.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  25, 
455,  456 ;  Nov.  26,  723-731  ; 
Nov.  30,  1145-1147,  1149;  Dec. 
1,  1284-1290. 

Allocation  of  Time  to,  Nov.  25,  415, 
416  ;  Nov.  26,  703,  7(H  ;  Nov.  27, 
944-950,  955,  963,  966-968,  1011- 
1014. 

Negotiations,  Result  of,  Nov.  30,  1105. 
Questions  on,  Dec.  2,  1475. 

Withdrawal  of,  Dec.  2,  1475 :  Dec.  4, 
1766. 


Asquith,  Bt.  Hon.  H.  JL.—tonL 

Indian  Administrative  Reform  Ptoptw 
Nov.  26,  660 ;  Dec.  U  124S-1250. 

Lado  Enclave,  Position  in.  Nor.  Iff,  11"4. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Poor  Relief  Disqualification,  AV. . 
702  ;  Dec.  3,  1706. 

Regulations,  Opportunity  for  Dis-  s- 
ing,  Nov.  24,  86. 

Parliamentary  Reform  Proposals,  I>k.  ' 
1706. 

Public  Accounts  Comjnittee  RepOTt,  Ti* 
for  Discussion  of,  Nov.  26,  7O0. 

Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  Scheme  for  A«i 
gamation  with  Eicclesiastical  Qxm^- 
sion,  Nov.  30,  1103. 

Trawling  in  Prohibited  Areas  Ptevect.  • 
Bill— Date  of  taking,  Nov.  SO,  lla 

Treaties — Parliamentary  Control  otw  Ri' 
fication,  Nov.  26,  701  •;    Dec.  1,  li> 

York,  Archbishop  of — EcclesiaslicslVkT 
of  Dr.  Lang,  Dec.  3,  1706. 

Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions  Bill 

c.  2n*Dec.  1,  1392. 

Com.,  Rep.  and  3k.*  Dec.  3,  1756. 

Atherley-JoneS)  Mr.  L.  [Durham,  X.W] 


,j 


Elementary     Education      (En^^snd 
Wales)   (No.    2)   Bill,   Com.,  Da-  - 
1316-1319. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  A'of.  .'^• 
233-236. 

Atkinson,  Lord 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  BiB,  £f; 
Dec.  3,  1594,  1596.  1597. 

Local     Registration     of     Title    (W*^' 
Amendment  Bill,  2K.,  Dee.  h  ^' 
1232. 

Attorney- General— 5*''  H*.  5.  i2o6«wi. 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland— i^f.  H  * 

R.  R.  Cherry. 

Anstna- Hungary 

Trade  Report  Presented,  Nov.  26,  537. 

Avehury,  Lord 

Tjaw  of  Distress  Amendment  BiD.  ^7 
Dec.  3,  1595. 

Balcarres,  Lord  [Lancashire,  Clioriey] 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill,  2b.,  Df^-  ' 
1755. 

Elementary  Education  (So.  2)  RU.  ^^ 
Dec.  2,  1515,  1523-1525. 

Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Nov.  SO,  l^^' 
Dec.  2,  1437. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confim»»» 
Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  30,  1222. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b.,  ^-  " 
1720-1724. 

White    Phosphorus    Matches    Prohi^** 
Bill,  Con.,  Dec.  3,  1763. 
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Balfour,  Et  Hon.  A.  J.  [City  of  London] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Nov.  24^ 
133  ;   Nov.  SO,  1106  ;   Dec.  3,  1707. 

£lementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BiU,  2r.,  Nov.  25, 
520;  Nov.  26,  707-723.  730; 
Nov.  30,  1109.  1110,  1114,  1123, 
1132-1136,  1147-1150;  Dec.  1, 
1316. 

Allocation  of  Time  to,  Nov.  26,  703, 
704;    Nov.  27,  993-1002. 

Financial   Resolution,   Dec.    2,    1548, 
1552. 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill, 
Proposals  as  to,  Dec.  2,  1425. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  27,  828-842. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (No. 
3)  Bill— Standing  Order  No.  93  Dis- 
pensed with,  Nov.  27,  825. 

Ballinaran 

Case  of  R.  Foy. 

Q.  Mr.  O'Dowd;  A.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  SO,  1097. 

Ballingarry 

Land  Purchased  by  Mr.  H.  D.  Kenny. 
Qs.     Mr.  Hogan,  Mr.  Moore ;    As.     Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  24,  131. 

Ballyfarnou 

Cattle-drive  on  11th  inst. 

Qa.  Sir  F.  Banbury,  Mr.  J.  MacVeagh ; 
As.  Mr.  Birrell,  Mr,  Speaker,  Nov. 
26,  697. 

Ballymachugh 

Aughacreira  and  Moydristian  Lands,  Pur- 
chase of. 

Q.     Mr.    V.    Kennedy;       A.     Mr. 
Birrell,  Dec.  2,  1443. 

Ballyogan 

Firing  Outrage. 

Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Dec.  3,  1697. 

Ballysculliou 

Po]ice  Hut,  Discontinuance  of,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.    C.    Craig;     A.     Mr.     Birrell, 
Dec.  3,  1691. 

Banbury,  Sir  F.  [City  of  London] 

Ballyfamon — Cattle-drive  on  11th  inst., 
Nov.  26,  697. 

Elementary  Education  (No.  2)  Bill 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov. 
27,  1011. 

Withdrawal  of,  proposed,  Dec.  2,  1475. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  3, 
1713-1715. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1792, 
1795,  1799,  1815,  1821,  1822,  1823, 
1824,  1828. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
226,  227,  230,  231,'  232. 


Bangor,  Bishop 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  Lying  in  Port, 
Nov.  SO,  1030. 

Bank  of  England 

Notes    not    Presented    for    Forty  Yeais 
System  of  Writing  Off. 

Qs.     Mr.  J.  MacVeagh;     As.     Mr. 

Lloyd-George,  Nov.  25,  392. 
Qs.     Mr.  J.  MacVeagh;     As.     Mr. 
Lloyd-Greorge,    Nov.    30,    1078. 

Baring,  Mr.  G.  [Isle  of  Wight] 

Army — Strength    of    Infantry  Battalions 

Dec.  3,  1654. 
Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Dec.   1,   1246, 

1247. 

Barlow,  Mr.  P.  [Bedford] 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1,  1362. 

Petrol,  Accidents  from  Explosion  of,  Nov. 
24,  109. 

Barnes,  Mr.  G.  N.  [Glasgow,  Blaekfriars] 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Investigation     of     Claims,     Measures 
Allowed  for,  Nov.  24,  106. 

Regulations,     Opportunity    for    Dis- 
cussing, Nov.  24,  85. 
Poor  Law— Scottish  Out-Relief  Payments, 
Dec.  1,  1266. 

Barrie,  Mr.  H.  T.  [Londonderry,  N.] 

Agrarian  Outrages  (1906-8),  Nov  25,  407. 

Newspapers    warned   as  to  Publication  of 
Certain  Resolutions,  Nov.  25,  408. 

Barrow  Eiver 

Drainage  Proposals. 

Qs.    Mr.  P.  Meehan ;    As.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  25,  405,  410. 

Barrow  in-Furness 

Unemployment— Work   of   Distress   Com- 
mittee. 

Q.    Mr.    Bell;        A.    Mr.     Burns, 

Nov.  27,  941. 

Bawnboy 

Rural  District  Council — Case  of  T.  Shannoif. 
Q.    Mr.    V.    Kennedy:       .4.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Dec.  4,  1764. 

Beach,  Mr.  M.  H.  [Gloucester,  Tewkesbury] 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2R.,  Dec.  3, 

1718. 
White    Phosphorus    Matches    Prohibition 

Bill,  Con.,  Dec.  3,  1747,  1752,  1763. 

Beale,  Mr.  W.  P.  [Ayrshire,  S.] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
205. 
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Beaachamp,  Earl — i^ord  Sutvard 

Aliens  Act,  Administration  of — Definition 
of  *'  Immigrant  Ship,"  etc.,  Dec.  2, 
1415. 

Children  BilU  3b.,  Nov.  SO,  1035-1038, 
1040-1043. 

Incest  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  2,  1409. 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  26,  614-627. 

Beck,  Mr.  A..  C.  [Cambridge,  Wisbech] 

Isle  of  Ely  Small  Holdings  Committee, 
Report  of,  Dec.  2,  1430. 

Besfilej  Estate 

Sale  Proposal-!. 

Q.    Mr.  J.  O'Donnell;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1065. 

Beinn  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.    Mr.  F.  Meehan;     A.     Mr.   Birrell, 
Dec.  2,  1439. 

Bell,  Mr.  B.  [Derby] 

Barrow-in-Furness  Unemployed — Work  of 
Distress  Committee,  Nov.  27,  941. 


Belloc.Mr.  H.  V.  P.  B.-<wir. 

HolycroBS  Disturbances — Arrest  of  8o»- 
pected  Persons,  Dec.  3,  1695. 

Old-Age  Pensions—Filial  Contribatioo 
though  Poor  Law  GuardiaoA.  Scv.  *>, 
1086. 

Pentonville  Road  Remand  Home — V^m  of 
Gertrude  Andrews,  Dec.  L  1 257. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Ct>».,  Nov.  H, 
236-238,  246. 

Belper,  Lord 

Licensing  BUI,  2b.,  Nov.  25,  354  ;  Nov.  ^'. 
585-590. 

Medical  Inspeotion  of  Children— Grrnnt  ti< 
Local  Authorities,  etc.,  iMc.  :?,  1397 
1400,  1402,  1403. 

Bean.   Mr.   W.    W.    [Tower    HamWt*,    St 
George] 

Education  (No.  2)  Bill.  fVm..  I)ft,  .^ 
1503-1505. 

Bennett,  Mr.  E.  H.  [Oxfordshire.  Woodstock; 

Oxfordshire  Small  Holdings.  Applir%tiae 
Nov.  24,  123. 

Small  Holdings 

Co-operation,  EMcourajiement  of.  Scr. 
24,  119. 


Delay,  Proposals  for  Obviating.  Sor. 
24,  118. 

BeriBeri 

Report  on. 

Q.     Mr.  Cooper;     A.     Sir  H.  KeukT. 
Nov.  26,  658. 


Bellairs,  Mr.  C.  [Lynn  Regis] 

Africa.  South — Visit  of  Naval  Squadron. 
Nov.  25,  389. 

Cunard   Line   Subsidy — Agreement   as   to 
Freights,  Nov.  27,  938. 

Germany — Government   Reservation   of 
E-Jsen  Railway,  Nov.  24,  101. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Rings  and  Conferences,  Effect  of  and 
Proposals  for  Legislation,  Nov.  27, 

939.  Berkshire 

Subsidies.    Conditions    of   Granting—'  ^      ,,  „  , ,.         *      ,-     .•         o  •    *_j 

Foreign  Systems,  Nov.  27,  937*      '  ^"1?"  Holding  Applications  Rejcr  «t 

Q.     Mr.     Mackame*»s:  A.    hu    E 

^*vy  Strachey,  Nov.  24,  123. 

"  Barfleur  '*— Changes  of  Captain  and  ' 

Crew,  Dec.  1,  1246  ;  Dec.  3,  1652.     Bethell.  Mr.  T.  B.  [Ewex.  Maldon) 

Changing  of  Officers  and  Crews,  System  County  Courts  Procedure.  Committee  U> 

of,  Nov.  24,  92.  Consider,  proposed.  Dtc.  13,  1624. 

*'  Gladiator.*'  Disposal  of,  Dec.  1,  1245     jj« 

Speed       of       Vessels,     Proportionate  jjouse    of    Lords*    Opinion -A^^aiaiDC 

(ostofIn'.reasmg..Vor.:?^,90.  ^ej^^^     ^^^^^^    Committee    St*r  » 

Torpedo-boat     Destroyers,     Date     of  House  of  Commons,  |u-oj»<>%ed. 

Completing.  Nov.  25,  388,  389.  Q.     Mr.  Henry;    A.     Mr.  A«iiiitfc 

Nov.  30,  1104. 

Belloc,  Mr.  H-  V.  ?.  E.  [Saiford,  s.j 

(^ashel  Disturbance  on  23rd  ult.,  Dec.  1,    Birmingham,  Bishop  of 

1273.  Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  .Vor.  26,  579^585. 

Dove    Petty    Sessions — Case    of    Barber, 

Dec.  1,  1256.  Birrell,    Bt.   Hon.   iL—^f^H     Stcr^tary  fo- 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24,  Ireland    [Bristol.  X.] 

218.  Agrarian  Outrages  (1906-J4),  .Y.#r.  2S,  Mtl. 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 

Wales)  (No.   2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  Agriculture.  Departmental  Fund^  deTt»4*d 

30,   1119-1121.  to,  Dec.  3,  1702. 

Allocationof  Time  Resolution,  iVor.  27,  Ardeas   School — Case   of   Mi>»   H.    Kbox. 

957.  Nov.  24,  89: 

8  rM/. 
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lirrell,  Et.  Hon.  A'—cont. 

Armagh 

Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme — Case  of 
X  Moore,  Nov.  25,  409. 

Land  Purchase,  Transactions  to  Date, 
Nov.  30,  1098. 

Ballinaraw— Case  of  R.  Foy,  Nov.  30,  1097* 

BiUin^^airy — Land  Purchased  by  Mr.  H.  D. 
Kenny,  Nov.  24,  13L 

Ballyfarnon — Cattle-drive   on    11th    nst., 
Nov.  26,  697. 

Ballymachugh  Lands,  Purchase  of,  Dec.  2, 
1444. 

Ballyogan  Firing  Outrage,  Dec.  3,  1697. 

Ballyscullion  Police  Hut,  Dec.  3,  169J. 

Barrow  River  Drainage  Proposals,  Nov.  25, 
405,  410. 

Bawnboy  Rural  District  Council — Case  of 
T.  Shannon,  Dec.  4,  1765. 

Begley   Estate   Sale   Proposals,   Nov.   SO, 
1065. 

Beinn  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  2,  1440. 

Blake  Estate 

Case  of  Forde,  Dec.  1,  1238. 

Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  SO,  1065. 

Boxwell  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Position 
of,  Nov.  26,  689. 

Boycotting  Statistics,  Nov.  25,  375,  407. 

Branchfield    Farm — Sale    Pioposals,    Nov. 
SO,  1097. 

Cahersivane  Road  to  Clogvoola,  Construc- 
tion of.  Nov.  30,  1096. 

Caldbeck  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  3,  1689. 

Caploughlan     Education     Commissioners 
Estate.  Sale  of,  Nov.  30,  1062. 

Carna^on — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30,  1062. 

Carrick-on-Suir  Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme 
— Arbitrators*  Charges,  Dec.  4,  1764. 

Cashel  Disturbance  on  23rd  ult.,  Dec.    1, 
1272,  1273. 

Castlerea — Seed  Rate  Uncollected  in  Union, 
Nov.  25,  383. 

Cattle-driving 

Police  Instructions  for  Dealing  with, 
Nov.  26,  690. 

Prison  Treatment  of  Persons  Unable 
to  Furnish  Sureties,  Nov.  30,  1101. 

Cavan 

Food  and  Drugs  Act  Analyses,  Dec.  1, 
1271. 

Untenanted  Lands  of  J.  S.  Winter  and 
S.  Saundersori — Date  of  Lodgment 
of  Objections,  Nov.  24,  128. 

'Cavan  and  Leitrim  Railway  Administra- 
tion— Inquiry  proposed,  Dec.  3,  1700. 

Chapman  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  1,  1269. 

Chirlemont  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  1,  1267. 

•9 


Birrell,  Et.  Hon.  A.— con<. 

Clare 

Condition  of,  Nov.  26,  692. 

Labourers'  Cottages  Erected,  Nov.  26, 
691. 

Land,  Price  of,  Nov.  26,  689. 

Condition  of  Ireland— Report  of  Mr.  Home, 
Dec.  2,  1470. 

Constabulary 

Cadetships — Nomination  System,  Nov. 
30,  1066. 

Extra  Police  Charges,  Basis  of  Calcu- 
lating, Nov.  26,  698  ;  Dzc.  2,  1443. 

Crosbie  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  3,  1700. 

Crossgar     Labourers*     Cottages    Scheme, 

Nov.  25,  385. 
Curraheen — School    Erection     Proposals, 

Nov.  24,  129. 
Deering  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 

1061. 
Dick  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 1061. 

Domville  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 

1065. 
Douglas  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 

1049. 
Dundrum  Bay,  Illegal  Trawling  in,  Dec.  3, 

1623,  1701. 

Dunleer  L  nd,  Dispos  1  of,  Dec.  3,  1685. 

Edenderry    Labourers*  Cottages    Scheme, 
Dec.  3,  1687. 

Education 

Girls*  Schools  Closed,  etc.,  Dec.  1,  1270. 

Inspectorship   —    Appointment    Pro- 
jected, Nov.  25,  385. 

Intermediate 

Inspectorate,  Dec.  3,  1695,  1696. 

Rule  49,  Interpretation  of,  Nov. 
24,  126. 

National  School  Teachers 

Assistants,  Salaries  of,  Nov.  26, 
644 ;    Dec.  3,  1645. 

Grant,  Distribution  of,  Nov.  27, 
942. 

Junior  Assistants — Standard  of 
Efficiency  Required,  Nov.  30, 
1062. 

Salaries 

Delay    in    Paying,    Dec.    2, 
1438. 

Procedure    in    Dealing    with 
Claims,  Nov.  30,   1064. 

Ely  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  1,  1274. 

Ennis  Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  24,  130. 

Evictions 

Dooley,  R.,  Case  of,  Dec.  1,  1275. 
Drum,  P.,  Case  of,  Nov.  ^4,  90. 

Fairs  and  Markets 

Regulation  of,  Dec.  2,  1471. 
Whisky  Sold  at  Fairs,  Dec.  4,  1763. 

\C07lf. 
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Birrell,  Et.  Hon.  A,—cont. 

Fermanagh 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of,  Ncv.  27, 
d42. 

Vaughan's     Charitable     School,     Ad- 
ministration of,  Nov.  30 y  1060. 

Firearms 

Outrages    in    which    Used,    Not\    25, 
406. 

Regulation  of  Traffic,  Dec.  3,  1697. 

Fleetwood   Rynd  and  others,  Estate  of — 
Sale  Proposals,  Dec.  i,  1244. 

Floods,  Prevention  of,  Dec.  2,  1436. 

Food  and  Drugs  Act — Administration  in 
Ireland,  Nov.  26,  646. 

Franks  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  26, 
698,  699. 

Fuge  Estate,  Purchase  of,  Dec.  3,  1687. 

Galway 

Constabulary    Inspectors    and    Head 
Constables,  Nov.  25,  386. 

County   Inspectors'    Salaries,   Dec.   2, 
1443. 

Extra    Police    Employed,    Nov.    26, 
698  ;    Nov.  30,  1047. 

Lewis,  Mr.,  Police  Protection  of,  NoV' 
30,   1051. 

Gore- Booth  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  2,  1442. 

Gortdromerillagh — Moonlighting  Outrage 
on  19th  inst.,  Nov.  26,  693. 

Grehan  Estate,  Case  of  T.  Barrett,  Dec.  3, 
1644. 

Gurteen 

Case  of  M.  Finnerty,  Dec.  3,  1703. 

Police  Patrol,  Attack  on,  Dec.  3,  1698. 
Harlech  Estate 

Bog  Land,  Disposal  of,  Dec.  1,  1243. 

Market  House,  Use  for,  Dec.  i,  1242. 

Holycross — Arrest  of  Persons  Concerned  in 
Disturbance,  Nov.  26,  647,  692; 
Dec.  3,  1695. 

Home  and  Cottage  Industries,  Definition 
of,  Nov.  24,  131. 

Irish  Land  Bill 

Bonus,    Effect  on  Payment  of,   Nov. 
26,  655. 

Clause  44,  Effect  of,  Dec.  2,  1472. 

Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  26,  696. 
Irish    Language,     Cost    of    Teaching    in 

Schools,  Nov.  26,  688. 
Irish  Universities  Bill — Issue  of  Charter?, 

Nov.  26,  644. 
Joly  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  Killen  and  Mrs. 

Hobson,  Nov.  25,  384. 

Jordan  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 
1064. 

Kenmare  Estate 

Evicted   Tenants,    Position    of,    Nov. 

26,  643. 
Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  25,  412. 
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Kilbeggan  Cattle-Driving  Prosecution,  i'c 
26,  696. 

Kildorrery— Case  of  J.  McGrath,  Nor.  :'fi 
696. 

Kilfinane  Rent  Re<;overy  Proceedings.  D-f. 
J,  1274. 

Killamey  Fair  Rent  Appeals,  Decisions  b, 
Nov.  26,  699. 

Kilmurry — Case  of  'Mx.  R.  J.  Walsh,  3>. 
30,  1052. 

Kilrecle — Land  Unsold  and  Condition  ■: 
District,  Nov.  30,  1100. 

Kilrush  Incendiary  Fires  on    20th  inst- 
Nov.  26,  646. 

Ejng-Harman  Estate 

Vallinamuck  Portion,  Agreements  fur. 
Nov.  26,  699. 

Turbary  Rights,  Nov.  30,  1095.  im. 

Knockaderry — Case  of  Mrs.  Browne,  Dtc.^. 
1647. 

Knockmay — Police  Investigation  of  Bare" 
ing  of  Straw,  Nov.  25,  409 ;  Dtc.  i- 
1692,  1693. 

Knox  Estate — Case  of  P.  Kilroy»  Nov.  5* . 
1097. 

Land  Act,  1903,  Section  3,  Land  Pu^cha^t< 
under,  Nov.  25,  381. 

Land  Law  Act,  1896 — Rents  of  Joint  Hold 
ings,  Dec.  2,  1442. 

Land  Purchase 

Amount  Required,  Nov.  27,  942. 

Bonus — Effect   of    Projected   Legi?!.- 
tion,  Nov.  30,  1052. 

Estate,   Procedure  in   Declaring,  L'- 
3,  1699. 

Middleman's   Lease,    Redemption  ff. 
Dejc.  3,  1621. 

Mortgage  of  Holding  and  Snbseqn^f 
Eviction,  Cases  of.  Dee.  1.  1-'^ 

Price,  Basis  of  Calculating,  Not.  --' 
386. 

Priority  of  Cases.  Nov.  26,  694. 

Re-sale — ^Interest  Payable,  etc.,  S.' 
30,  1061. 

Residents  in  and  out  of  Ireland.  P^y 
ments  to,  Not\  24.  127. 

Sporting  Rights,  Exercise  of.  D^t. 
1689. 

Turbary  Rights,  Nov.  30,  1050. 

Land    Purchase    Act.    1891 — ^Rules   n. . 
under  Section  2,  Nov.  25,  382. 

Lane    -    Joynt    Estate   Evicted  Tenant 
Position  of,  Nov.  27,  935. 

Langley  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Po^iti  " 
of,  Dec.  3,  1646. 

Lansdowne  Estate — Case  of  Mr.  D.  Whe!  c 
Nov.  25,  405. 

Leigh  Estate — Case  of  E.  Egan,  Ihc.  ' 
1274. 
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Poor  Law 


IBir— 


Labourers*  Cottages  Schemes,  Dec.  1, 
1269. 

Mount  St.  Vincent  Orphanage,  Manage- 
ment of,  Nov.  26,  693,  649. 

Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  26,  696. 

Liquor  Traffic — Irish  Reform  Proposals, 
Nov.  25,  382. 

Lloyd  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  26,691. 

Local  Government  Board 

Auditors,  Appointment  of , /)cc.  3, 1691. 

Surcharge  System,  Dee.  4,  1765. 

Lyons  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  B.  0*Coimell, 
Nov.  27,  930. 

McCausland  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  M.  Rice, 
Dec.  3,  1623. 

Macroom  Labo\irers'  Cottages  Scheme — 
Cases  of  Sheehan,  Cottar,  and  Twohig, 
Nov.  25,  414. 

Magistrates — Threatening  Letters  received 
in  Ireland,  Nov.  26,  687. 

Marsham  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  A.  McHugh, 
Dec.  2,  1473. 

MartjTi  Estate,  Purchase  and  Disposal 
of,  Nov.  24,  128. 

Massey  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Purchase 
of,  Nov.  27,  936. 

Mearscourt  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  Wynn 
and  Mrs.  Winkel,  Dec.  3,  1686. 

Milltown — Disposal  of  Mr.  Fetherston's 
Ranch,  Nov.  24,  127. 

Montgomery  Estate — Case  of  M.  Sweeny, 
Nov.  30,  1060. 

Morrogh  Bernard  Estate — Case  of  M. 
Buckley,  Nov.  25,  AU. 

Mount  joy  Prison — Case  of  R.  O'Brien, 
Nov.  26,  645. 

Mullingar  District  Lunatic  Asylum 
Accounts,  Nov.  26,  641. 

Mimster  Land  Purchase  Prices,  Dec.  3, 
1693,  1694. 


Newspapers  Warned  as  to  Publication  of 
certain  Resolutions,  Nov.  25,  408  ; 
Dec.  3,  1690. 

O'Connor  Estate 

Case  of  ^\u..  ^fcCabe,  Nov.  24,  88. 

Rents  on,  Nov.  30,  1061. 

Old-Age  Pensions,  Irish  Claims  for — 
Estimate  of  Persons  over  Seventy, 
Dec.  3,  1633,  1634. 

Ormathwaite     Estate     Evicted     Tenants, 
Position  of,  Dec.  3,  1699. 

Outrages — Cause    for    Failure    to    Report 
•     to  Police,  Nov.  26,  691. 

Pakenham  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Dis- 
posal of,  Nov.  24,  127,  128. 

Persons  under  Police  Protection,  Nov.  25, 
407. 
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Deportation  of  Paupers,  System  of,. 
Nov.  30,  1102. 

Reform  Proposals,  Dec.  3,  1690. 

Returns,  Gost  of  Furnishing,  Nov.  30, 
1101. 

Portumna — Re-building  of  Shannon  Bridge, 
Nov.  30,  1099. 

Potts  Estate,  Situation  on,  Nov.  25,  384. 

Poyntzpass  Sewerage,  Inquiry  into,  Dec.  1, 
1267. 

Railways — Report     on     State     Pxirchase, 
Nov.  26,  686 ;   Dec.  3,  1686. 

Rathdowney   Petty   Sessions — Case   of   P. 
Sweeny,  Nov.  30,  1063. 

Riverstown 

Boycotting  Cases,  Nov.  26,  690. 

Disturbance  on  29th  ult. — Inquiry 
into  Death  of  J.  Stenson,  Nov.  26, 
685. 

United  Irish  League  Intimidation 
Prosecution,  Nov.   26,  688. 

Robe  River,  Drainage  of,  Nov.  30,  1065. 

Roscommon — Case  of  T.  Conboy,  Dec.  1, 
1270. 

Rosse  Estate — Case  of  R.  Egan,  Dec.  2, 
1472. 

Saurin  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  2,  1471. 

Shelton  Estate,  Disposal  of,  Nov.  27,  935* 

Sigginshaggard  Evicted  Tenants,  Position 
of,  Nov.  30,  1049. 

Sligo  Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of,  Dec. 
2,  1440. 

Toome — Prosecutions  for  Illicit  Distilling, 
Dec.  3,  1691. 

Tottenham  Estate — Case  of  F.  McGuinness, 
Dec.  1,  1243. 

Towerhill  Cattle-drive  on  7th  inst.,  Nov. 
26,  684. 

Trade  Frauds,  Prevention  of,  Dec.  3,  17C2  . 

Trench  Estate — Advance  made  to  ^Ir. 
Carroll,  Nov.  24,  13C. 

Tuberculosis  Prevention  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  30,  1C96. 

Unemployment — Applications  for  Grants 
and  Amount  Allotted,  Nov.  24,  129, 
130. 

Uuited  Irish  League,  Activity  in  1907, 
Nov.  26,  686,  687. 

Verschoyle  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  2,  3441. 

Waller  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Position 
of,  Nov.  27,  937. 

Waterville  Sahuon  Hatchery,  Dec,  3,  1688. 

West  Estate— Case  of  P.  D.  Kelly,  Nov.  30, 
1094. 

Westmeath 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position   of,  Dec.  2, 
1439. 

Police,  Information  as  to,  Nov.  26,  695, 

[cont. 
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White  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  3,  1646. 

Whjrte  Blake  Estate — Sale  Proposals,  etc., 
Nov.  30,  IICO. 

Workhouse  Teachers,  Salaries  of,  Dec.  3, 
1090,  1698. 

Wynne  Estate — Sale  of  Hazlewood,  Dec.  2' 
1441. 

BirstaU 

John  Bass  Charity,  Information  as  to. 
Q,    Mr.    Walker;    As.    Mr.    Scares, 
Dec.  i,  1239. 

Black,  Mr.  A.  W.  [Bedfordshire,  Biggies- 
wade] 

Old- Age  Pensions  — Wife  of  Man  receiving 
Poor  Relief,  Dec.  i.  1258. 

Blake  Estate 

Case  of  Forde. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell;    J.     Mr.   Birrell, 
Dec.  i,  1237. 
Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell;    A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nw.  30,  1065. 

Boland,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Kerry,  S.] 

Cahersivane  Road  to  Clogvoola,  Conetruc- 

ton  of,  Nov.  30,  1096. 
Coastguard  Stations,  Reduction  of,  Nov.  25, 

414. 
Curraheen     School     Erection     Proposals, 

Nov.  24,  129. 

Education — Intermediate  Rule  49,  Inter- 
pretation of,  Nov.  24,  126. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 

149-150,  155,  161,  205,  216. 
Elementary     Education     (England     and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,   Nov.  26, 
781-783. 
Foreign  Systems,  Information  as  to. 
.Vol'.  26,  664. 
Fairs  and  Markets,  Regulation  of.  Die.  2, 

1471. 
Waterville  Salmon  Hatchery,  Dec.  3,  1688. 

Boolton*  Mr.    A.  C.  F.  [Huntingdonshire, 
Ramsey] 

Ramsey — Sanitary  Condition,  Nov.  26 ,  639. 

Bowles,  Mr.  G.  S.  [Lambeth,  N.] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  cf,  Dec.  3, 
1709. 

Copyright  Convention — Effect  on  Pur- 
chased but  unpublished  Works,  Dtc. 
2,  1430 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill.  Com.,  Dtc.  1, 1359. 

International  Naval  Conference 

Parliamentary  Consent  to  Conclusions, 
Ac  .  24,  102,  103. 

Powers  Invited  to  take  Part  in,  Nov.24, 
103. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1785, 
1791,  1812. 

Terminable  Annuities  —  Readjustment 
System,  Nov.  25,  393. 
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Boxwell  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 

Qs.     Mr.    Ffrench ;      As.    Mr.   Bimil 
Nov.  26,  689. 

BramsdOD,  Mr.  T.  A.  [Portsmouth] 

Navy 

Engineer  Officers,  Status  of,  Ikt.  I 
1244,   1245. 

Portsmouth  Dock— Wag*^^  P»id  bi 
Messrs.  Morison  and  Ma^id,  *V" 
30,   1066. 

Branohfield  Farm 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  0*Dowd  ;   A.    Mr.  Birrr:!.  A- 
30,  1096. 

Brassey*  Lord 

Navy 

Shipbuilding  Programme.  Sor.  U. 
60,  61. 

Two- Power  Standard.  MAinirt**' 
of.  Nov.  24,  60,  61. 

Brentford 

Unemployment — Application  for   IH^trr- 
Committee. 

Q.     Mr.     Summerbell;        A.    »r 
Bums,  Dec.  3,  163S. 

Bridgeman,  Mr.  W.  C.  [Shrop^hirr . » Kw«ftn 

Elementary  Education  (EngUnd  »& 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BUI.  Com.,  Iht,  L  13^' 
1371. 

Bristol,  Biihop  of 

Licensing  BiU,  2iu.  Nov.  25.  3tH-3X 

British  Indians  in  the  Colonies 

Transvaal,  Position  in. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    M.     Robert  *4m:      ^ 

Colonel  Seelv.  Nnr,  2i.  39l. 
Q.     Dt.   Rutherford:     A.    <  vJ.*" 

Seely.  Dtc.  3.  ItWkl 
Q*.     I)r.     Rutherford.    Mr.   lU^ 

Mr.    Lupton.  Mr.  Scott;     ^* 

Colonel  Set^ly,  D*e.  J.  l«T 
Q.     Mr.     O'Oradv:         A.    « •+*• 

Scely.  Dic.  3.  H^it^ 

(ihandi.  Mr.,  Case  of. 

Qs.     Mr.  J.  M.  Rohert-on.  Mr  *   i 
Mr.     Bylen,     Mr.    \\t^^^ 
.As.     (^olonel    Serlv,    AV.    ■ 
1072. 

Brooke,  Mr.  0.  8.  [Tower  H*mlrt*.  B<'«  »»' 
Bromley.] 

Hft.'kney  Marshes.  Work  for  I'nra'.pi'T^ 
on.  Nov.  30,  105«. 

Poplar  I'nemploved.  Work  for,  *V#r.  -• 
1056. 

Bryce*  Mr.  J.  A.  [Invemewi  Burgh*; 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy   Bilh  2i..  ^** 
1 726-1 72tt. 
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achanan,  Et.  Hon.  T.  TL,— Under-Secretary  ' 
for  India  [Perthshire,  E.]  i 

Administrative    Reform    Proposals,    Nov 

24,  95. 

Anarchist  Outrages,  Proposals  for  Dealing 
with,  Dec.  3y  1663. 

Army 

Change  of  Stations,  Method  of  effecting, 
Nov.  24y  82. 

Charges — Objections     to     proposed 
Arrangement,  Dec.  3,  1647,  1664. 

Pay,  Increase  in,  Dec.  J,  1664. 

Calcutta — House  Accommodation  for  Gov- 
ernment Officials,  Dec.  1,  1252. 

Clough,  Mr.,  Murder  of,  Dec.  1,  1250. 

Coconada — Cost    of    Extra    Police,    Nov. 
26,  662. 

Dacca  Student,  Cause  for  Murder  of,  Nov. 
24y  93. 

Education  Policy,  Nov.  26,  661. 

Hume,  Mr.,  Attempt  to  Assassinate,  Dec. 
i,   1250. 

Jhansi — Sentence  on  Brahmin  for  Tamper- 
ing with  Troops,  Dec.  3,  1663. 

Labour  Agencies,  Government  Assistance 
to,  proposed,  Nov.  26,  661. 

Malarial  Fever,  Prevalence  of,  Dec.  1, 
1251. 

Marine  Department — Grievances  of  Clerks, 
Nov.  24,  94. 

Mysore — Position  of  Converts  from  Hindu- 
ism, Nov.  30,  1060. 

Seditious  Literature  sent  through  French 
Colonies,  Dec.  1,  1251. 

Simla — Boundary  of  Penrose  Estate,  iV^ov. 

25,  381.    • 

Telegrams  (1903-7),  Dec.  2,  1440. 
United  Provinces,  Famine  in,  Dec.  1,  1253* 

Bulgaria 

Treaty  w'th.  Accession  of  British  Colonies, 
Presented,  Dec.  1,  1235 ;  Dec.  3,  1393. 

Bull,  Sir  W.  J.  [HammersmHh] 

Cattle-driv'ng — Prison  Treatment  of  Per- 
sons unable  to  find  Sureties,  Nov.  30, 
1100. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill— Allocation  of  Time 
Resolution,  Nov.  27,  1013. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1822. 

Women's  Suflfrage  Movement,  Prison  Treat- 
ment, Nov.  30,  1079. 

Burghclere,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  844-848. 

Bums,   Kt.  Hon.  J. — President  of    the  Local 
Government  Board  [Battersea] 

Barrow-in-Furness  Unemployn.ent — Work 
of  DistresH  Comniitlee,  Nov.  27,  941. 

Brentford  Unemployment  Distress  Com- 
mittee, Dec.  3,  1632. 
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Bums,  Et  Hon.  J,—cont. 

Chelsea  Unemployment  Schemes  submitted, 
Nov.  25,  378. 

Chiswick    Unemployment    Distress    Com- 
mittee, Dec.  3,  1631. 

Cockermouth  Unemployed    Persons,    Dis- 
franchisement of,  Nov.  24,  114. 

Farm  Labourers,  Migratory,  Accommoda- 
tion provided  for,  Dec.  1,  1240. 

Fever  Hospitals,  Inspection  of,  Dec.  2, 1460 

•- 

Folkestone  Unemployment  Distress  Com- 
mittee, Dec.  3,  1633. 

Grays   Thurrock   Unemployment   Diet  res  s 
Committee,  Dec.  3,  1630. 

Hackney  Marshes,  Work  for  Unemployed 
on,  Nov.  30,  1056. 

Hampstead  Borough  Council  Robing-Room, 
Dec.  3,  1651. 

Harrogate  Unemployment    Distress    Com- 
mittee, Dec.  3,  1632. 

King's  Lynn — Disposalof  Snettisham  Farm, 
Dec.  1,  1260. 

Lancashire    Technical    Schools,    Delay    in 
Building,  Nov.  24,  114. 

Liverpool  Unemployment— Funds  of  Dis- 
tress Committee,  Nov.  30,  1088. 

Local    Authorities      Loans — Applications 
under  Consideration,  Nov.  30,  1C88. 

Loughborough     Unemployment     Distress 
CJommittee,  Dec.  3,  1631. 

Marjrport  Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  24, 
114. 

Mitcham   Common   Improvements,   Grant 
for,  Dec.  1,  1259. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Filial  Contribution  through  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  Nov.  30,  1C80,  1187; 
Dec.  1, 1242. 

Husband  of  Woman  in  Receipt  of  Foor 
Relief,  i)ec.  4,1762. 

Law  Officers'  Opinions,  Date  of  Receiv- 
ing, Dec.  3,  1630. 

Poor  Relief  Disqualification — Inter- 
pretation of  Certain  Cases,  A  cv. 
25,  379 ;  Nov.  26,  647 ;  Dec.  3, 
1651. 

Wages  — Allocation  between  Husband 
and  Wife,  Dec.  2,  1458,  1459. 

Wife  of  Person  in  Receipt  of  Poor 
Relief,  Nov.  24,  113 ;  Dec.  1,  1258, 
1259  ;  Dec.  3,  1649. 

Pentonville  Road  Remand  Home 

Case  of  Grertrude  Andrews,  Dec.  1, 
1257. 

Cutting  of  Girl's  Hair,  Nov.  24,  115, 
lib. 

Poplar  Unemployed,  Work  for,  Nov.   30, 

1056. 
Preston     Mission     Shelter — Case     of     W. 

Walsh,  Nov.  26,  640. 

Ramsey — Sanitary    Condition,    Nov.     26, 
640. 

\covi. 
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Burns,  Et.  Hon.  J.—cont. 

Southwick-on-Wear,  Distress  in,  Nov,  24y 
87 ;   Dec,  1,  1241. 

Stoke-on-Trent 

Distress  Committee,  Sanction  to,  Nov. 
24,  83 ;   Dec,  3,  1632.. 

Fenton    Electric    Supply,    Loan     for, 
Nov,  24,  83. 

Tuberculosis  Notification — Legislative  Pro- 
posals, Nov.  30,  1087. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Act — Returns  under 
Section  2  (3),  Nov.  24,  116,  117. 

Unemployment 

Disfranchisement  Regulations,  Dec,  2, 
1459,   1460. 

Metropolitan    Borough    Employment 
Statistics.  Nov.  25,  378. 

Wavertree — Premises  used  in  Paying  Poor 
Law  Relief.  Dec.  3,  1630. 

Wimbledon  Unemployment  Giant,  Dec.  3, 
1631. 

Workington   Unemployment   Grant,    Nov. 
24,  114. 

Burwell. 

Crown  Farm,  Leasing  of. 

Q8.     Mr.   J.   Ward,  Mr.   Nicholls ;    As. 
Sir  E.  Strachey,  Nov.  24,  84. 


Buxton,  Et.  Hon.  S.  C— ^wi'- 

Kilmessan  and  Robinstown  Postal  Stniet. 
Dec.  3,  1705. 

Newspaper  Rates  to  and  from  Aa^trt^u. 
Dec.  2,  1437. 

North     Ronaldshay,   Telefrraph  Exte»i<-ti 
to,  proposed,  Nov.  30,  1<»^9. 

Portumna  Postal  Facilities.  AV/r.  X  lUA 

Postmasters  —  Licensed      Publican*    At- 
pointed  in  L^land,  Not'.  'JS,  39K. 

Postmen,  Auxiliary,  in  Citv,  Pav  ot  /**•■ 
1,  1260. 

Servia — Parcel  Post    Arranccmenift,  X^'' 
3,  1653. 

Stretton  Sugwas  Sub-Po<traaj*ter.  Pn>«'  ■ 
tion  of,  Nov.  25,  3l>7. 

Telegraph  Service 

Betting   Telegrams,   Trans niis''.^c  '' 
Nov.  25,  397. 

Messengers — Condition*  of  PWicr  '-^ 
the  EsUblishment.  JVW.  30.  I'K- 

Races,  Staff  Employed  at ,  Nor,  i^,  <ijT. 

Tullaroan — Postal  Fa^iliticn  Ht  (Iaqht<»«t. 
Dee.  3,  1704. 

Walsall  Post  Office  Ork  Pfom-,  itwi  f  r 
Betting,  Dec.  2.  1461. 


Business  of  the  House.  | 

Course  of.  ! 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Asquith, 
Nov.  24,  133;  Nov.  30,  n(X\ ;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr. 
Lonsdale,  Mr.  L.  Hardy,  Mr.  . 
Speaker.  Mr.  Bowles,  Mr.  Vivian,  j 
Dec,  3,  1707;  Mr.  J.  A.  Pease. 
Sir  A.  Acland-Hood,  Dec.  3,  1756.      j 

Measures  to  be  Passed,  etc.  ' 

08.     Marquess   of   Lansdowne,   Dec.    i»  '  ^  • 
1230 ;     Dec.    2,    1418-1422  :     Earl    CaoS 


Byles,  Mr.  W.  P  [Saiford,  x.] 

British  Indians  in  the  TranHva^l — ('*<*< 
Mr.  Ghandi.  Nor.  30,  li»73. 

Coroners    Inquests,    Pre«s  Repr<-Mnl*iHt 
at,  Nov.  30,  U»80;   />#<•.  J,  IfiiV 

Elementary     Education     (EnirfaiMl    »r 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BiU.  2R..  Aor  ."■ 
737. 
Allocation  of  Time  Re«olut  icia.  .Y*  •'.  i* • 
992,  993,  1(K)1. 


of  Crewe,  1422,  1423  ;  Lord  Newton, 
1423-1425. 

Butcher,  Mr.  S.  H.  [Cambridge   University] 
Elementary     Education      (England     and 
Wales)    (No.    2)    Bill,    2r.,    Nov.    26, 
755-760;    Com.,  Nov.  30,  1194-1197. 

Buxton,   Bt.  Hon*   S.  C. — Postmaster-General 
[Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar] 

Basket  Contracts,  Placing  of,  Dec.  1,  1260. 

Canadian    Magazine     Post,     Success      of, 
Dec.  3,  1676. 

Chelsea  King's  Road   Post   Office,   Hours 
of  Business  at,  Nov.  :?6,  641. 


Taximeter — Privileges  at  Railwav  Stitiot)*. 
Q.     Mr.   Renton ;     A.     Mr.  OM^tow, 
Nov.  26,  642. 


Gahersivane 

Road  to  Clogvoola,  Con«*tnHti»>n  o(- 
Q.     Mr.     BoUnd:         J.     Mr.    Bmt:, 
Nov.  30,  1095. 


Caldbeck  Estate 

Sale  Prof>08al8. 
Q.     Mr.     DeUny ; 
Dec,  3,  1688, 


A,     Mr     Ban 


Christmas  Work,  Pay  for,  Nov.  25,  Z12  ;    Campeidown,  Earl  of 

Dec.  3,  1677.  |  Licensing  BiU,  2r.,  Nor.  2h,  Oit>  *i 

Gloucestershire  Telegraph  Facilities,  Dec.  \ 


3,  1677. 

HobhouBe  Report,  Result  of  Classification 
under,  Nov,  25,  374. 

Killea  Sub-Post  Office,   Position  of,  Nov. 
30,  1103. 
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Canada 

[Sec  also  Names  of  5/a/««.) 

Immigration  Law«. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    C.    Waion;      A.    '**«^ 
Seely,  Nov,  30,  1072- 


VoL  197.J 


SESSION  1908. 
iToi?.  24— JDcc.  4. 


[Can— Caw 


Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company 

Gla3gow  Boiler. makers,  Treatment  of. 
Q,     Mr.     Watt;      A,     Colonel    Seely, 
Dee.  2,  1452. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  638-660,  652. 

Caplonghlan 

Education  Commissioners*  Estate,  Sale  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Delany ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
30,  1062. 

Carlile  Mr.  E.  H.  [Hertfordshire,  St.  Albans] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
147. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec,  1, 
1369,  1375. 

Estate  Duty  Office — Salaries  and  Promo- 
tion of  Clerks,  Nov.  30,  1092. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov,  24, 229. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov,  25,  364-367. 

Carnacon 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  C.  O'Kelly;     A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1062. 

Carpets 

Foreign  Prison-made,  Importation  of. 
Q.     Mr.  C.   B.  Harmsworth ;     A.    Mr. 
Churchill,  Nov.  30,  1084. 
€arr-Gomm,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Southwark,  Rother- 
hithe] 
Mall,  Erection  of  Arches  in,  Dec.  2,  1467. 

€arrick-on-Suir 

Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme — ^Arbitrators* 
Charges. 

Q.     Mr.  Power;     A,     Mr.  Birrell, 
Dec.  4,  1763. 

Caxrington,  "Eb,!!— President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture. 

Cattle  Importation  Restrictions,  Nov.  24, 
24. 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — American  Out- 
breaks, Nov.  24,  24. 

Small  Holdings 

Loans  to  Local  Authorities,  Terms  of, 
Dec.  3,  1615-1619. 

Valuation — Appeal  in  Cases  of  Differ- 
ence as  to,  Dec.  3,  1620. 

[parson,    Et.    Hon.    Sir    E.  H.  [Dublin 

University] 
Education  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  2,  1521. 

•  Cartsdyke  " 

Crew  of. 

Q.   Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson  ;  A.    Mr.  ChurchiU, 
Dec.  3,  1622. 
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Cashel 

Disturbances. 
Qs.    Mr.  Condon;     Aa,    Mr.  Speaker, 

Nov.  26,  702. 
Qs.    Mr.     Condon,     Mr.     Sheehy,    Mr. 

Belloc ;     As.     Mr.   Birrell,  Dec.  1, 

1271. 

Castlerea 

Seed  Rate  Uncollected  in  Union. 

Q.     Mr.     Ginnell ;         A.     Mr.  ■  Birrell, 
Nov.  25,  382. 

Castlereagh,  Lord  [Maidstone] 

Irish  Land  Bill — Interpretation  of  Clausos 
3  (2)  and  (3),  Nov.  30,  1047. 

Cattle 

Breeding — Funds  Available  for  Improve- 
ment. 

Qs.  Mr.  E.  Davies,  Mr.  D.  A. 
Thomas,  Mr.  Watt ;  As.  Mr. 
Fuller.  Dec.  ,3,  1681. 

Import  Statistics  and  Regulations. 

Qs.     Mr.  Cooper,  Mr.  Watt ;     As.     Sir 
E.  Strachey,  Dec.  7,  1262. 
Importation   Restrictions. 
Os.     Earl    of    Onslow,    Nov.    24,    23  ; 
Earl  Carrington,  24. 

Cayan 

Food  and  Drugs  Act,  Analyses  under. 
Q.     Mr.  V.  Kennedy;    A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Dec.  i,  1271. 

Untenanted  Lands  of  J.  S.  Winter  and 
S.  Saunderson — Date  of  Lodgment 
of  Objections. 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;  A.  Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  24,  128. 

Cavan  and  Leitrim  Bailway 

Administration — Inquiry    proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  F.  Meehan;     A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Dec.  5,   1700. 

Cave,  Mr.  G.  [Surrey,  Kingston] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Catn.,  Dec.  1, 
1379-1381,  1384,  1386. 

Licensing  Act,  1904 — Loans,  Period  for 
Repayment,  Dec.  3,  1624. 

Taxes — Appointment  of  Assistant  Sur- 
veyors, Dec.  3,  1652. 

Cawdor.  Earl 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  908-919. 

Navy 

Battleships,  Cost  of,  Nov.  24,  29. 

Docking  Accommodation  for  Vessels 
of  "  Dreadnought  **  Class,  Nov. 
24,  32. 

Guns  and  Gun-Mountings,  Provision 
of,  Nov.  24,  29. 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Nov.  24. 
26,  28-3L 

[cant. 
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Oawdor,  Earl— con<. 

Navy — cont 

Stores,  Reserve  of,  Nov,  24,  32. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers — Construc- 
tion Policy,  Nov.  24,  31,  35. 

Two-Power  Standard,  Definition  and 
Maintenance  of,  Nov.  24,  25-30, 
32,  54. 

Cecili  Lord  B.  [Marylebone,  E.] 

Educational  Expenditure  by  Local  Autho- 
rities, Statement  as  to,  Nov.  25,  402. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov. 
25,  476-483;  Nov.  30,  1121- 
1125,  1140;  Dec.  i.  1287,  1288, 
1298-1300,  1336-1338.  1343-1346, 
1367,  1369,  1386.  1388,  1389; 
Dec.  2,  1481.  1507-1509,  1517. 

Allocation  of  Time  to  Nov.  25,  415» 
416;  Nov.  26,  7(H ;  Not\  27* 
947,  989-992,  1012,  1014. 

(^ause  2  <5),  Tabling  of  Regulations 
made   under,   Nov.   24,   85. 

Financial  Resolution,  Dec.  2,  1574. 

Negotiations,  Result  of,  Nov.  30, 
1105. 

Old-Age  Pensions — Case  of  Wife  of  Man 
Receiving  Poor  Relief,  Dec.  1,  1259. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1770, 
1772-1776,  1782,  1787,  1789,  1807. 
1820. 

Swansea  Education  Dispute,  Nov.  25,  402. 

Ceoil,  Mr.  E.  [Aston  Manor] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dee. 
/,    1361. 

Clause  1  (2)  (a).  Interpretation  of, 
Nov.  26,  678. 

Gensos  of  Production 

Agriculture  Returns,  Cost  and  Difficulty 
of  Obtaining. 

Q,     Mr.    Rendall;      A.     Mr.    Hob- 
house,  Dec.  3,  1636. 

Rules  Presented,  Not\  26,  637,  638  ;  Nov. 
27,  827  ;    Dec.  4,  1758. 

**C6reda" 

Crew  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson;    A.     Mr.  Chur- 
chill,  Dec.  2,   1465. 

Ceylon 

Tea  Cesa,  Reason  for  Ceasing  to  Collect. 

Q.     Mr.    Heaton ;       .4.     Colonel    Seely, 
Dec.   4,   1761. 

Chairman  &  Depnty-Chainnan— Rulings 

Eleraentarv  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(Xo.  2)  Bill 

Amendment     to     insert     Words      at 
Commencement   of   "   Clause  was  J 
notinOrder,xVot;.3<?,  1100,  1107.    • 
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Chairman  &  I)epnty-Chairmam-Silii|t 

— cont. 

Elementary     Edacation     (EagU]i4  tm 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BUI— «m/. 

Arguing  about  »omeihin|?  Mbr^j 
disposed  of  wna  not  in  Order.  /*-. 
1,  1336,  1338,  1364,  1366. 

General  Discussion  of  a  CUnsr  <* 
Proposal  to  omit  Subgection  ib 
would  not  be  in  Order,  Dtr.  I. 
1291,  1295,  1297. 

Irrelevant  Matter,  Nov.  30,  1119.  UV. 
1124,  1127,  1128.  1184;  Ikr  :. 
1291,  1293.  1294,  1297,  Ub. 
1354,  1360,  1370;    Dtc.  2,  1521 

Port  of  London  Bill. 

Discussion  of  Details  on  New  Clwi*  . 
Dec.   4,   1784,   1795,   1798,    !>• 

1824. 

Report  Stage — Introduction  of  N'» 
Clause,  Dec.  4,  1843. 

Withdrawal  of  Amendment  to  bdv- 
in  a  new  Form,  Dee.  4,  18*t 

Chamberlain,  Et  Hon.  A.  J.[W«we»t*.' 

shire,  E.) 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  W*)* 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nor.  30,  !!> 
1132.    1204;    Dee.  h    1279-12^* 
1289,  1362,  1382,  ;    Dee.  2,  i4M 
1485,   1503,   1516,   1528. 

Allocation  of  Time  to.  Not.  2S,  4li: 
Nov.  27,  958-963. 

Roman  Catholic  School  Grant,  Efle  * 
on.  Nov.  30,  1090. 

Fiscal  Policy  of  International  Tradv,  <V- 
cumstances   of    Preparaticn   oC,  S^ 
24,  105. 

Ingatestone  Election  Disturbanoe,  Sm.  M. 

1081. 
Old-Age     Pensions,     Filial     CootribotMa 

through  Poor  Law  Gmrriiaw,  A'* 

30,  1086. 

Railways — Annual    Contribattoos  to   Ei 
chequer  and   Local   Rates,  «Vot:  >. 
1058. 

Chancellor  of  the  iDnchT  of  Laattitcr 

Bt.  Hon.  Viscount  Fowler, 

Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer 

Jit.  Hon.  D.  Uoyd-Gtorgt, 

Channing,  Sir  F.  A.  [Northant*,  E.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wftir*' 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dee,  7,  1305-lMi 

Chapman  Estate 

Sale  ProposaU. 

Q.     Mr.     (Jinnell;        ^.     Mr.    Bm* 
Dec.   i,    1208. 

Charitable  Institntiona 

Schemes  for  Regulation  of  Hotnv  lalinA^. 
and    Holidays.    Preaented,  Ave.    > 
1022,  1045. 


VoL  197.] 


CSiarities 

Weir  Charity  Scheme. 

Qs,     Sir  H.  Kimber;    As, 
Dee.  2,  1468. 
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Mr.  Scares, 


Dharlemont  Estate 

Sale  Proposab. 

Q.    Mr.    McKiUop; 
Dec  J,  1267. 


A,    Mr.    Birrell, 


Chathani 

Docking  Accommodation  at. 

Oa.     Lord  Ellenborough,  Nov,  24,    66, 
67. 

Chelsea 

Kings  Road  Post  Office,  Hours  of  Business 
at. 
Q,    Mr.  Homiman ;    A,    Mr.  Bux- 
ton, Nov.  26,  641. 

Unemployment  Schemes  submitted. 
Q,    Mr.    Homiman ;      A,    Mr.    Bums, 
Nov,  25,  378. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

m.  Hon,  A.  Birrell, 

Children 

Employment  of — Enforcement  of  Section 
3  (4)  and  (5)  of  A?t  of  1903. 
Qs,     Sir  C.  Dilke ;    As.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone,  Nov.  25,  394. 

Juvenile  Offenders,  see  that  title, 

:9uldren  Bill 

/.  3b.,  Nov.  30,  1035. 

Thina 

Ichang  and  Neighbourhood — Report  Pre- 
sented, Nov.  25,  280. 

31ii8wick 

Unemplojrment — Application   for   Distress 
Committee. 
Q.  Mr.   O'Grady;    A.     Mr.   Bums, 
Dec.  3,  1631. 

Churchill,  Et.  Hon.  W.  L.  S.— President  of 
the   Board   of  Trade  [Dundee]. 

Aberdeen — Railway  Carriage  of  Fish,  Dec. 
2,  1463,  1454. 

All-British  Mail  Route.  Progress  of  Negotia- 
tions, Nov.  30,  1084. 

Arbitration  Board.jFormation  of,  proposed, 
Nov,  30,  1054. 

Annalong  Harbour  Lamps,  Responsibility 
for  Lighting,  <.Vor.  25,  380. 

**  Ashburton,"  Crew  of,  Dec.  2,  1457. 

Cirpets,    Foreign    Prison-made,   Importa- 
tion of,  Nov.  30,  1084. 

"  Cirtsdyke,"  Crew^of,  Dec.  3,  1622. 

•'  Cereda,"  Crew  of,  Dec.  2,  1457. 

Coistguard,  Irish  Stations,  Reduction  of, 
^    Nov.  25,  ^i^. 

Colwyn  Biy  Pier,  Decision  as  to,  Dec.  1, 
1237. 
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Churchill,  Et  Hon.  W.  L.  ^.—eont. 

Companies  Consolidation  Bill,  2b,  Dec,  3 
1755. 

Copyright  of  Purchased  but  Unpublished 
Works,  Effect  of  Convention  on,  Dor^ 
2,  1436. 

Cunard  Line  Subsidy  Agreement  as  to 
Freights,  Nov.  27,  938. 

Electric  Lighting  Accoimts — Appointment 
of  Auditors,  Nov.  24,  113. 

Fiscal  Relations  between  Foreign  Countries 
and  their  Colonies,  Dec.  3, 1676. 

Hammersmith  Bridge,  Protection  of  Em- 
bankment near,  Nov.  24, 1 12. 

Insurance  —  Circular  as  to  Illegal  Policies, 
Dec.  3, 1673,  1674. 

Lights  and  Lighthouses — Sites  acquired 
since  1899,  Dec.  2,  1432. 

Liverpool,  Port  of  —  Demurrage  caused  ty 
Shallow  Waterways,  Dec.  3,  1674. 

"Lord  Derby,"  Crew  of,  Dec.  2,  1467. 

Lostock  Gralam  Railway  Level  Crossing 
Accident,  Nov.  25,  394. 

Meat  Trade  Combination  —  Work  of  Com- 
mittee, Dec.  1,  1257. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Deck  Hands  —  Advisory  Committee 

Recommendations,  hec.  2,   1467. 
Mates— Board  of  Trade  Examination 

Fees,  Nov.  24,  87. 
Rings  and  Conference?,  Effect  of  and 

Proposals    for    Legislation,  Nov, 

27,  939. 

Seamen's    Boarding-Houses,     Control 

over,  Dec.  2,  1454. 
Subsidies,  Conditions  of  Granting  — 
Foreign  Systems,  Nov.  27,  938. 
Orkney  —  North  Ronald  shay,  Telegraph 
Extension  to,  Dec.  3,  1675. 

Port  of  London— Demurrage  through 
Shallowness  of  River,  Dec.  3,  1672. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Re  com.,  Dec.  4,  1767- 
1772,  1778,  1794,  1798,  1801,  I8C2, 
1803,  1806,  1809,  18J1,  1817,  1822, 
1824,  1827,  1829,  1830,  1832,  1835, 
1837,  1838,  1840,  1842. 

Ports,  Use  of  and  Schonies  for  improving 
(United  K-ngdom  and  Foreign 
Countries),  Dec.  3,  1672. 

Railways 

Contributions  by  Companies  to  certain 

Asso  nations,  Dec.  3,  1673. 
Coupling  Accidents  Dec.  3,  1650. 
Ireland 

Lodging-houf=es      provided       for 
Guards,    etc..    State  of,  No 
30,  1055. 

Midland  Great  Western — Hours 
of  Duty  of  Firemen,  etc., 
Nov.  30,  1054. 

Midland  Company  Goods  Guar-ls, 
Hours  of  Duty  of,  Nov,  24. 
110,  111. 

North  British  Employees,  Civ  1 
Rights  of,  Noi\  30,  1084.10S6. 
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Chnrchill,  Et.  Hon.  W.  L.  8.-eone. 

Bhne  Rhea,  Lighthouse  and   Fog-Signal 
tor,  Dte.  1,1237. 


Salvation  Arm]',  Regiatration  of,  Nov.  27, 
930. 

SlatsB — Zoiport  Statistics,  Kov.  24,  111. 

"  Spattan  Prince  " — Inquiry  into  Loss, 
Dtc.  J,  1622. 

"  Strombus  " — Deaths  of  Asiatics,  Dte. 
2.  1467. 

Unemploynient,  Inauionoe  Against — Ger- 
man Syslem,  Dtc.  2, 1437. 

United  States  Copyright  Regulations, 
Nov.  25,  396,  397. 

Welsh  Trade  Statistics,  Publication  of, 
Nov.  24,  113. 

Civil  Serrioe 

Boj  Clerkships,  Examinations  for. 
Q.     Sir  0.   Kekowich :  '  A.     Hr.   Hob- 
house,  Nov.  26.  679. 
PdOsiona 

Counting  of  Unestablishod  Service. 
Q.     Mr.   Crooks;      A.     Mr.   Llo;d- 
George,  Nov.  30,  1077. 
New  Scheme  for. 
Q.     Mr.    Field;       A.     Mr.   Uoyd- 
George,  Nov.  30,  1068. 
Second  Division  Clerks 
Examinations  for. 

Q.     Mr.  Cochrane;     A.     Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Nov.  30,  10Q6. 
Salaries. 

Qt.     Mr.     8.     Collins ;        ^».     Mr. 

Hobhouse,  Nov.  30,  1091. 
Qt.     Eart  of  Ronaldshay  ;  At.    Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Dtc.  1,  1265. 
Superannuation,  fee  thai  litte. 


A.     Mr.    Birrell, 


ond;   A.    Ht.  Birrell, 

Lord 

of  School  Children — 

al    Authorities,    etc., 

ihire,  W.R.,  Skipton] 
rard    Extension    Pro. 


dynei,  Hr.  J.  S.  [Manchester,  KZ.] 

Hammersmith  Bridge,  Protection  of  Sa- 
bankment  near,  Nov.  H,  Hi. 


Midland  Railway  Company  Goods  Gauds. 

Hours  of  Duty  of,  Nov.  24,  lia 
Wimbledon  Unemployment  Orant,  Dtt.  J, 

1631. 

Goal  Hinei  (Eight  Honn)  (Ho.  S)  BlU 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.    Glover; 
Nov.  26,  700. 
Q.     Mr.    Glover 


Dee.  3,  1707. 


A.    Mr.    AtqmtK 
A.    Mr.    AHiotb. 


Coaitgnard 

Committee  Report,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qa.     Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith.  Mr.  lliu-hfn. 
Thomson.    EatI    Winterton ;      -U 
Mr.  HrKenna,  Dec.  2,  1446. 
Irish  Stations,  Reduction  of. 

Q».     Mr.  Boland;    A.     Mr.  Jotcf  ;    .It. 
Mr.  Churchill.  Aoc.  25.  41*. 
Legislative  Proposals. 

(i.     Mr.    Summerboll;      A.    Hr.   Bob- 
houae,  Nov.  24,  IIT. 

Coates 

Small  Holdings  Applications. 

Q.     Mr.  Nicholls ;    A.     Sir  E.  Slnrkt], 
Dec.  2,  1489. 

Coohraue,  Hr.  T.  H.  [Ayrshire.  X.] 

Civil  Service  Second  Division  C)t[k>luF<. 

Eiamioations  for,  Nov.  30.  IIM 
Education  {Scotland)  Bill.  Cojl,  .Vor.  11. 

148,  140,  158,  164-166,  182.  183.  Uk 

190-193,  195,  106,  199,  Sltt. 
North  British  Railway  Order  Cmfiraslio 

Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  30.  1220-1222, 
Public  Meetings   in   Scotland,   Snpph  tl 

Lantern  Slides,  Nov.  U,  IM.      _„ 

CookermontlL 

Unemployed  Persons,  Disfranrhisemral  <i 
Q.     Sir   J.    Randies;      A.    Mr.- Bnrai 
Nov.  24,  113. 

CoUinga,  Bt.  Hon.  J.  [Bimingham,^B<>(dM- 
ley] 

Education     <EiwtaDd  fsad 
Wales)    (No.    2)    Bill— Alknlin   d 
Time  Resolution,  Nov.  ST.i'Ki'mL 
fiscal     Policy    of    IntenutioMl    TMd^ 

Publication  of,  Dtc  3,  1SS3. 
Small  Holdings — I^nd  hM  bj^Co-opm' 
tive  Sociatiea,  Dae  3.  IffTS. 

CoUiu,  Hr.  B.  [Lunbeth,    Keoaioftoa] 

Civil    Bervioe    Second     Divisioi  (Ink, 
SalaHes,  Nov.  30,  IWl. 
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Collins,  Sir  W.  J.  [St.  Pancras,  W.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec,  1,  1340, 
1369. 

Hop  Industry — Select  Committee  Recom- 
mendations, Dec.  1,  1241. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
238-243,  251. 

Colonial  Office 

Secretary  of  StcUe — ^Rt.    Hon.    Earl   of 

Crewe. 
Under-Secretary — Colonel  Seely. 

Colonies  and  Protectorates 

[For  Particular  Colonies,  etc.,  see  their 
Names.^ 

Immigration  Laws. 
Qs.    Mr.    Essex,    Mr.    J.    C.    Wason ; 

As.     Colonel  Seely,  Nov.  24,  95. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    C.    Wason;     A.    CJolonel 

Seely,  Nov.  30,  1073. 
Q.     Mr.  R.Duncan;  A.     Colonel  Seely, 

Dec.  3,  1666. 

<!$tatistical  Abstract  Presented,  Dec,  1, 
1229,  1234. 

Coiwyn  Bay 

Pier,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  McArthur;  A,    Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec.  1,  1236. 

Commercial  Firms 

Registration  of — Reports  on  Colonial  and 


Cooper,  Mr.  G.  [South^ark,  ^nnoi\dsey]  ^^ 

.4J^8Bsthetics,   Administration  of — Case   of 
A.  Lebathe,  Nov.  26,655. 

Beri-Beri,  Report  on,  Nov.  26,  668. 

Cattle  Import  Statistics,  'etc.,  Dec.  1, 
1262. 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease,  American  Out- 
break, Dec.  1,  1262. 

Foreign  Office  Women  Clerks,  Dec.  2, 
1435. 

Hampstead  Borough  C^ouncil  Robing-room, 
Dec.  3,  1660. 

Home  Office — ^Women  Clerks  and  .In- 
spectors Employed,  Dec,  3,  1621. 

Telegraph  Staff  employed  at  Races,  Nov. 
26,  667. 

Copyright 

American  Regulations,  see  United  States- 
Purchased  but  Unpublished  Works,  Effect 
of  Convention  on. 
Q,    Mr.  Bowles;^.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec,  2,  1436. 

Corbett,  Mr.  C.  H.  [Sussex,  East  Qrinstead] 

Old-Age  Pensions — Regulations  as  to  Com- 
pulsory Filial  Payments  through  Poor 
Law  Guardians,  Dec,  1,  1242. 

Cornwall,  Duchy  of 

Lord  Warden — Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh. 


FoTei^  S^t^'^^en^drT^c"";^    ComwaU,  Sir  E.  A.  [Bethnal  Green.  N.E.] 


1768. 

Companies  Consolidation  Bill 

c,  2e.,  Dejc.  3,1155. 

uonditional  Licences 

Sejt  under  Penal  Servitude  Acts. 

Condon  Mr.  T.  J.  [Tipperary,  E.] 

Cashel  Disturbances,  Nov.  26,  702  ;  Dejc.  1, 
1271. 

Congo  Free  State 

British      Vice-Consuls      and      Travelling 
Facilities. 

Q.     Sir  C.  Dilke  ;  A.     Sir  E.  Grey, 
Dec.  1,  1263. 

Lado  Enclave,  see  Soudan. 

Constabulary,  Boyal  Irish 

\SeA  also  Names  of  Places.] 

Cadetships — Nomination  System. 

Q,    Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;  A,    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1066. 
•    Cattle-driving  Cases,  see  under  Ireland. 

Extra  Police  Charges,  Basis  of  Calculating. 
Qs.   Mr.    Hazleton ;     As.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov,  26,  697  ;|  Dec,  2,  1443. 

Conenniption 

See  Tuberculosis 
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Port  of  London  Bill,  Com,,  Dec,  4,  1770, 
1777. 

Coroner's  Inquests 

Press  Representation  at — St.   Giles   Case. 
Q,     Mr.  J.  MacVeagh;    A,     Mr.  Glad- 

stone,  Nov.  25,  394. 
Qs.     Mr.     J.     MacVeagh,     Mr.     Bylcs  ;. 

As.    Mr.    Gladstone,    Mr.    Si>eaker> 

Nov.  SO,  1079. 
Qs.     Mr.     J.     MacVeagh,     Mr.     Byle*^ ; 

A.     Mr.  Gladstone,  Dec.  3,  1625. 

Cotton,  Sir  H.  J.  S.  [Nottingham,  E.] 
India 

Administrative  Reform  Proposcle,  Nc  v. 
24,  94,  95. 

Dacca  Student,  Cause  for  Murder  of 
'  Nov.  24,  93. 

Connty  Conrts 

Procedure,    Committee   to   consider,    pro- 
posed. 
Q.     Mr.    T.    R.    Bethell;    J.    Mr. 
Gladstone,  Dec.  5,  1624. 

Courthope,  Mr.  G.  L.  [Sussex,  Rye] 

Army  • 

Territorial   Force 

Musketry  Training,  Dec.  3,  1C40 
1643,   1644. 

Reenga^ement,  Dec,  3,  1640. 
3  U  2  [conl. 
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Conrthope,  Mr.  0.  'L.-^oiu, 

Fiscal  Policy  and  International  Trade, 
R'^vision  before  Publication,  Nov.  26, 
660. 

Fruit  Tree?,  Leaflet  as  to  Spraying,  Dee.  3, 
1681,  1682. 

Goo8'>borry  Mildew — Course  of  Disease  in 
Wiater,  Dec.  3,  1680. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dee.  3; 
1725. 

Tobacco  used  in  Xicotine  Fruit-tree  Washes, 
Dec.  3,   1637. 

Courtney,  Lord 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill,  JRep., 
Dec.  5,  1596-1597. 

Cowan,  Mr.  W.  H.  [Surrey.  Guildford]. 

Surrey — Small  Holdings  Applioations,  Nov. 
25,  374. 

Cox,  Mr.  H.  [Preston] 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaa! — Case  of 
Mr.  Ghandi,  Nov.  30,  1072. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30,  1117-1119, 
1163,  1155. 

Old  -  Age  Pension  —  Filial  CTontribution 
through  Poor  Law  Guardians,  Nov.  30, 
1087. 

XIraig,  Captain  J.  [Down,  E.] 

Army  Officers,  Tailors  recommended  to, 
Dec.  3,  1638. 

Dunlesr  Land,  Disposal  of,  Dee,  3,  1686. 

Dundrum  Bay,  Illegal  Trawling  in,  Dec.  3, 
1701. 

Firearm  Traffic,  Regulation  of,  Dee.  3, 1697. 

National  School  Teachers 

Junior  Assistants — Standard  of    Effi- 
ciency required,  Nov.  30,  1061. 

Salaries,    Procedure   in   dealing   with 
Claims,  J\W.5(?,  1063. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dee.  3, 
1737-1740. 

Towerhill  Cattle-Drive  on  7th  inst.,  Nov.  26, 
684. 

Craig,  Mr.  C.  C.  [Antrim,  s.] 

Ballyscullion  Police  Hut.  Dee.  3,  1691. 

Clar<?,  Condition  of.  Not\  26,  692. 

Firearm  Traffi*^,  Regulation  of,  Dee.  3, 
1697. 

Irish  Lanjiuage,  Cost  of  Teaching  in 
Schools,  Not\  26,  688. 

Land  Purchase — Amount  required,  Nov.  27, 
942. 

,Maa;istrAtes — Threatening  Letters  received 
in  Ireland,  Nov.  26,  ()87. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b.,  Dee.  3, 
1744-1746. 

Rivcrstown  United  Irish  League  Intimida- 
tion ProHCcution,  Nov.  26,  687,  688. 
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Craig,  Mr.  C.  G.—cont. 

United    Irish    League    Activity   in    11W7, 
Nov.  26,  686,  687. 

Toom*? — Prosecution  for  Illicit   PistiUint, 
Dee.  3,  1691. 

Craik,  Sir  H.  [Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  UniTer 
sities]. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com.,  Xoc  U, 
162,  198. 

Elementary  Education  (England  tad 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill.  2e..  No9.  ik 
620 ;  Nov.  26,  791-797. 

Financial  Resolution,  Dec.  2,  1675i 

PoiEons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2k..  Dtc.  I 
1732. 

Cranworth,  Lord 

Took  the  Oath.  Nov.  25,  257. 

Crean,  Mr.  E.  [Cork,  S.E.] 

Torpedo- Boat  Destroyers,  AIlocaticB  of 
Contracts  for,  Nov.  24,  91. 

Crewe,  Earl  ot^Lord  Privy  Seal  and  Sten- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 

Agricultural  Hoklings  (Scotland)  BiU- 
Proposals  as  to.  Dee.  t,  1426. 

Army 

Loan  Expenditure,  Dee.  J.  1606,  \W 

Strength  of,  Dec.  3,  1608. 

Territorial  Force,  Organisation  of.  Df- 
3,  1608,  1610. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of— MesrtW 
to  be  Passed,  etc..  Dee.  2, 1422, 1421 

Incest  Bill,  2b.,  Dec.  2,  1411. 

Licensing  BiU,  2k.,  Nov.  25,  28a-2«;  3r» 
26,  627  ;   Nov.  27,  850.  915. 

Medical  Inspection  of  School  CTiiUr«— 
Grant  to  Local-  Authoritlu,  ttev*  X^- 
2,  I400-I404. 

Criminal  Appeal  [Amendment]  BilL 

c.  Report  from  Standing  Committe*  i. 
Nov.  25,  416 

Crooks,  Mr.  W.  [Woolwich] 

Civil  Service  Pensions — Counting  of  l*** 
established  5>ervice,  Nor.  30,  Wn. 

Elementary  Education  (En^Uad  ^ 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Cam.,  Dee.  L  W 

Ingatestone  Election  Disturhance— *'**• 
duct  of  Police,  etc..  Nor,  ?6»671 

Navy 

Portsmouth  Look— Wages  ysA  *»? 
Messrs.  Morisoii  and  Mmob.  3  « 
30.  1068. 

Shipbuilding— Ordera  for  1'b«»o^ 
Cruisers,  Dee.  J,  1658. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Poor  Relief  Disqualificatioo  -  Pto^t^ 
of  Pensioners,  Nor.  :M.  Tttt. 

Wages — Allocation  betwrm  H«b»*- 
and  Wife,  Dee.  2,  1459. 
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Crooks,  Mr.  W.—cont. 

P^liamentary  Refonn  Proposals,  Dec.  3, 
1706. 

Soldiers— Training  for  Civil  Employment, 
Dec.  2,  1452. 

,        Women  Teachers,  Statistics  as  to,  Nov,  26, 
67a 

Woolwich   —   Privilege   Cabs   at   Arsenal 
Station.  Nov.  30,  1078 ;    Dec.  3,  1623. 

Workinsjton  —  Case  of  J.  J.  Jelly,  Dec.  2, 
1452  ;   Dec.  3,  1627. 

Crosbie  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Qs.     Mr.  Flavin  ;   As.    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec. 
3y  1699. 

Cross,  Mr.  A.  [Glasgow,  Camlachie] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 

207. 
North  British  Railway  O.-der  Confirmation 
Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  30,  1227,  1228. 

Crossgar 

Labourers'  Cottages  Scheme. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  MacVeagh;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  25.  385. 

Collinan,  Mr  J.  [Tipperary,  S.] 

Holycrosg — Arrest    of  Peifcns  concerned 
in  Disturbance,  Nov.  26,  692. 

Canard  Line 

Subsidy  Agreement  as  to  Freights. 

Q.     Mr.    Bellairs;      A.     Mr.   Churchill, 
Nov.  27,  938. 

Corraheen 

School  Erection  Proposals. 
Q.     Mr.  Boland ;    .4.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
_ .    24,  129. 

Corran,  Mr.  P.  [Durham,  Jarrow] 

Admiralty  Shipbuiding  Contracts,  Alloca- 
tion of,  Dec.  3, 1661. 

Jarrow  Unemployed,  .Admiralty  Work  for, 

Unemplo3mient — Disfranchisement    Regu- 
lations, Dec.  2, 1459, 1460. 

Dangerons  Performances  on  the  Stage 

Prohibition  of,  proposed. 

Qs.     Mr.  J.  C.  Wason,  Mr.  H.  C.  Lea; 
As.     Mr.  Gladstone,  Nov.  30,  1083. 

Davies,  Mr.  E,  W.  [Carnarvonshire,  Eifion] 

Cattle-Breoding,  Fimds  available  for  im- 
proving, Dec.  3,  1681.  ^ 

Dinorwic  Quarries — Employment  and  Acci- 
dent Statistics,  Nov.  24,  107. 

Mine    Timbjr— Value    of    Welsh    Larch, 
Dec.  1,  1255. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Claims,  Publication  of,  Dec.  1, 1254. 

Regulations — Welsh  Translation  pro- 
posed,  Naj.  24,  107.      ) 
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Davies,  Mr.  E.  W.—cont 

Slates— Import  Statistics,  Ncv.  24,  111  ; 
Nov.  26,  676. 

Small  Holdings— Names  of  Applicants, 
Practice  of  furnishing  to  Private  Land- 
owners, Nov.  26,  684. 

Davies,  Mr,  T.  [Fulham] 

Old-Age  Pension  Claims,  Information  as 
to,  Nov.  25,  393  ;  Nov.  30,  1076. 

Death  Duties 

Estate  Duty  Office— Salaries  and  Promo- 
tion of  Clerks. 

Qs.  Mr.  Carlile  ;  As.  Mr.  Ilobhouse, 
Nov.  30,  1092. 

Debtors 

(Imprisonment) — Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Presented,  Dec.  2,  1476. 

Deering  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.    Hazleton;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1061. 

Delany,  Mr.  W.  [Queen's  Co.mty,  Ossory] 

Cildbeck  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  3,  1688. 

Caploughlan — Education  Ccn  missioners' 
Estate,  Sale  of,  Nov.  30,  1C62. 

National  School  Teachers'  Grant,  Distribu- 
tion of,  Nov.  27,  942. 

Rathdowney  Petty  Sessions— Case  of  P. 
Sweeny,  Nov.  30,  JC63. 

Denman,  Lord 

Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  1,  1232. 

Destructive  Insects  and  Pests  Act 

Inspectors  appointed. 

Qs.     Mr.  L.  Hkray;     As.     Mr.  Fuller,. 
Dec.  3,  1680. 


A.     Mr.    BirrelU 


.^m     , A. 


Dick  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.    Hazleton ; 
Nov.  30,  1061. 

Dilke,    Et.    Hon.    Sir   C.   W.   [Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean] 

Children,  EmplojTiient  of — Enforcement  cf 
Section  3  (4)  and  (6)  cf  Act  of  1903, 
Nov.  25,  394,  395. 

Congo  Free  State — British  Vice-Consuls,  etc 

Dec.  1, 1263. 
Nigerian     Munsais,     Mi Utary  Expeditions 
against,  Nov.  ^4,  99. 

DiUon,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Elementary  Education  ( Enjrland  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov:  26,  731-742. 
Com.,  Nov.  30,  1107,  1153-1160, 
1188,  1200,  1201. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov. 
27,  967. 

Financial  Resolution,   Dec.  2,  1562- 
1567. 
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Billon,  Mr.  Z,—cofU. 

Persia 

Constitution,   Granting  of,    Nov,   26, 
666,  666. 

■       I^apfers,  Tabling  of,  Nov,  26,' em, 

Russian    Officers    employed    by    the 
Shah,  Nov.  26 r  685.    -'•  '-" 

Situation  in,  Nov,  26,  665. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b.,  Dec,  3, 
1736.  ,    .   .    ;     ( 

-«,..  Ppevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Oon,,.  Nov,  24, 
243-246,  250,  254. 

Dinorwic  Qnanies 

Employment  and  Accident  Statistics. 
Q.     Mr.  E.  Davies ;  A,     Mr.  Gfcdrtonie, 
.<  Nov,' 24,  107.  - 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Servioe 

Industrial  Development,  Jloports^oh. 
Qs,     Mr.  Wedgwood ;'     Aa.     Mr.  McK. 
Wood,  Nov.  30,  1073. 

Dijieases  of  Animals  .-, 

[See  qUo  Names  of  Diseases,] 

Armenian,"  "  Crown  Point  "  and  "  Man- 
Chester  Trader  "—Orders  Presented, 
Dec.  2,  1393,  1429. 

"  "Marquette"  and  "Minnehaha,"  ss.— 
Orders  7605  and  7606  Presented, 
Nov,  30,  1022,  1045. 

Minneapolis,"  Order  as  to  Presented, 
Dec,  1,  1235 ;  Dec,  2,  1393^  ; 

Titian  "  Order  as  to.  Presented,  Dec,  3, 
1593,  1620. 

Dobson,  Mr.  T.  W.  [Plymouth] 

Mitcham  Common  Improvements,  Grant 
for,  Dec  1, 1259. 

Dockyards,  Haval 

See  under  Navy.  ' 

Dogs 

Stray,  Disposal  of. 
Qs.    Mr.  Smeaton ;  As,    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Nov,  24,  107. 

Domville  Estate 

'       Sale  Proposals. 

Q.    Mr.  J.  O'Bonnell ;    A,    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1065. 

Dononghmore,  Earl  of 

Aliens  Act  Administration — Definition  of 
"  Immigrant  Ship,"  etc.,  Dec.  2, 
1412-1415. 

ChUdren  Bill,  3b.,  Nov,  30,  1036,  M89, 
1041,  1043. 

Douglas,    Bt    Hon.    A.  A.   [Kent,  St. 

Augustine's] 

.Companies  Consolidation  Bill,  2b.,  Dec,  3, 
1755. 

White    Phosphorus    Matches    Prohibition  ( 
Bill,  Con.,  Dee,  3,  1750.  ' 
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Douglas  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.    J.   Phillips;    A,    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov,  30,  1049. 

Dove 

Petty  Sessions— Case  of  Barter. 

Q,     Mr.    Belloc;     A,    Mr.    Oladitone, 
.  Dec.  1,  1256. 

Dublin 

Metropolitan  Police— Upkeep.  Expenoitnit 
on.  Return  Ordeiid,  Nov.  24,  81; 
Presented,  Dec.  2,  1427. 

Duffy,  Mr.  W.  T.  [Galway.  S.] 

Floods — Prevention   in   Ireland,  Dec   * 

1435. 
Kilrecle— Land  Unsold  and  Condition  of 

iHstrict,  jVov.  ^.  1100.  ' 
Whyko-Blake  Estate,  Sale  Phjposals,  etc. 

Nov.  30,  WW. 

Duncan,  Mr.  E.  [Lanark,  Go  van] 

Colonial  Immigration  Laws,  Dee.  3,  IW*- 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nift.  il 
184,  185,  208. 

Hollow  Ware,  Lead  Used  in  Lining.  >V 

26,  670. 
Naval  Volunteer  Reserve— Deciswn  a»  to 

Signal    Rating    and    Issue    of  Kiu, 
r       Nov,  30,  1068. 

DundrumBay 

Uleftal  Trawling  in. 

Q,    Mr.  J.  MacVeagh  ;   A.    Mr.  Bin»n. 

Dec.  3,  1623. 
Qs.     Captain  Craig ;     As,    Mr.  BimU. 
Dec.  3,  1701. 

Dunleer 

Land,  Disposal  of. 
Qs,    Captain  Craig ;     As.    M/-  BimU 
Dec,  3,  1685. 

Eccletiattical  Oommiitionera 

Parms,  Offer  of,  for  Small  Holdings  wW« 
Vacant. 
Qs,    Mr.     Rogers,     Mr.     Wabej: 
As.    Mr.    Tomkinson,  Ikt.  ^ 
1682. 

Edenderry 

Labourers'  Cottages  Scheme,  Decitioii  »*  **• 
Q,    Itfr.     Sheehy;        A,    Mr.    BintU, 
Dee  3,  1687. 

Education  Board 

President— Hi,  Hon.  W.  Runcimtn- 
Parliamentary  Secretary— Mr,  TrMy»» 

Circular  676,  Cause  for  Issuing. 

Qs.     Mr.  Ashley;    As.     Mr,  TreT^y»»t 
Nov,  25, 389. 

CircuUr  596— Wording  of  Paragraph  7  s*-^ 
Qs.    Mr.  Ashley;    As.     Mr.  TreTslj»«' 
Nov,  26,  398. 

Medical  Officers,  Status  oi 

Q,    Mr.    Ashley;     A,     Mr.    Trewlyss. 
Nov.  26,  399. 
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EdiiQatiqn,  JSngland  and  Wales    , 

IFor  Particular  Places,  see  their  Names.] 

Accommodation  and  Attendance  Statistics. 
Q.    Mr.  Ellis  ;  A.    Mr.  Runciman,  Nov. 
24,  86. 

Building  Grants — Statement  of  Cases  Pre- 
sented, Nov.,  27,  934 ;   Nov.  30,  1021. 

Expenditure  by  Local  Authorities^    v  ate 
ment  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.    Cfames    Hopo,    Lord    B; 
Cecil ;   As.  Mr.  i'revelyan,  Nov. 
26,  401. 
Q,    Mr.,    JTames    Hope;      A.    Mr. 
.    Runciman,  Dec.  3,  1628. 

German  in  Secondary  Schools. 

Os.    Sir  P.  Magnus,  Mr.  Speaker,  Dec. 
2,  1458. 

^  Maintenance  of  Schools,  Expenditure  on — 
Statement  Presented,  Nov.  24,  22,  80. 

Medfcal   Ins2>ection,    Cost  of,    and  Grant 
for. 
^       Os.    Viscount  Galway,  Dec.  2, 1394- 
1397,  1406;  Lord  Belper,  1397- 
1400,     1402,     1403;      Earl    of 
Crewe,    1400-1404 ;  •    Viscount 
Midleton,  1404;    Lord  Clifford 
of    Chudleigh,    1405;         Lord 
Fitzmaurice,  1406,  1407. 
Q,     Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald  ;   A,    Mr. 
Runciman',  Dec.  3,  1627. 

Religious  Instruction — Teaching  of  the 
Apostles*  Creed. 

Q.     Mr.  Lane-Fox ;  A .    Mr.  Runci- 
man, Dec.  4,  1768. 

Roman  Catholic  School  Attendance. 
Qs.     Mr.  C.  J,  O'Donnell,  Sir  G.  Parker, 
Mr.    Myer ;     As.    Mr.    Trevelyan, 
Dec  2,  1463. 

Secondary  Schools  and  Pupil-Teacher 
Centres — Return  Presented,  Dec.  4, 
1767. 


•  >  » 


Teachers 


Irish  Training,  Recognition  of. 
Qs.     Mr.     Nannetti ;  As. 

Trevelyan,  Nov.  26,  677. 

Salaries,  Expenditure  on. 

Q.    Mr.     James     Hope ;      A . 
Runciman,  Dec.  4,  1760. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Women,  Statistics  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  Crooks ;  A.   Mr.  Trevelyan, 
■Nov.  26,  676. 

Education,  Ireland 

[For  Particular  Places,  see  their  Names.] 

Girls^  Schools  Closed  and  Amalgamated. 
Q.    Mr.  O'Dowd ;   A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Dee. 
1,  1270. 

Grants — Comparison  with  Great   Britain^ 
Qs.    Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  As.    Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Dec.  2,  1473. 

Inspectorship  —  Appointment  .  projected. 
Q,    I^r.   J.   Murphy;    A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  25,  385. 
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Education,  Ir^J^d—con^ 

Intermediate  .   ■  * 

Inspectorate. 

Qs,    Mr.     Kettle,    Mr.     Hazleton; 
As,    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  3,  1695. 

Rule  49,  Interpretation  of. 

Q.    Mr.    Boland;    A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  24,  126. 

Katioiukl,  School  Teachers 

Grant,  Distribution  of. 

Q.    Mr.   Delany;    A.    Mr.   Birrell, 
Nov.  27,  942. 

Junior  Assistants — Standard  of  Effici- 
ency required.       1 

Q:  Captain  Craig;  A.  Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  30,  1061. 

Psnsion    Rules    Presented,     Dec.    1 
1229,   1234. 

Salaries 

Assistants,  Payment  to. 

Qs.  Mr.  Nannetti ;  As.  Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  26,  644 ;  Dec, 
3,  1645. 

Delay  in  Paying. 

Q.    Mr..     Ginnell;       A,    Mr. 
BirreM,  Dec.  2,  1438. 

Procedure  in  dealing  with  Claims. 
Q.     Captain    Craig;      A.    Mr. 
Bin  ell,  Nov.  30,   1063. 

Return  Ordered,  Dec.  1,  1235. 

Workhouse  Teachers,  see  under  Workhouses 
— Irish  School  Teachers 

Education,  Scotland 

Vice-President  of  the  Council — Rt.  Hon. 
J.  Sinclair 
[For  Particular  Places,  see  their  Names.] 

Secondary  Schools,  Particulars  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.    Menzies ;     As.    Mr.    Sinclair, 
Nov.  30,  1093  ;  Dec.  2,  1470. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Con.,  Nov.  24,  147. 

3b.*  Nov.  24,  221. 
/.  iB,*  Nov.  25,  370. 

Debate  on  Consideration  [Commons],  Novi 
24,  147. 

Clause  14-^Omission  of  Subsection  (1) 
proposed,    149-161. 

Clause  15 — Omission  of  Subsection  (2), 
161,  164; 

Cumulative  Vote,  Retention  of,  203- 
208. 

Department 

Designation  as  Scottish  Education 
Department,  211. 

Transfer  from  London  to  Edin- 
burgh,   proposed,    214-216. 

Discussion,  Time  allowed  for,  212,  213. 

Fund,  Allocation  of,  161-177. 

G»'ic,     Provision    for    teaching    of, 
162-158. 

[eotU, 
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Bdiication  (Seotland)  Bill— cont 

Debate  on  conBideration  [Commons]— con< 

Government  Amendments,   147,   148, 
149,  182,  202,  212. 

Kecessitons  Districts,  Special  Aid  for, 
proposed,    177-180. 

Boman  Catholic  Schools,  Position  of, 
160,  216-218. 

'^  Schemes  to  be  laid  before  Parliament, 

180. 

School  Boards 

Election — Postponement  till  1911, 
proposed,  200-202. 

Unification  of — Powers  of  Educa- 
tion Board,  184,  185. 

Surcharges  on  Expenditure,  Provision 
as  to,  186-195. 

Voluntary  Schools,  Grants  to,  149-151. 

Deputations  in  connection  with. 
Qs,    Mr.    Pirie,    Mr.    Watt;    As.    Mr. 
Sinclair,  Nov,  24.  126. 

Edwards,  Hr.  A.  C.  [Denbigh  District] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov,  25, 440-461  ; 
Com.,  Dec,  1,  1363-1366,  1370, 
1372,   1375. 

AUocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov,  27, 
1003-1004. 

Egypt 

Provincial     Councils — Draft     Decree     for 
Amendment  of  Constitution. 

Q,  Dr.  Rutherford;  A.  Sir  £. 
Grey,  Nov,  24,  101. 

Eleetrio  Lighting 

Accounts — Appointment  of  Auditors. 
Q,    Mr.  G.  A.  Hardy;     A,      Mr.  Chur- 
chiU,  Nov,  24,  112. 

Elementary    Ednoation    [England    and 
Wales]  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

f.  2b.,  Nov.  26,  417  ;  Nov,  26,  IQl ;  Com,, 
Nov.  ^,1106;  Dee,  1,  1276;  Dec  2, 
1476. 

Allocation  of  Time  to. 

0$,  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  Lord  R. 
Cecil  Mr.  Asquith,  3Ir.  K. 
Hardie,  Nov,  25,  415 ;  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Asquith,  Lord  R. 
Cecil,  Nov,  26,  703. 

Resolution   [Mr.    Asquith],   Nov,   27, 
944,  1015-1020. 

Associations,  Formation  of. 

Qs,  Sir  H.  Kimber,  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas, 
Lord  E.  Talbot,  Sir  G.  Parker; 
As,    Mr.  Trevelyan,  Dec.  2,  1465. 

Attendance,  Effect  on. 
Q,    Mr.    Rawlinson;     A,     Mr.    Runci- 
man,  Dec.  1,  1236. 

Children     in     Attendance — Definition     of 
Term. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald  ;  A,    Mr. 
Trevelyan,  Nov.  25,  402.   _^ 
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Ekmentary    Edneation  rWngiaad 
Wales]  (No.  2)  BilI-€<Ni<. 

Clause  1  (2)  (a).  Interpretation  of. 

O-itMr.  E.  Cecil;    A.    Mr.  Trevelyaft, 
Nov,  26,  678. 

Clause  1  (3) — Application  of 
Q,    Mr.     Hay;      A,     Mr. 
Dec,  3,  1678. 
Clause  2 

Draft  Regulations  Presented,  Mm- 
827,  934. 

Right     of     Entry     in 
Schools. 

Qs,  Mr.  Mildmay.  Mr.  AiU>7 : 
A  s,  Mr.  Trerel JAB,  Dk.  i. 
1260. 

Clause  2  (5),  Tabling  of  RegnlatioM  Bade 
und«^r. 
Q.    Lord  R.  CecU  ;  A,    Mr.  Bme> 

man,  Nov,  24,  85.  f 

Q.     Mr.  J.  R.  Macdonald ;  A.    Xr. 
Trevelyan,  Nov.  25,  408. 

Clause  3,  Inter]netation  of. 
Q,    Mr.    Yoxall;     A,    Mr.    Trrtelyaa, 
Dec.  2,  1464. 

Contracted-out   Schools. 
Q.    Mr.  Hay;  A,   Mr.  Runci]Dan,X>K.I. 
1763. 
Foreign  Systems,  Infoimation  as  to. 
Qs,     Mr.    Upland;     As.     Sir    E.  Qirj, 
Nov,  26,  664. 
Furniture  of  Contracting-out  Schools. 
Q.    Sir  B.  Sheffield ;  .i .     Mr.  TrrreJysa, 
Nov.  26,  678. 
Grants 

Allocation  of. 

Qs,    Blr.  James  Hope.  ^U.  J.  B- 

Macdonald;    J«.    Mr.  Trrt«i- 

yan,  Nov,  25,  40a 

Q,    Mr.  A.  AlWn;   A.    Hz. 

man,  Dec  4,  1750. 

Appeal  against  Allocation. 
Q.    Sir    H.     Kimber;      .4. 
Trevelyan,  Dec  2,  14*5, 

Exemption  of  London  from 
proposed. 
Q,    Mr.  W.   Pearce;    A,    Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Dec  S,  1<S1 

ParliamentaiT — ^Resolutioo  (Mr. 
mtk),Nov,  30,  1211; 
Dec  2, 1546. 

Negotiations,  Result  of. 

Q,     Lord  R.  Cecil ;    A,     Mr. 
Nov.  30,  1105. 
Questions  on. 
Os.    Mr.  Lytteltoo.  Mr.  Asquith.  Ahl  U 
1475. 
Religious   Instruct  ion,  Allocatiao  of  tias 
for. 

Q,     Mr. Yoxall ;  A.     Mr. 
Dec  2, 1464. 

Roman  Catholic  School  OnnU 

Q.    Mr.    A.    Chamberlain;       A,     Mi; 
Trevelyan,  Nov.  SO,  IOWl 

Sohoolhouse,  Definition  ol 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Hardy;  A.    Mx. 

1  Dec  3,  1627. 
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fiementary    Education   [Ibgland   audi  Essex,  Mr.  B.  W.  [GioueestenhirD,  Ciren- 


Wales]  (Ho.  2)  Bill— cone. 

Secondary  Schools  and  Training  Colleges, 
Effect  on. 
Qa.    Sir  P.  Magnus,  Sir  W.  Anson, 
Mr.  James   Hope;     As,     Mr. 
Trevelyan,  Dec  2,  1461. 
Q.    Sir    r.     Magnus ;        A,      Mr. 
Runoiman,  Dec.  3,  1629. 

Section  1  (2)  (6),  Interpretation  of. 

Qs,    Mr.  G.  Gooch,  Mr.   Thome;     As, 
Mr.  Trevelyan,  Dec,  2,  1464. 

Suspension   of    Eleven     o'Clock    Rule— 
Motion  (Mr.  Asquith),  Nov.  26,  704. 

Systematic  Moral  Instruction,  Facilities  for. 
Q,  Mr.   G.  Gooch;   A,   Mi,  Trevelyan, 
Nov.  26, 678. 

Teachers,  Position  of. 
Q,    Mr,  S.  Wortley ;  A.    Mr.  Runciman, 
Dee.  3,  1677. 

Withdrawal  of. 
Os.   Sir  F.  Banbury,  Mr.  Asquith,  Dee.  2, 
1475  ;  Mr.  Asquith,  Dec  4, 1766. 

Ellenborongh,  Lord 

Chatham,    Docking    Accommodation    at, 

Nov,  24,  66.  67. 
Merchant  Shipping  Officers — Objections  to 

granting   Certificates    to    Foreigners, 

Nov.  24, 75. 

Navy 

Docking  Accommodation  for  Vessels 
of  *•  Dreadnought  "  Class,  Nov.  24, 
65-69. 

Repairs,  Number  of  Vessels  imdergoing, 
Nov.  24,  39. 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Nov.  24, 
36-40, 66. 

Ellis,  Bt.  Hoii*  J.  E'  [Nottingham,  Rushcliffe] 

Educational  Accommodation  and  Attend- 
ance Statistics,  Nov.  24. 86. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BiU,  2b.,  Nov.  \26,  741- 
745. 

Ely  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.    Mr.    Ffrench;       A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Dec.  i,  1273. 

Emigrants  Information  Office 

Colonial  Immigration  Laws,  see  Colonies. 

Ennis 

Unemployment  Grant. 

Q.    Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  24,  130. 

ErroDi  Earl  of 

Army 

Garrisoning  of  Stations  Abroad,  Pro- 
vision for,  Dec.  3, 1603. 

Reserve — Strength    on    Mobilisation 
Dec  5, 1600. 

,  Special  Reserve,  Strength   of,  Dec,   3, 

1598,  1599. 

I  ^  S       Strength  compared  with  three    years 
ago,  Dec.  5, 1597-1601. 
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Agriculture 

Departmental  Funds  devoted  to  Irish 
Agriculture,  Dec.  3, 1702. 

Grant  in  England,  Dec.  3, 1679. 

Colonial  Immigiation  Rules,  Nov,  24^  95, 
96. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1,  1359-1361 ; 
Dec.  2,  1518. 

Gloucestershire  Telegraph  Facilities,  Dec.  3, 
1677. 

Irish  Agricultural  Exports  (1897  and  1907). 
Dec,  2,  1436. 

Marston  Sicca — Cooper  School  Scheme^ 
Dec,  3,  1628.  tb 

Eversley,  Lord 

Navy 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Nov.  24,  56^ 
57,  59. 

Short  Service  System,  Advantages  of» 
Nov,  24,  68. 

Two- Power  Standard,  Definition  and 
Maintenance  of,  Nov.  24,  53-56. 

Navy  Estimates — ^Increase  in  certain  Items 
during  last  Ten  Years,  Nov.  24,  57,  58. 

Evictions,  Ireland 

^ee  under  Ireland. 

Exports  and  Imports 

Foreign   Import   Duties — Statement   Pre 
sented,  Dec.  1,  1234  ;  Dec.  t,  1393. 

Faber,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  590-597. 

Faber,  Captain  W.  V.  [Hants,  Andover] 

Army 

Horses — Oat  Supply  System,  Dec.  2, 
1449. 

Inniskilling  Dragoons  Promotions  and 
Transfers,  Dec.  2,  1450,  1451. 

Indian  Army — Method  of  effecting  Change 
of  Stations,  Nov.  24,  82. 


Peerage 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland,  Claim 
to  Vote  at  Elections  of,  Nov.  24, 1. 

Farm  Labourers 

Migratory,  Accommodation  provided  for. 
Q.     Mr.  FfrenciJ ;    A.     Mr.  Bums,  Dec. 
1,  1240. 

Farrell,  Mr.  J.  [Longford,  N?] 

King-Harman     Estate — Agreements     for 
Ballinamuck  Portion,  Nov.  26,  699.      ^ 

_    Tuberculosis   Prevention   (Ireland)   Bill-— 
J Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  30,  1096. 
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Pell,  Mr.  A.  [Great  Yajj^iou^] 

Aliens — Children  of  Deported  Persons,  Case 
of  Schafer,  Nov.  26,  670. 

All-British  Mail  Route — Progress  of  Nego- 
tiations, Nov.  30,  1083,  1084. 

Liverpool — Chinese  Imnjiigration  Statistics, 
Nov.  25,  393,  394. 

'Navy 

Chatham  Dockyard  Channel — Dredg- 
ing Proposals,  -^(W.  26,  64fe. 

Medway  Floating  Dock  Scheme,  Nov. 
t  25, 648.        . 

Soudan 

22^Lado  Enclave, 

Destruction   ol   Elephants,    Dee. 
3,  1670. 

Position  in,  Nov,  30,  1074,  1076, 
1104. 

Preservation  of  Wild  Gikmcn,  Dee, '  ^, 
1670,  1671. 

Penwiok,  Mr.  C.     [NorthunSerland,  Wans- 
beok] 

Old-Age  Pensions — Method  of  reckoning 
A&rrie4  Persons*  Income,  Nov.  30, 
1046. 

Pergtwon,  Mr.  E.  C.  M  [Lsith  Kurghs] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
164, 176, 181, 182,  194, 204. 

Permanag^li 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of.  -  , ' 

Q.    Air.   Petherstonhaugh ;        A,     Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  27,  94L  fc. , 

Vaughan*8  Charitable  School,  Administra- 
tion of.  ..,.».    ' 
Q.    Mr.  Jordan;     A,    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30, 1060. 

Pertilisers  and  Feeding^  Stuffs'  Ac  t 

General  Regulations  Presented,  Dec.  4* 
1767. 

Pethard 

Coastguard  Station,  Use  for. 

Q.     Mr.  Ffreneb ;     A.     Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Nov.  30,  1067. 

Petherstonhang^h,  Mr.  0.  [Fermanagh,  N.] 

Ardess  School — Case  of  Miss  G.  Knox, 
Nov.  24,  89. 

Army  Bandsmen — Training  aft  'Kn^Iler 
Hall,  Nov.  30,  1063. 

Fairs,  Whisky  sold  at,  Dec.  4,  1763. 

Fermanagh  Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of, 
Nov.  27,  941. 

King-Harman  Estate — Turbary  RightF, 
Nov.  30,  1098. 

Land  Purchase  Act,  1891 — ^-'ection  2, 
Rules  made  under,  Nov.  26,  382. 
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Petherstonhfkng^h,  Mr.  Q.—conU 

Liquor  Traflfio 

Licensed  Pubb'oans  appointed  as  Put* 
masters  in  Ireland*  Nov.  55,  M. 

Reform  Proposals,  Nov.  25,  SSL 

Taxation — Assistant    Surveyorship*,  Ex- 
-  aminations  for,  Ni9.  24,  87. 

Pever  Eospitali 

Inspection  System. 

Qa.  Mr.  Watt ;  Ak  Mb  Bonn,  te. 
2,  1460. 

*  • 

Pfrenoh,  Mr.  P.  [Wexford,  S.] 

Boxwell  Estate  Eviot#d  Tenjsta,  Pontiot 
of,  Nov,  26,  680. 

Ely  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec  1, 1273. 

Farm  Labourers,  Ifigratory,  Ac«oiiiido(U- 
tion  provided  for,  Dec.  1,  1240. 

Fethard  Coastguard  Station,  Use  for,  JTa 
SO,  1057. 

Leigh  Estate— Case  of  £.  Egan,  Dtt.  h 
1274. 

Poor  Law^  Returns,  Paymeat  of  Sxpeasi 
of  Furnishing,  Nov,  26,  662. 

SIgginsbaggard  Evicted  Tenants,  I^dtn 
of,  Nov.  30,  104a 

Pield,  Mr.  W*  [Dublin,  St.  Patrick] 

Civil  Service  Pensions.  New  SchfDc  for, 
Nov.  30,  1068. 

Railways,  Irish 

Cattle  Transit  Arrangements,  Drc  t 
1648. 

Lodging-Houses  provided  for  Gwrir 
etc..  State  of,  Nov,  39,  1064. 

Midland  Great  Westem— Ho«r«  of 
Duty  of  Firemen*  etc.  ^V««.  JRi 
1064. 

Trade,  Board  of — Formation  of  ArbitrsiioB 
Board,  proposed,  Nov.  30,  1063. 

Pirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

M  Hon.  H.  H.  Aaquiik, 

PiBcal  Polioj 

Foreign    Countries    and    t^ir    Colmirt. 
Relations  between. 
Q.     Mr.    MitchelLThomsoa :        i- 
Mr.  ChurchUl,  Dec  3,  1671 

Pifloal  Policy  of  International  Trtdt 

Circumstances  of  Preparation  ol 

Qe.  Mr.  B.  Law.  Mr.  A.  ChamberUja: 
As.  Mr.  Lloyd-George» Mr.  Spr«k»». 
Nov.  24,  103. 

Publication  of. 
Q.     Mr.  J.  Collings ;  A.    Mr.  HoUmw. 
Dec.  3,  1633. 

Revision  before  Publication. 
Q.     Mr.    Court  hope;      A.     Mr.   LW?^ 
George,  Nov.  26,  660. 
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[See  also  Names  of  Places,  Rivers,  cic.] 

Scottish  New  Cruiser. 

Q,     Mr.  Weir;     A.    Mr.  Sinclair,  Dec, 
1,  1237. 

tzmanrice,    Lord — Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster. 
Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  ?7,  894-908. 

Medical  Inspection  of  School  Children — 
Grant  to 'Local  Authorities,  etc.,  Dec, 
2,  1406,  1407. 

iavin,  Mr.  M.  J.  [Kerry,  N.] 

Crosbie  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec,  3, 1699,  1700. 

Firearm  Traffic,  Kegulation  of,  Dec.  3, 1697. 

Franks  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  26» 
098. 

Killamey  Fair  Rent  Appeals,  Decisions  in, 
N^v.  26,699. 

Muuster  Land  Purchase  Prices,  Dec.  3, 
1693.  , 

Ormathwaite  Estate  Evicted  Tenants. 
Poaition  of,.  Dec.  3,  1699. 

betwood,  Eynd  and  Others,  Estate  of 

Sale  Proposals. 
Q^    Mr.    John    O'Connor;        A.     Mr. 
Birrell,  Dec.  1,  1243. 

[ynn,  Kr.  J.  C-  [Cork.  N.] 

Fuge  Estate,  Purchase  of,  Dec.  3,  1686. 

Grehan  Estate — Case  of  Mr.  T.  Barrett, 
Dee.  3,  1644. 

Trade  Frauds,  Prevention  of,  Dec.  3, 1701, 
1702 

)llce8tbne 

Unemployment — Application  for  Distress 
Committee. 

Q.     Mr.  G.  Roberts  ;  A.   Mr.  Bums, 
Dec.  3,  1632. 

)od  and  Drags  Act 

Administration  in  Ireland. 
Q.     Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  646. 

)ot  and  Month  Disease 

American  Outbreaks. 

Os,     Earl     of     Onslow,     Earl 

Carrington,  Nov.  24,  24. 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Hardy  ;  A,     Sir  E. 

Strachey,  Nov.  2S,  404. 
Qs.    Mr.     V.     Kennedy,     Mr. 

Kilbride,  Mr.  Cooper ;   As. 

Sir  E.   Strachey,  Dec,    1, 

1261. 
Q.    Mr.  L.  Hardy ;  A.    Sir  E. 

Strachey,  Dec.  2,  1430. 

Order  Prohibiting  Landing  of  Animals 
Presented,  Dec,  4,  1767. 
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Foreign  Office 

Secretary  of  Stater— ^i,  Hon.  Sir  E.  Grey. 

Under-Secretary^^.  T.  McK.  Wood. 

Small  Wars  UndertAkenf  against  Native 
Tribes. 

Qs,    Mr.   MacNeill ;      As,    Sir   E. 
Grey,  Dec,  3,  1666. 

Women  Clerks  in  First  and  Second  Division. 
Q,    Mr.    Cooper;       A.    Sir    E.    Grey, 
Dec,  2,  I436i 

Porster,  Mr.  H.  W.  [Kfent;  Sevenoaks] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  O)  BilU  Com.,  Dec,  i> 
1338,  1348;,  i>cc.  2,  1615. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov.  27, 
961-967. 

Ingatestone  Election  Disturbance— Conduct 
of  Police,  etc.,  Nov.  26,  672. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2&.,  Du,  3, 
1730. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con,„Nov.  24, 266. 

Poster,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  W.  [Dirby^  nkeston] 

Small  Holdings — Rent,  Basis  of  Calculat- 
ing, Nov.  26,  66^. 

Pranks  Estates 

Sale  Proposals. 
Qs.    Mr.    Fla,vin;       As,    Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  698. 

Fmit  Trees 

Spraying    Regulationsr-Issue   of   Leaflet, 
proposed. 
Qs,    Mr.     Courtho]^ ;        As.    Mr. 
Fuller,  Dec,  3,.  1681. 

Fnge  Estate 

Purchase  Proposals. 
Q.    Mr.  Flynn ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec,  3, 
1686. 

PnUer,  Mr.  J.  M.  P.  [Wiltshire,  Westbury] 

Agriculture  Grant  in  England,  Dec,  3, 1679. 

Cattle-breeding,  Funds  (available  for  Im- 
proving, Dec,  3,  1681. 

Destructive    Insects    and    Pests    Act — 
Inspectors  appointed,  Dec,  3,  1680. 

Fruit-Trees,  Leaflet  as  to  Spraying,  Dec,  3, 
1682. 

Gooseberry  Mildew  Outbreaks,  Dec.  3, 1679. 

Winter  Course  of  Disease  in,  Dec,  3, 
1680. 

Small  Holdings — Land  held  by  Co-opera- 
tive Societies,  Dec.  3,  1679. 

> 

Galway 

Constabulary 

County  Inspectors*  Salaries. 
Q.    Mr.  Hazleton  ;  A.    Mr.  BirreU^ 
Dec,  2,  1443. 


Ool-CHa] 


INDEX. 

Nov.-  2i^Dee.  4. 
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Oalway— con#. 

CoDBtabnlary — eon(. 

Extra  Police  employed. 
Q.    Mr.  Harieton  ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell, 

Nov.  26,  698. 
G.     Mr.  Hazleton  ;  A,     Mr.  Birrell, 
i^ov.  30,  1046. 

<  Inspectors  and  Head  Constables, 

Q.    Mr.  Hazleton ;  A,    Mr.  Birrell, 
J^Tcw.  2J,  386. 

Lewis,  Mr.,  Police  Protection  of. 
Q,    Mr.   J.   Roche;      A,    Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1051. 

Galway,  Visoonnt 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  633-635. 

Medical  Inspection  of  School  Children — 
Grant  to  Local  Authorities,  etc.. 
Dee.  2,  1394-1397,  1406. 

Oermany 

Essen  Railway,  Government  Reservation  of. 
Qs.    Mr.   Bellairs;     As.    Sir  E.  Grey, 
Nov.  24,  101. 

Oinnell,  Mr.  L.  [Westmeath,  N.] 

Castlerea  Union,  Seed  Rate  uncollected  in, 
Nov.  25,  382. 

Chapman  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  1,  1268. 

Harlech  Estate 

Bogland,  Disposal  of,  Dec.  1,  1242. 

Market  House— Use  for,  Dec.  1,  1242. 

Joly  Estate — Cases  of  Mrs.  Killen  and 
Mrs.  Hobson,  Nov.  25,  383. 

Land  Act,  1903,  Section  3,  Land  pur- 
chased under,  Nov.  25,  381. 

Land  Purchase 

Mortgage  of  Holding  and  Subsequent 
Eviction,  Cases  of,  Dec.  J,  1268. 

Residents    in    and    out    of    Ireland, 
Payments  to,  Nov.  24,  127. 

Milltown — Disposal  of  Mr.  Fetherston's 
Ranch,  Nov.  24,  126. 

Mullingar  District  Lunatic  Asylum 
Accounts,  Nov.  26,  640. 

National  School  Teachers*  Salaries,  Delay 
in  Paying,  Dec.  2,  1438. 

Pakenham  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Dis- 
posal of,  Nov.  24,  127. 

Potts  Estate,  Situation  on,  Nov.  25,  384. 

Roscommon  Agricultural  and  Technical 
Committee,  Allegations  against,  Dee. 
1,  1239. 

Small  Holdings — Communications  sent  to 
Defaulting  Councils,  Dec.  1,  1263. 

Westmeath  Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of, 
Dec.  2,  1439. 

Gladitone»  Et.  Hon.  H.  J.— Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  [Leeds,  W.] 

Aldridge  Colliery,  Accidents  at,  Nov.  26, 
641. 

Aliens — Children  of  Deported  Persons, 
Case  of  Schafer,  Nov.  26,  671.  ^ 
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OlfMlftone,  Et  Hon.  H.  J.^c^mt. 

Anaesthetics,  Adminietrcticn  o{ — Ci^e  t 
A.  Lebathe,  Nov.  26,  656. 

Cabs,  Taximeter — Privileges  at  Bii'ty 
Stations,  Nov.  26,  642. 

Children,  Employment  of — EnforrtmcT' 
of  Section  3  (4)  and  (5)  of^Aft^i 
1903,  Nov.  25,  394.  395. 

Coroners'  Inquests.  Press  Repfwrn*.!  ". 
at.  Ncfv.  25,  394;  Nov.  30,  I**"' 
1081 ;   Dee,  3,  1626. 

County  Courts  Procedure.  Coaiaitu*  t. 
Consider,  proposed.  Dee,  3,  1624. 

Dangerous  Performances  on  the  fta|r. 
Prohibition  of,  int>poe0d.  Not,  -. 
1083. 

Dinonnc  Quarries,  EmployiB«iit  and  in- 
dent SUtistics,  Nov.  24,  107. 

Dogs,  Stray,  Disposal  of,  A*or.  24,  ]<^ 

Dove    Petty  Sessions — Caee    of    Bart«'. 

Dee.  1,  1256. 
Grangemouth  Dock  Labour  Dispvtr,  Is* 

3,  y525. 

Guernsey — Furxe  Burning  on  rAnrrf* 
Common,  Nov.  26,  66a 

Hollow  Ware,  Lead  used  in  Lini^f.  3'-' 
S6,  670. 

Ingatestone  Election  Distnrbanee— ^  <^ 
duct  of  Police,  etc..  Not.  itf.  fTi. 
Nov.  30,  1081.  1082. 

Juvenile  Offender? — Conanhmtire  t«» 
mittee  to  deal  with  Matter*  fcbt*>« 
to,  proposed  Nov.  t4,  HO. 

Licensing  Ajt,  1934— L>an».  Period  1  ' 
Repaying,  Dee.  3,  1624. 

Linlithgow— Polish  Miners,  Talt  : 
Naturalisation,  Nor.  26,  670. 

Liverpool  Chinese  Immigratioo  SUStft: «. 
Nov.  25,  393,  394. 

Matches— Use  of  White  Phoaphorw.  X' 
1,  1256. 

Mine  Timber— Value  of  Wekh  Ut'-^ 
Dee.  1,  1255. 

Oxford  Circus — Police  Arrangeiii«at»te-;» 
Royal  Procession,  Nen.  24,  lOi. 

Oxford  Street— Building  AcetdcnU  > 
Waring. White  Works.  Dte,  L  1257 

Petrol 

Accidents  from  Explosion  cf.  Sot  .1 
106,  109. 

Storage — Use  of  Safety  Detir*».  3 
24,    108. 

Police,  Complaints  against.  Ryvtes  ' 
dealing  with,  Nov.  26,  668^  | 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Coa,  Sm  •• 
224-227,  229>233,  241.  246-3SC 

Westminster— Case  of  Trew,  Nm,  S4,  •- 

White  Phosphorus  Matebe*  PksU^- 
BiU.  Con.,  Dte.  3,  1747-1730.  l'3X 

Women  Clerks  and  Inspector*  in  tb*  B«' 
Office,  Dee,  3,  1021. 

[ 
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Nw.  24— i>«:.  4. 
Gladstone,  Et.  Hon.  H.  3.—€onU 

Women* B  Suffrage  Movement 

Giskell,  Mrs.  Penn  and  Miss  Smith, 
Case  of.  Nov.  26,  668,  669. 

Prison  Treatment,  Nov.  30,  1079. 

Woolwich— Privilege     Cabs    at    Arsenal 
Station,  Nov.  30,  1079 ;    Dec.  3,  1624. 

Workington — Case  of  J.  J.  Jelly,  Dec.  2, 


[Ola— Ort 


Oortdromenllag^h 

Moonlighting  Outrage  on    19th  inst. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale;       A.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  692. 

Government  Departments 

Blotting-paper  and  Ink,  Supply  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Hunt;       A.     Mr.    Hobhouse, 


1453  ;  Dec.  3,  1627. 

Olantawr,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  635-638. 

Olasg^ow 

Young  Men's  Christian  Association  Classes, 
Position  of. 
Q.     Mr.   Watt ;      A,  Mr.   Sinclair, 
Dee.  1,  1266. 

Olendinning^,  Mr.  B.  [Antrim,  N.] 

Hayti— Protection  of  British  Subjects, 
Dee.  3,   1644. 

Olenflesk 

Railway  Station  for,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Murphy;     A.     Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Nov.  25,  379. 

Gloucestershire 

Telegraph  Facilities. 

Q.    Mr.  Essex ;    A.     Mr.  Buxton,  Dec. 
3,  1677. 

OlOVer,  Mr.  T-  [St.  Helens] 

Coal  Mines  (Eight  Hours)  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  26,  700;  Dee. 
3,  1707. 

Oooch,  Mr.  0.  P.  [Bath] 

Elementary  Education  (No.  2)  Bill. 

Section   1   (2)   (h)  Interpretation   of, 
Dec.  2,   1464. 

Systematic  Moral  Instruction,  Facili- 
ties for,  Nw.  26,  678. 

Gooseberry  Mildew 

Fungicides  used. 

Q.     Mr.  L.  Hardy  ;  A.     Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Nov.  30,  1055. 

Order  Presented,  Dec.  3,  1593,  1620. 

Outbreak. 

Q.     >Ir.    L.    Hardy;      A.     Mr.    Fuller 
Dec.  3,  1679. 

Prohibition   of  Importation   of   Bushes — 
Order  Presented,  Nov.  24,  23,  81. 

Winter,  Course  of  Disease  in. 
^  Q.    Mr.    Courthope ;      A.     Mr.    Fuller, 
Dee.  3,  1680. 


€K>re'Booth  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 
Q.    Mr.    McHugh^ 
Dec.  f,n442. 
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A.    Mr.    Birrell, 


Nov.  24,  117. 
Qs.     Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Hodge;    As.    Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Nov.  26,  679. 

Contracts — Wages   of  Carpenters. 

Q.     Mr.   W.   T.   Wilson;      A.     Mr.   L. 
Harcourt,  Nov.  27,  940. 

Supplies  for — Place  of  Origin. 

Q.     Mr.    Hunt;       A.     Mr.    Hobhouse, 
Nov.  26,  648. 

Oranard,  Earl  of 

Navy 

Docking  Accommodation  for  Vessels 
of  "Dreadnought"  Class,  Nov. 
24,  30,  65.  68,  69. 

Guns  and  Gun-Mountings,  Provision 
for.  Nov.  24,  34,  64. 

Home  Fleet  Manoeuvres,  Result  of, 
Nov.  24,  64. 

Rosyth,  Date  of  Completion,  Nov. 
24,  36. 

P        Shipbuilding    Programme,    Nov.    24, 
34,  64. 
Stores,  Reserve  of,  Nov.  24,  35. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyers,  Construction 
Policy,  Nov.  24,  35. 

Two- Power  Standard,  Definition  and 
Maintenance  of,  Nov.  24,  34,  36, 
65. 

Orang^emouth 

Dock  Labour  Dispute. 

Q.    Mr.  G.Roberts;  ^.    Mr.  Gladstone, 
Dec.  3,  1625. 

Grant,  Mr.  C.  [Warwickshire,  Rugbj] 

Ingatestone  Election  Disturbance—Con- 
duct of  Police,  etc.,  Nov.  26,  671,  672  ; 
Nov.  30,  1082. 

Portsmouth  Lock — Wages  paid  by  Messrs. 
Morison  and  Mason,  Nov.  30,  1068. 

Questions — Procedure  in  asking  on  Friday, 
Nov.  27,  943. 

Grays  Thnrrock 

Unemployment — Application     for     Distress 
Committee. 
Q.     Mr.   Wardle;    A,    Mr.   Bums, 
Dec.  3,  1630. 

Greenwood,  Mr.  G.  [Peterborough] 

Police,  Complaints  against.  System  of 
dealing  with,  Nov.  26,  668. 

Women's  Suflfragc  Movement — Cases  of 
Mrs.  GftskelJ,  Penn.  and  Miss  Smith, 

N<yv.  26,  fum,  m'Q.       ._  ^ 
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Jfov.  34^Dee.  4. 
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Orehan  Estate 

Caw  of  Mr.  T.  Barrett. 

Q.     Mr.  Flynn  i  A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Dfc.  3. 
1044. 

Oretton.  Hr.  J.  IButland] 


Grey,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  "Z.—Seertiarv  of  state  for 

Foreign  Affaira  [Northumberland,   Ber. 
wi.k] 
Afghanistan — Prevention  of  Gun-nmning, 

Du.  1.  1254. 
Congo    Free    St«t«— British    Vice-Consulc 

and  Travelling  Facilities,  Dec.  1,  1253. 
Egyptian       Provincial       Councils — Draft 

Decree  for  Amendment  of   Conatitu- 

tion.  Nov.  24.  101. 
Foreign  SyetcmH  of  Eklucation,  Information 


1.  Nov.  i 


of 


Germany— Government     Reeervati 
Essen  Railway,  Nov.  24,  101. 
'  Havti  DisturbttTi"C9— Protj-ction  of  British 
"  Subjecls.  Nov.  26.  803,  664;    Dtc.  i. 
1044,   1660,   1070. 
International  Naval  Conference 

Parliamentary  Conaeut  to  Concluaioni, 

Son.  24,  103. 
Powerainvited  to  takepartin,  ATtv.jZrf, 
103. 
O^iura    Conference — Opinions    of    British 

Delpgates.  Dte.  3,  1669. 
Persia 

British  Government  Policy  in,  Nov.  26, 

607,  608. 
Constitution,    Granting   of,   Nov.   26, 

665,  060. 
Liakhoff.  Colonel,  Position  of.  Nov.  24. 

100;  Dec.  J,  1671. 
Fapera,  Tabling  of,  Nov.  28.  667. 
Parliament,  PropoaaU  as  to,  Nov.  24, 

102. 
Russian   Government   Attitude,   Nov. 

24,  102. 
Russian  Offiiers  employed  by  the  Shah, 

A'oir.  26,  005. 
Situation  in,  A'or.  26,  065. 
nail    Wara   undertaken    againat    Native 
Tribes,  Da.  3,  1665. 

Lado   Enclave— Destruction   of   Ele- 

phsnts,  Drc.  3.  1670. 
Wild  Game,   Preservation  of,  Dtt.  3, 
1670,   1071. 
'omenClorksin  the  Foreign  Offj!',D<f.  2, 
1436. 

Jl.  Mr.  E.  J.  [Anglesey] 
■ray  Engineer  Servieea,  Royal — Payment 
of  Removal  Expenses,  Nov.  26,  650. 


Orindieton 

Churchyard   Eitensioi 

Q.     Mr.  Clough ;     A.     Mr.  Tomkit>.» 
AW.  25.  373. 

Onemier 

FuTTe-buming  on  I'Ancresar  Common. 
Q.     Mr.    Henderson :       .4.     Mr.   CW- 
atone,  Nov.  26,  669- 

GuinneM,  Mr.  S-  tShoreditch.  H«8gent»' 
White    Phosphorus    .Matches    Prohibi.  a 
Bill,  Con.,  Drc.  3,  1753- 

Gttiimeil.  Mr.  W.  (Bury  St.  Edmund*] 

Education  (No.  2)  Bill.  Com..  Dfc.  2.  lim 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com,  Dtr.  4.   \:<: 

17S4,  IBOS'IBOO,  1S23,  1824. 

OoUand,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Dumfries  Bor^] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill.  Cim.,  .V«  .'J.  i 


Gnrdon,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  W-  B.  [Xorfoikj 

Elementary  Education  (England  aDdW4N  • 
(No.  2J  Bill,  2a.,  -Vor.  26.  m'->*« 

Gurteen 

Finnerty,  M.,  Coae  of. 

Q.     Mr.   J.    Roche ;      A.     Mr.    Birr"  . 
Dec.  3,  1703. 
Police  Patrol,  Altoik  on. 
Q.     Mr.    Lonadalei       A.     Mr.    Birr.  . 
Dec.  3.  1698. 

Gwynn,  Mr.  S.  L.  (Galw»y] 

Elementary     Education     (England    *- 

Wales)   (No.   2)    Bill,   Com.,   A".*    -. 

11»2-11»4. 
Irish  Universities  Bil— CTioners.  b—i   ' 

Nov.  28,  043. 
Science,  Royal  College  of— Teachiitf  ^■^* 

Eflect  of  Traneler  on  Income  ol,.*  ' 

30.  1090.  1091. 

Hackney  Marshes 

Work  for  Unemployed  on. 

Q.     Mr,     Brooke ;         A.     Mr.     »av 
Nov.  30,  1050. 

Haldane,  Et  Hon.  E.  B.— Seo**^  •-  a* 

lor  R-ur  [KaddingtonJ 
Bandsmen— Training      at      KMUrt     H^ 

Nov.  30,  1063. 
Barracks,  Insanitary,   Return  m  te,  pw 

powd.  AW  30.  1071. 
CarrickferguB,     Military    DMignoUM    <<■ 

AW.  28.  869, 
Cavalry—Distribatton    RyitcBi.   AW   >- 

1070. 
C^ork     Barracks.    Labtnr    cuplagw4  * 

AW.  28,  044. 
Engineer    Serticeo,    BajbI— Pijws*  << 

Removal  EipeoMa,  Aph  fS.  *& 
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[aldaue,  Et  Hon.  B.  B.—cont, 

Expenditure  of  Great  Britain  and  certain 
Foreign  Countries,  Dee,  3,  1656. 

Guns— Howitxer  Trials,  Nau.  30,  1072. 

Horses— Oat  Supply  System,  Dec.  2, 1449. , 

Infantry  Battalions,  Strength  of.  Dee.  3, 
1655. 

Inniskilling     Dragoons — Promotions     and 
Transfers,  Dec,  2,  1460,  1451.      

Irish  Command,  Constitution  and  Training 
of,  Nov.  30,  1071. 

Officers 

Colonels  on  Half-Pay,  System  of 
appointing,  Nov.  25,  387. 

Tailors    recommended    to.     Dee.     3, 
1638. 

Soldiers 

Boot  Making,  Instruction  in,  Dec.  2, 
1451. 

Training  for  Civil  Employment,  Dee. 
,  1452. 

Territorial  Force 

Ddcorations  for  Transferred  Volun- 
teers, Dec.  3,  1639. 

Efficiency  Medal,  Conditions  of  grant- 
ing, Dec.  3,  1639. 

Guns  for,  Nov.  26,  654. 

Misketry  Training 

Committee,    Names    of,   Dec.    3, 
1640. 

Instructional    Practices,    Dee.    3, 
1643. 

Marking  and  Supervision,  Dec.  3, 
1643. 

Wind  Gauge,  Use  of,  Dec.  3, 1644. 

Re-engagement,  Dec.  3,  1640. 

War   Office   Boot   Contracts   (1898-1902), 
Dee.  3,  1640. 

Halifax,  Yisoonnt 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  26,  578. 

Halsbury,  Earl  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  550-560. 

Hamilton  of  Dalzell,  Lord 

Merchant  Shipping 

Officers — Objections  to  granting  Cer- 
tificates to  Foreigners,  Nov.  24, 
76,  77. 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in 
Port,  Nov.  SO,  1030-1032. 

Hammenmith  Bridg^e 

Protection  of  Embankment  near. 
Q.    Mr.    Clynes ;      A.    Mi.    Churchill,  I 
Nov.  24,  112.  ' 
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Hampstead 

Borough  Council  Expenditure  on  Robing 
Room,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  Cooper;     A,     Mr.  Bums, 
Dee.  3,  1660. 

Etjnpshire 

^-%U  Holdings 

Applications. 

Qs.     Mr.    Smeaton,    Mr.    .Morrell 

As.     Sir     E.     Strachey,     Mr.' 

Speaker,  Nov.  24,  120. 
Q8,     Mr.  R.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Montagu, 

As.    Sir  E.  Strachey,    Deci  J, 

1264. 

Scheme. 
Qs.    Mr.   R.   Harcourt ;      As.^  Sir 
E.  Strachey,  Nov.  26,  682. 

HarOOUrt,  Ht.  Hon.  L. — First  Commissioner 
of  Works  [Lancashire,  N.E.,  Rossen- 
dale] 

Government  Department  Contracts — 
Wages  of  Carpenters,  Nov.  27,  940. 

House  of  Commons — Allocation  of  Rooms, 
Nov.  27,  940. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross  Improvement 

Arches,  Erection  of,  Dec.  2,  1467. 

Roadway  to  Birdcage  Walk,  Widening 
of,  Nov.  30,  1090. 

Parliament — Allocation  of  Rooms  among 
Peers,  Commons  and  Press,  Dec.  3, 
1652. 

Richmond  Park,  Nursery  Garden  in,  Dee. 
2,  1466,  1467. 

Harooort,  Mr.  E-  [Montrose  Burghs] 

Africa,  South — Visit  of  Naval  Squadron, 
Farewell  Message  of  Admiral,  NcV' 
25,  389. 

Hampshire  Small  Holdings 

Applications,  Refusals  of.  Dee.  1,  1264. 

Scheme,  Nov.  26,  682. 

India — United  Provinces,  Famine  in.  Dee, 
1,  1253. 

Small  Holdings 

Counties  which  have  not  submitted 
Schemes,  Nov.  24,  119. 

Defaulting    Counties,     Procedure    in 
dealing  with,  Nov,  24,  119. 

Hardie,  Mr.  J.  K  [Merthyr  Tydvil] 

Elementary  Education  (No.  2)"^  Bill — 
AUocition  of  Time  to,  Nw.  25,  416. 

India 

Administrative  Reform  Proposals,  Dec 
1,  1260. 

Calcutta — House  Accommodation  for 
Government  Officials,  Dee.  i,  J 252. 

United  Provinces,  Famine  in.  Dee.  J, 
1253. 

Navy — Shipbuilding  Delay,  Suggestions 
for  obviating,  Nov,  f 5, 388. 
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Eardie,  Mr.  J.  'BL^—cont. 

North  British  Bailway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  30,  1212-1214,  1218. 

Old-Age  Pensions — Filial  Contribution 
through  Poor  Law  Guardians,  Nov. 
30,  1087. 

\       Railways 

Combines — ^Tabling     of     Agreements, 
proposed »  Nov.  26,  674. 

North  British  Employees,  civil  Bights 
of,  Nov.  30,  1084,  1085. 

Eardinge,  Visoount 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.  Nov.  27,  842-844. 

Sardyi  Mr.  G.  A.  [Suffolk,  Stowmarket] 

Electric  Lighting  Accounts — Appointment 
of  Auditors,  Nov.  24,  112. 

Indian  Administrative  Reform  Proposals, 
Dec.  i,  1248. 

Bardy,  Mr.  L.  [Kent,  Ashford] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Dec.  3, 
1708,  1709. 

Destructive  Insects  and  Pests  Act — ^In- 
spectors appointed,  Dec.  3,  1680. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (Xo.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1, 
1294,  1350. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov. 
27,  968-970,  1012.      * 

Schoolhouse,    Definition  of,   Dec.    3, 
1627. 

Foot>and-Mouth  Disease — American  Out- 
break, Nov.  25,  404  ;   Dec.  2,  1430. 

Gooseberry  Mildew 

Fungicides  used,  Nov.  30,  1055.         { 

Outbreaks,  Dec.  3,  1679. 

House  of  Commons*  Galleries.  Admission 
of  the  Public  to,  Dec.  3,  1707. 

Harleoh  Estate 

Bog  Land,  Disposal  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Ginnell ;    A.  Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  J, 
1242. 

Market-House,  Use  for. 

Q.     Mr.  Ginnell;  A,  Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  1, 
1242. 

HarniBWOrth*    Mr.   C.   B.    [Worcestershire, 
Droitwich] 

Army — Territorial  Force 

Decorations  for  transferred  Volunteers, 
Dec.  3, 1638. 

Efficiency   Medal,   Granting  of,   Dec. 
3.  1639. 

Carpets,  Foreign  Prison-made,  Importa- 
tion of.  Nor.  30,  1084. 

Salt — Colonial  and  Foreicn  Import  Duties. 
ii  ij  Dec.  2,  1429. 

Harris,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  8S7-890. 
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Harrogate 

Unemployment — Application   for  Distre?5 
Committee. 
Q.    Mr.     Summerbell;         A.    Mr. 
Burns,  Dec.  3,  1632. 

Hart-Daviei,  Mr.  T.  [Hackney,  N.] 

Elementary  Education  {Ehigland  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BiU,  Com.,  Nov. 
30,  1191. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Not. 
27,  989. 

Indian  Army  Charges,  Dec.  3,  1664. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross  Improvement— 
Roadway  to  Birdcage  Walk,  Widening 
of,  Nov.  30,  1089. 

Persian  Parliament,  Proposals  as  to,  Nov. 
24,  102. 

Harwood,  Mr.  G.  [Bolton] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30. 
1171-1174. 


s  Harbour  Bill 

c.  Bep*.,  Nov.  25,  370. 

Con.  and  3b*,  Nov.  30,  1044. 
/.  iR*,  Nov.  30,  1021. 

Hay,  Mr.  C.  G.  D.  [Shoreditch,  Hoxton] 

Army — Colonels  on  Half- Pay,  System  of 
Appointing,  Nov.  25,  387. 

Elementary  Education  (No.  2)  Bill 

Clause  1  (3) — Application  of  Exception. 
Dec.  3,  1678. 

Coi\tracted-out  Schools,  Dec.  4,  1763. 

Hayden,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Roscommon,  S.] 

Roscommon — Case  of  T.  Conboy,   Dee.  1, 
1269. 

Hayti 

Disturbances — ^Protection  of  British  Sub- 
jects. 

Q.  Mr.  3Hitchell-Thomson ;    A.  Mr. 

McKenna,  Nov.  26,  649. 
Qs.  Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson.    M^jor 
Anstruther-Gray  ;     As.  Sir  £. 
Grey,  Nov.  26,  663. 
Q.     Mr.    Glendinning ;  A.    Sir  E 

Grey,  Dec.  3,  1644. 
Qa.    Mr.    Mitchell-Thomson:    A$ 
Sir  E.  Grey,  Dec.  3, 1669. 

Hasel,  Dr.  A.  E.  W.  [West  Bromwich] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wsl^ 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Der.  i.  1290-lf^ 

Hasleton,  Mr.  E.  [Gaiway,  n.] 

Deering  fistate.  Sale  Proposals,   Not.  3C. 
1061. 

Dick  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30.  h^l- 

Education — ^Intermediate        Jjosfectors**. 
Dec.  3,  1696. 
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Hazleton,  Mr.  'Bi,—cont. 

Galway  Constalulary 

County  Inspectors*  Salaries,  Dec.    2, 
1443. 

Extra  Police 

Charges,    Ba^is    of    calculating, 
Nov.  26y  697 ;  Dec.  !2,  1413. 

Distribution    of,    Nov.   26,  698 ; 
Nov.  30,   1046. 

Inspectors  and  Head  Constables, 
Nov.  25y  386. 

Land  Law  Act,  1896 — Rents  of  Joint 
Holdings,  Dec.  2,  1442. 

0*Connor  Estate,  Rents  on,  Nov.  30,  1061. 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Canterbury] 

Ceylon  Tea-cess,  Collection  of,  Dec.  4,  1761. 

Indian  Telegrams  (1903-7),  Dec.  2,  1439. 

Postage  Rates  on  Newspapers  to  and  from 
Australia,  Dec.  2,  1437. 

Hedges,  Mr.  A.  P.  [Kent,  Tonbridge] 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  3, 
1731. 

Eelme,  Mr.  N.  W.  [Lancashire,  N.,  Lancaster] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  25, 499-503. 

Hehnsley.TisOOlint  rYorkshire,  N.R.,  Thirsk] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30,  1138- 
1140;  Dec.  i,  136L 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  3, 
1716, 1740. 

Henderson,  Mr.  A.  [Durham,  Barnard  Castle] 

Betting  Telegrams,  Transmission  of,  Nov 
25,  397. 

Guernsey — Furze  Burning  on  TAncresse 
Common,  Nov.  26,  669. 

Petrol 

Accidents  from  Explosion  of,  Nov.  24, 
108. 

Storage — Use  of  Safety  Devices,  Nov. 
24, 108. 

Stretton  Sugwas,  Subpostmaster,  Pro- 
secution  of,  Nov.  25, 397. 

Henderson,  Mr.  J.  M.  [Aberdeenshire,  W.] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
163, 199. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirma- 
mation  Bill,^2R.,  Nov.  30,  1216. 

Henry,  Mr.  C.  8.  [Shropshire,  Wellington] 

Bills — Ascertaining  House  of  Lords'  Opinion 
before  taking  Committee  Stage  in 
House  of  Commons,  proposed,  Nov. 
30,  1104. 

Hereford,  Bishop  ot 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  26,  601-614. 
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Hill,  Visconnt 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  858-863. 

Historioal  Monnments. 

See  Ancient  Monuments. 

Hobhouse*  Mr.  E.  H. —  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  [Bristol,  E.] 

Census    of    Productioi. — Agriculture   Re- 
turns, Dec.  3,  1637. 

Civil  Service 

Boy    Clerkships.    Examinations!  for, 
Nov.  26,  €79. 

Second  Division  Clerks 

Examinations  for,  Nov.  30,  1057. 

Salaries,    Nov.    30,    1091,1:1092; 
Dec.  J,  1265. 

Coastguard — Legislative    Prcpoeals,  Nov. 
24,  117. 

Education   Grants   in   Great^  Britain  and 
Ireland,  Dec.  2,  1473. 

Elementary    Education    (No.     2)    Bill- 
Grants,  Limitation  of,  Dec.  3,  1636. 

Estate    Duty    Offi?.e— Salaries    and   Pro- 
)  motion  of  Clerks,  Nov.  30, 1092,  1093. 

I  Fethard  Coastguard  Station,  Use  for,  Nov. 

30,  1057. 

Fiscal  Policy  of  International  Trade,  Pub- 
lication of,  Dec.  3,  1633. 

Government  Departments 

Blotting-paper    and    Ink,  Supply   of, 
Nov.  24,  117  ;    Nov.  26,  680. 

Supplies  for— Place  of  Origin,  Nov.  26, 
648. 

Income-Tax    on    Scottish    Commissioners- 
Clerks*  Pay,  Nov.  26,  648. 

Irish  Land  Bill,  aauses  3  (2)  and  (3),  Inter- 
pretation of, INov.  30,  1048. 

Irish  Stationery  Office  Contracts.  Dec.  3, 
1704. 

Kingstown— Payment  for  Use  of  Carlisle 
Pier,  Dec.  2,  1474. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

.    Appeal    against  Rejection,  Procedure 
as  to,  Dec.  3,  1635. 

Decision  of  Points   of  Law,  Dec    3 
1636.  *      ' 

Fines  on  Officials  for  Communications: 
to  the  Press,  Dec.  3,  1638. 

Irish!  Small  Holdings,  Calculation  of 
Rent  from,  Dec.  3,  1634. 

Officers,  Pay  of,  Dec.  3,  1637. 

Taxation  required  in  respect  of,  Dee> 
3,  1635. 

Science.  Royal  College  of— Effect  of  Transfer 
on  Income  of  Teaching  Staff,  Nov.  30, 
1090,  1091. 

Scottish    Sheriffs*  Clerks,    Allowances    to 
Dec.  2,  1468.  * 

"^    Sligo,*^  Leitrim    and    Northern    Counties 
|S"      .     Railway,  Grant  to,  Nov.  30,  1102. 
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Hobhonse,  Kr.  E.  H^—eont. 

Taxes — Appointment    of    Assistant  Sur 
veyors,  Dec,  3,  1652. 

Tobacco  used  in  Nicotine  Fmit^treeWashesy 
Dee,  3,  1637. 

Tweed    River    Crown    flsheiy     Leaies 
granted,  Nov,  ;?5,  403,  404. 

Westmeath    Valuation,  Cost   of,   Dee,    4, 
1763. 

Hodge,  Hr.  J.  [Lancashire,  S.E.,  Qorton.] 

Government       Departments  —  Blotting- 
paper  Contracts,  Nov,  26,  680. 

Hogan,  Mr.  M.  [Tipperary,  N.] 

Ballingarry —  Land    purchased    by    Mr. 
H.  D.  Kenny,  Nov,  24,  131. 

Saurin  Estate,  Sale  of.  Dee,  2, 1471. 

Trench    Estate — Advance  made    to    Mr. 
Carroll,  Nov,  24,  130. 

Hollow  Ware 

Lead  used  in  lining. 
Q.    Mr.  T.  F.  Richards,  Mr.  R.  Duncan; 
As,    Mr.  Gladstone,  Nov,  26,  669. 

Holyoross 

Arrest  of  Persons  concerned  in  Disturbance. 
Q,    Mr.   K.   O'Brien;   A.    Mr.   BirreU, 

Nov,  26,  646. 
Qs.    Mr.   Lonsdale,  Mr.   CuUinan;    At, 

Mr.  Birrell,  Nov,  26,  692. 
Qs,    Mr.     K.     O'Brien,      Mr.      Belloc, 

Mr.  MacNeill ;  As.  Mr.  Birrell,  Dee. 

3,  1694. 


Home  Office 

Secretary  of  8kUe^B,ight  Hon.  H.  Glad- 
stone. 

Under-Secretary — Mr.  H.  Samuel. 

Women  Clerks  and  Inspectors  employed. 
Q.     Mr.   Cooper;      A,    Mr.   Gladstone, 
Dec  3,  1621. 

Hong  Kong 

Riots  on  2nd  ult. 

Qs.     Mr.  Robinson  ;  As.    Colonel  Seely, 
Dec.  3, 1668. 

Hop  Industry 

Select  Committee  Recommendations,  Action 
to  be  taken  on. 

Q.    Sir   W.J.Collins;    A.    Sir   E. 
Strachey,  Dec.  J,  1241. 

Hope,  Mr.  James  (Sheffield,  Central) 

Education 

Expenditure,  Nov.  26, 401, 402 ;  Dec.  3, 
1628. 

Teachers'  Salaries,   Expenditure  on, 
Dec.  ^,1760. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill.  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
195,  196,  199,  203,  204. 
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Hope,  Kr.  Jaines~«<>»t 

Elementary  Eduoataoii  (BngUad  sad  Wikt 
(No.  2)  Bili  Com.,  Nm.  J9.  IITO; 
Dec  1, 1368, 1388, 1389 

Allocation  of  Time  ReeohitioB,  Sm  5. 
987-989. 

l^nancial  Resolution,  Dec  2,  U8a 

Grants  payable,  Nov.  25, 40a 

Secondary  Schools  and  TrmiaiBf  Cd- 
leges.  Effect  oo«  Dee,  2, 1462. 

Questions — Circulation  of  Ansvert  vitk  tk 
Votes,  Dec  4, 1766. 

Homiman,  Kr.  B.  J.  [Chebea] 

Chelsea 

King's  Road   Poet   OOoe,   Horn  d 
Business  at.  No9. 26, 641. 

Unemployment    Scheme*    ssbwcM. 
Nov.  25,  37a 

Old- Age  Pensions— Pbor  Relief  Diiqwii 
cation,  Interpretation  of  certain  Gtasrt, 
Nov.  25,  379. 

Unemployment      Metropolitan     BonM|i 
SUtistics,  Nov.  25, 37& 


Housing,  Town  Planning,  eie.,  BQl 

c  Report  from  Standing  ComnutttM  B» 
Dec  J,  1709. 

Hudson,  Mr.  W.  [Newca«tle-on-Tyiiel 

Elementary  Education  (England  aod  Wain 
(No.  2)  BUI,  Com.,  Dee.  1,  lS6ft. 

Hunt,  Kr,  B.  [Shropduw,  Lodlov] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wiln 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  8IS-SI: 
Com. ,  Nov,  30, 1 107, 1 IM. 

<3ovemment  Departments 

Blotting-paper  and  Ink.  Svpfl^  cL 
Nov.24,\\li  Nov.  26,V:%» 

Supplies  for — Place  of  Ocigiii,  3**r  5. 
64a 

Navy 

Changing  of  Officers  and  Or««.  9f^^ 
of,  Nov.  24,  91,  02. 

Torpedo  Boat  Destroyer*,  8p(«^<-- 
Nov.  25,  389. 

Button,  Kr.  A.  B-  [Yorkshire,  W  R .  «f''.^ 
Elementary  Education  (England  and  W&^ 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.    Nov.  25.  4JI-4*?. 
Nov.  26,  733;   Dee.  J,  1323-im 

Idris,  Kr.  T.  H  W.  [Flint  BoctMgW) 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  BiU,  81..  Ar  • 
1724. 

Incest  Bill 

L  2tL,  Dec  2, 1407. 
Com.  and  Rep^.,  Dec  S,  IW7. 
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Encome  Tax 

Patent  Royalties,  Liability  oi 

Q.    Sir  K.   Kimber;     A.     Mr.   Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  25,  392. 

Schedule  A.  Valuation  for. 

Q,    Mr.  J.  D.  White ;    A.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Dte,  3,  1653. 
dcon^ish  Commissioners'  Clerks,  Pay  of. 

Q,     Mr.    Watt;       A.     Mr.    Hobhouse, 

Endia 

Administrative  Refprm  Proposals. 

Qs,    Mr^    Mackamess,    Sir   H.    Cotton, 

Mr.  MaoNeill ;  As,    Mr.  Buchanan, 

Nov,  24,  94. 
Qs,     Dr.     Rutherford,    Mr.    MacNeill; 

As,     Mr.  Asquith,  Nov.  26,  660. 
Qs.    Dr.  Rutherford,  Mr.  O'Grady,  Mr. 

G.  A.  Hardy,  Mr.  Mackamess,  Mr. 

MaoNeill,    Mr.    K.    Hardie;       As. 

Mr.  Asquith,  Dee,  1,  1248. 

Anarchist  Outrages,  Proposals  for  dealing 
with. 

Q.    Mr.  Rees ;   A.    Mi.  Buchanan, 
Dee.  3,  1662. 

Army 

Change  of  Stations,  Method  of  Effect- 
ing. 
Q.     Captain  Faber ;     A.    Mr. 
Buchanan,  Nov.  24,  82. 

Charges — Objections  to  Proposed 
Arrangement. 

a     Sir    S.    King;       A.    Mr. 

Buchanan,  Dec.  3,  1647. 
Q,     Mr.  Hart-Davies ;  A^     Mr. 
Buchanan,  Dee.  3,  1664. 

Pay,  Proposals  for  Increasing. 

Qs.  Mr.  Ashley ;  As.  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Dee.  3,  1664. 

Return  as  to  Military  Operations 
(1899-1908),  Ordered,  Nov.  25, 
371 ;   Presented,  Nov.  26,  639. 

Calcutta — House  Accommodation  for 
(3ovemment  Officials. 

Qs.    Mr.  Rees,  Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  As. 
Mr.  Buchanan,  Dee.  1,  1251. 

Clough,  Mr. — Cause  for  Murder  of. 

Q,     Mr.    Rees;       A.    'ilix.    Buchanan, 
Dee.  1,  1250.  fe^ 

Coconada — Cost  of  Extra  Police. 

Qs.    Mr.   Rees;      As.    Mr.   Buchanan, 
Nov.  26,  661. 

Customs  Revenue  (1905-8),  Return  as  to 
— Order  of  16th  Jime  Read  and 
Discharged  and  Order  substituted, 
Nov.  25,  371 ;  Dee.  4,  1758. 

Dacca  Student,  Cause  for  Murder  of. 
Q.     Sir  H.  Cotton  ;  A.    Mr.  Buchanan, 
Nov.  24,  93. 

Education  Policy. 

Q.     Mr.    Rees;       A.     Mr.    Buchanan, 
Nov.  26,  661. 

Hume,  Mr. — Attempt  to  Assassmate. 
Q,    Mr.    Rees;       A.    Mr.    Buchanan, 
Dee.  1,  1260. 

3f> 
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India— con<. 

Jhanai — Sentenoe^'on  Brahmin  for  Tamper- 


H  ing  with  Troops. 

Qs.  Mr.  Rees ;   As.  Mr.  Buchanan 
Mr.  Speaker,  Dee.  3, 1663. 

Labour  Agencies — Government  Assistance 
to,  proposed. 
Qs.    Mr.  Rees ;  As.    Mr.  Buchanan, 
Nov.  26,  661. 

Malarial  Fever,  Prevalence  of  and  JlfeasureB 
taken  to  deal  with. 
Q.    Mr.  Rees ;    A.    Mr.  Buchanan, 
Dee.  1,  1251. 

Marine  Department — Grievances  of  Clerks* 
Q.    Mr.  MacNeill;   A.   Mr.   Buchanan 
Nov.  24,  93. 

Mysore — Position  of  Converts  from 
Hinduism. 

Q.    Mr.    E.   H.   Lamb;      A.    Mr. 
Buchanan,  Nov.  30,  1060. 

Seditious  Literature  sent  through  French 
Colonies. 
Q.    Mr.  Rees ;   A.    Mr.  Buchanan 
Dec.  1,  1251. 

Simla — Boundary  of  Penrore  Estate. 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;       A.    Mr.    Buchanan, 
Nov.  25,  380. 

Telegrams,  (1903-7). 

Q.    Mr.  H.  Heaton;  A.    Mr.  Buchanan, 
Dee.  2,  1439. 

United  Provinces,  Famine  in. 
Qs.    Mr.  Rees,  Mr.  K.  Hardie,  Mr.  R 
Harcourt;       As,     Mr.     Buchanan 
Dec.  J,  1252.  ^ 

India  Office 

Secreiary  of  State — Rt,  Hon.  Viscount 
Morley.  Under-Secretary — Rt.  Hon. 
T.  R.  Buchanan. 


Industrial  Diseases 

Application  of  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act  to— Order  Presented,  Dec,  4,  1758. 


Inebriates  Acts 

Scotland — Lispector*s    Report    Resented, 
Nov.  24,  23,  81. 

Ingatestone 

Election  Disturbance — Conduct  of  Police, 
etc. 
Qs.    Mr.  C.  Grant,  Earl  Winterton, 

Mr.   Crooks,  Mr.   Forster,  Mr. 

J.   R.   Macdonald ;      As.    Mr. 

Gladstone,  Nov.  26,  671. 
Qs.    Colonel    Lockwood,    Mr.    A. 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  Wardle,  Mr. 

C.  Grant,  Mr.  Sloan  ;  As.    Mr. 

Gladstone,  Nov,  30,  108L 

Insurance 

Illegal  Policies,  Circular  as  to. 

Q.    liSi.  J.  BfacVeagh;    A,    Mr.  Chur* 
chill,  Dec  3,  1673. 

3x2 
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International  Vaval  Conference 

Parliamentary  Consent  to  Ck)nclu8ion8. 
Qs,     Mr.    Bowles;      As.     Sir  E.   Grey, 
Nov.  24,  102. 

Powers  Invited  to  take  Part  in. 

Q,     Mr.    Bowles;       A.     Sir    E.     Grey, 
Nov.  24,  103. 

Ireland 

Chief  Secretary— "Kt.  Hon.  A.  Birrell. 
Lord'Lieutznant — Earl  of  Aberdeen. 
Aitomey-General—Rt.  Hon.  R.  R.^  Cherry. 
Sdicitor 'General— yir.  R.  Barry. 
.   •      [For   Particular   Places,   Estates,   etc.,   eee 
their  Names.] 

Agrarian  Outrages  (1906-8). 

Qs.     Mr.     Barrie;        As.     Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  25,  407. 

Agriculture     and     Technical     Instruction 
Department,  see  that  title. 

Boycotting  Statistics. 
Qs.     Mr.   ly^nsdale;      As.     Mr.   Birrell, 
No^j.  25,  374,  407. 

Cattle-driving 

Police  Instructions  for  dealing  with. 
Q.     Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  689. 

Prison  Treatment  of    Persons  unable 
to  furnihh  Sureties. 

Q.     Sir    W.    Bull;       A.     Mr. 
Birrell,   Nov.  30,  1100. 

Condiiiou  of — Report  of  Mr.   Home. 
Q.     Mr.  Long;    A,    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  2, 
1470. 

Constabulary,  see  that  title. 

Education,  see  that  title. 

Evictions 

Dooley,  R.,  Case  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Reddy;    A. 
Dec.  1,  1275. 

Drum,  P.,  Case  of. 

Q.     Mr.    V.    Kennedy;    A     Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  24,  89. 
?airs  and  Markets 

Regulation  of. 
Q.     Mr.    Boland;    A.     Mr.    Birrell, 

t  Dec.  2,  1471. 

Whisky  sold  at  Fairs. 

Qs.  Mr.  Fetherstonhaugh';  A. 
Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  4,  1763. 

ijircarms 

Outrages  in  which  used. 

Qs.     Mr.   Lonsdale:    As.     Mr.  Bir- 
rcll,  Nov.  25,  406. 
V.affic,   Regulation  of. 

Q.  Cajtain  Craig.  Mr.  C.  Craig, 
Mr.  Flavin;  As.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Mr.  Si  eaker,  Dec.  3,  1697. 

|"l().)d  \  Mcai.ures  for  preventing. 

Q.     Mr.  Duffy  •-    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  2, 

flome  ai.d  Cottage  Industries,  lefinition  of 
Q      Mr.     MuU^oon ;       .'.     Mr.     Birrell, 

AYr.  24,  131. 
Q      Mr.  Mii.doon  ;    A.     Mr.  T.  W.  Rur. 
re'l,  Aor.  25,  :MX 

:6 


rni 

M— 


Mr.    BirreU, 


N,, 


Ireland— «m^ 

Land  Acts,  Land  Commisskm,LaDd  Jodfv't 

Court  and  Land  Pnrchaae,  mc  tktm 

1    '        tiUes.  0 

Newspapers — Warning  as  to  PabticaticB  rf 
certain  Resolutions. 

Qs.     Mr.    Barrie;    As    Mr.  KmB. 

Nov.  25,  408. 
Q.     Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A.    Mr.  BimC 
Dec.  3,  1689. 

Outrages — Cause  for  failure  to  report  t* 
Police. 
Qa.     Mr.    Lonsdale*    Mr.   J.    1*- 
Veagh;    As.     Mr.  BkrelLJtr. 

26,  690. 

Persons  under  Police  Protection. 

Q.     Mr.  Lonsdale;  A.     Mr.  BintHJ ' 
25,  406. 

Stationery  Office  ContraotA. 

Q.     Mr.    G.    Roberts:      A.    Mr.  Hol^ 
house.  Dee.  3,  1703. 

Trade 

Fraud,  Prevention  of — In«pect<«  »i- 
pointed. 

Qs.     Mr.       FlTiin:     A$.    V' 
Birrell.  Dtc.  3,  HOL 

SUtistics— Agricultural  Exporti  M*"* 

and   19<»7.) 

Q.     Mr.     Essex;    A.    Mr.    T 
W.  RusseU.  Dec.  2, 14> 

United  Irish  League.  Activity  durisit  1>  ' 
Qs.     Mr.  C.  CVaig       As.     Mr.  Bin»  . 
Nov.  26,  686. 


5.- 


Lridi  Land  Bill 

Bonus,  Effect  on  Payment  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Ashley;    A.     Mr. 
26,  664. 

Clauses  3  (2)  and  (3),  lnterpretati«  f* 
Q.     Viscount     Cast  lei  eagh ;       A.    Xr 
Hobhouse,  *Vor.  30,  1047. 

Clau8ef44,  Effect  of. 

Q.     Mr.     Lonsdale;     A.     Mr.  [ Bin* 
i^Dec.  2,  1471. 

Proposals  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  MacCaw;  A.  Mr.  BimD.  >  ' 
26,  696. 

Irish  Lang^ge 

Teaching  in  Schooh.  (  o^t  of. 

Q.     Mr.     C.     (raic;    A.     Mr.     lb' 
Nov.' 26,  6H8. 


Irish  TTniversities  BiU 

Charters,  Issue  rf. 
Q.     Mr.  Gwynn  ;    A. 
26,  643, 


Mr.  Bimt  > 


Isle  of  Ely 

Small  Holding    (Vmn^ittrf.  Br  port  tf 
Q.     Mr.     Btik;    .1.     >ir    E.    Strt-^ 
Dtc.  2.   U3I'. 
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Iflle  of  Wight 

Coastguard  Stations  and  Duti<^. 

Q^,    Mr.    Remnant,    Lord    Balcarres ; 

Ae,    Mr.  McKenna,  Nov,  30,  1060. 
Qs.     Mr.   Godfrey  Baring,  Mr.   Soares, 

Blr.    Ashley;   As.    Mr.    KcKenna, 

Dec,  /,  1246. 
Qm    Lord  balcarres  ;    A.    Mr.  MoKenna, 

Dee,  e,  7437. 
Qs,    Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith,  Mr.  A.  Lee, 

Mr.    Ashley,   As,    Mr.    McKenna, 

Dee,  2,  1445. 

Jardine,  Sir  J.  [Roxburghshire] 

Tweed    River — Crown      Fishery      Leases 
granted,  Nov,  25,  403,  404. 

Tarrow 

Unemployed,  Admiralty  Work  for. 

Q,    Mr.     Curran ;   A,     Mr.     McKenna, 
Dec,  2,  1444. 


TenkinSi  Ur.  J-  [Chatham] 

.admiralty  Shipbuilding  Contracts,  Alloca- 
tion of.  Dee,  3,  1661 

oly  Estate' 

Case  of  Mrs.  Killen  and  Mrs.  Hobson. 
Q     Mr.  Ginnell ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov, 
25,  383. 

ones,  Mr.'W.  [Camarvor,  Arfon] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  25,  506 ; 
Nov.  26,  797-803. 

»rdan,  Mr  J.  [Fermanagh,  S.] 

Vaughan's  Charitable  School,  Administra 
tion  of,  Nov.  30,  1050.^ 

rdan  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1064. 

Wett,  Mr.  p.  W.  [Bradford.  W.] 

Midland  Railway  Company  Goods  Guards, 
Hours  of  Duty  of,  Nov.  24,  110. 

^Oe^  Mr.  M.  [Limerick] 

Coastguard  Stations,   Reduction  of,  Nov, 
25,  414. 

Limerick 

Labourers*  Cottages  Schemes,  Dee,  1, 
1269. 

Mount  St.  Vincent  Orphanage,  Manage- 
ment of,  Nov.  26,  694. 

Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  26,  696. 

Old-Age  Pensions — Wife  of  Man  receiving 
Poor  Relief,  Dee.  J,  1259. 


Juvenile  Offend^ 

Consultative     Committee    to    deal    witn 
Matters  relating  to,   propom^d. 

Q.    Sir    G.    Kekewich ;       .4.     Mr. 
Gladstone,  Nov.  2f,  lOV. 

Eavanagh,  Mr.  [Cariow] 

Poor  Law,  &eland 

Deportation  of  Paupers,  System  of 
Nov.  30,  1101. 

Returns,    Cost    of    Furnishing,    Nov, 
30,  1101. 

Eearley,   Sir  H.   E.—^^r/tam^nlirv    decre- 
tory to  the  Board  of  Trade  [Devonport] 

Beri-Beri,  Report  on,  Nov.  26,  668. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,  2b  ,  Nov.  30,  1216-1218. 

Orkney — Copinshay  Lighthouse  and  Fog- 
Signal,  Decision  as  to,  Nov.  26,  673. 

Railway  and  Canal  Commission,  Cost  and 
Work  of.  Nov.  26,  676.       ' 

Railway  Combines — Tabling  of  Agreements 
proposed,  Nov.  26,  674,  675. 

Slate  Imports  in  1907,  Nov.  26,  676. 

Unemployment  Statistics  —  Comparison 
with  Germany,  N(v.  26,  675,  676. 

Hnited  States  Unemployment  Statistics, 
Returns  as  to,  Nov.  26,  642. 

Eekewioh,  Sir  0.  W.  [Exeter] 

Civil  Service  Boy  Clerkships,  Examinations 
for,  Nov.  26,  679. 

Juvenile  Offenders,  Consultative  Com* 
mittee  to  deal  with  Matters  relatirg 
to  proposed,  Nov.  24,  109. 

Merchant  Shipping  Mates — Board  of  Trade 
Examination  Fees,  Nov.  24,  87. 

Old-Age  Pensions — Filial  Contribution 
through  Poor  Law  Guardians,  Nov. 
30,  1086. 

[  Queen  Anne's  Bounty — Amalgamation  with 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Nov.  20, 
1103. 


asOn-Hioks,  Mr.  [Manchester,  N.W.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r„  Nov.  25, 
503-614. 

.lancashire  Technical  Schools,  Delay  in 
Building,  Nov.  24,  114. 


Eenmare  Estate 

Evicted  Tenantp,  Position  of. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Murphy ;     A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  643. 

Sale  Proposals. 

Qs.     Mr.  J.  Murphy;    As.    Mr.  Birrell* 
Nov.  25,  412. 

Kennaway,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  J.E.  [Devon, 

Honiton] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill  (No.  2),  2b.,  Nov.  26^ 
783-787.  * 

Eennedy,  Mr.  V.  P.  [Cavan,  w.] 

Ballymachugh  Lands,  Purchase  of,  Dee. 
2,  1443. 

Bawnboy  Rural  District  Council— Case  of 
T.  Shannon,  Dec  4,  1764. 

[conL 
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Seuiedy,  Mr.  V.  ?.—«>*<• 

CaVan 

Food  ana  DrngB  Aoi  Aixalyses,  Dee. 

ri,        1271,11;. 

•  Untenanted  Lands  of  J.   S.   Winter 

and     S.     Sauniderson — Date     of 
Lodgment  of  Objections,  Nov,  24 
128. 

Eviotionfr— Case  of  P.  Drum,  Nov,  24,  89. 

Fopd  and  Drugs,  Act — Administration  in 
Ireland,  Nov,  26,  645.' 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease — American  Out- 
break, Dec,  1,  1261. 

Land  Purchase — Procedure  in  declaring  an 
Estate,  Dee,  3,  1698. 

Local  GoTemment  Board  Surcharge  System, 
Dee,  4,  1764. 

O'Connor  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  McCabe,' 
Nov,  24,  88. 

Kettte,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Tyrone,  E.] 

Education  —  Intermediate  Inspectorate, 
Dec  3,  1696,  1696. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill.  Com,,  Nov,  30,  1174-1178. 

Old- Age  Pensions 

Claims — Estimate    of    Persons    over 
Seventy,  Dec,  3,  1633. 

Pension  OiHoers,  System  of  appointing, 
Nov,  24,  106. 

Begnlations,     Irish    Translation    of, 
Nov,  24,  107. 

Sknall  Holdings,  Calculation  of  Rent 
from,  Dee,  3,  1634. 

Unemployment-^Irish  Applications  for 
Grants  and  Amount  allotted,  Nov,  24, 
129,  130,  132. 

Kilbeggan 

Cattle-driving  Prosecution. 

Q,    Sir  W.   Nugent;    A.    Mr.    Birrell. 
Nov,  26,  696. 

Kilbride,  Hr.  D.  [Kiidare,  S.l 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease — ^American  Out- 
break, Dec.  1,  1262. 

Knockmay  Malicious  Burning  Case,  Dec.  3, 
1693. 

Land  Purchase — Re-sale,  Interest  payable, 
etc.,  Nov.  30,  1051. 

Kildorrery 

Case  of  J.  MoOrath. 
Q,'    Mr.     Abraham;     A,    Mr.     Birrell, 
Nov,  26,  696. 

Kilflnane 

Rent  Recovery  Proceedings. 
Q,     Mr.  Lundon  ;  i4 .    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec.  1, 
1274. 

KiUarney 

Fair  Rent  Appeals,  Decisions  in. 
Qs,     Mr.  Flavin  ;  As.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
Hi    fi         2^,699.      ,J 
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Post  Offi'^,  Sub,  Position  of. 
ii        g.    Mr.  C.  MaoVeigh;  J.    Mr.  BoxtoB, 
^  Nov,  30,  1102. 

Kilmesian 

Postal  Service  with*  RobmaloviL 

Qs,    Idr.    Sheehy;     As,    Mr.    Bam, 
Dec  3,  1704. 

Kifanuny 

Case  of  Mr.'R.  J.  Walsh. 
g.^Mr.  J.   Murphy;    A,    Mr.  KmC, 
Nov._30,  1062. 

Kilreole 

Land  Unsold  and  Condition  of  Dirtrirt 
Q,    Mr.  Duffy ;  A,    Mr.  BirreU,  Sot.  *, 
1100. 


KUmth 

Incendiary  Fires  on  20th*inst. 
Q.  *  Mr.     Lonsdale;    'A,    Mr. 
Nov,  26,  646. 


,  Sir  H.  [Wandsworth] 
ElemenUry  Education  (No.  2)  BilL 

Associations,   Formation  of,  Dte,  U 
1466. 

Grants— Appeal    agMbist    Mkmtam, 
Dee,  2,  1466. 

Income-tax,  Liability  of  Patmt  Boyiltv*. 
Nov.  25,  392. 

Richmond  Park,  Nursery  Gatdeo  iu,ikt.t 
1466. 

Weir  Charity  Scheme,  Dee.  2,  1408. 

Kimbarley*  Earl  of 

Small     Holdings— Appeal     io    C«««    «-' 
Difference  as  to  Valoatioci,  Dae.  J.  14ir 

King,  Kr.  A.  J.  [Cheshire,  Knutsfofd] 

Lostock    Gralam  Railway  Letrl  CVo^af 
Accident,  Nov.  26,  394. 

Post   Offl-^e — Success   of  Canadisa  Jbc» 
rine  Post,  Dec  3,  1676, 

King,  Sir  H.  8.  [Hull,  Central] 

Indian  Army  Charges,  Dtc  3,  1647. 

King-Harman  Bitate 

Ballinamuck  Portion,  AgT*^emr«iU  itt 
Q.     Mr.  Farrell;    A,     Mr.  Bin»U.  J» 
26,  699. 

Turbary  Rights. 

Q.  Mr.  James  O'Kelly;  J-  M^ 
Birrell,  Nov.  30,  1094. 

Q.  Mr.  Fetherstonhaiigh ;  A.  >t' 
Birrell,  Nov.  30,  109K. 

King's  Lynn 

Snettisham  Farm,  Disposal  of. 

Q,  Mr.  G.  Roberts;  A.  Mr.  Bwa* 
Dec  1,  125a 
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'Kiagttowi 

Carlisle  Pier,  Payment  f <»  Use  of. 

Qs.    Mr.  Mooney ;   Ae,    Mr.  Hobhouse, 
Dec.  2,  1473. 

Kinnaird,  Lord 

Licensing  BiU.  2».,  JVov.  27,  853-858. 

Knookaderry 

Case  of  Ijirs.  Browne. 

Q.    Mi:.  0*Shaughne88y;^il.:^Mr.  Bir- 
rell,  Dec.  5,  1646. 

Knockmay 

Burning  of  Straw,  Police  Investigation  of 
Q,    Mr.  P.  Meehan;     Ai    Mr.  Birrell, 

Nov,  25,  408. 
Q$.    Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  Mr.*  Kilbride  ;   A$, 
Mr.  BirreD,  Dec.  3,  1691. 

Knox  Estate 

Case  of  P.  Kilroy.  ^ 

Q,    Mr.    O'Dowd;       A,    Mr.    Birrell, 

Nov.  30,  1097. 

Labour  Statistics 

Abstract  (1906-7)  Presented,  Dee.  1.  1229, 
1234. 

Lamb,  Mr.  E.  H.  [Rochester] 

Mysore — Position  of  CJonvertsfrom  Hindu- 
ism, Nov.  30, 106a 

Lambton,  Mr.  P.  W.  [Durham,  S.E.]] 

Education  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dee.  2, 1606. 

LanLingtoB)  Lora 

Licensing  BiU,  2b.,[^ov.  25,  332-336. 

Lamont,  Mr.  H.  [Buteshire] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
151-153. 
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Technical  Schools,  Delay  in  Building. 
Q.     Mr.  Joynson-fficks  ;  A.    Mr.  Bums, 
Nov.  24,  114. 

Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1903 

Inspectors,    Instructions    tc — Copy  Pre- 
sented, Dee.  4,  1757. 

Section  3,   Land  Purchased  under. 
Q.    Mr.  Ginnell ;    J.    Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
25,  381. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1896 

Joint  Holdings,  Bents  of. 

Q.    Mr.    Hazleton;       A.    Mr.    Birrell, 
Dee.  2,  1442. 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland) 

[For    particular  '  EsiaUs,    etc.,    aee    their 

Names.] 
Advances — Returns    Presented,    Nov.    27 

827,  934. 
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Amount  required. 

Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  A.    Mr.  BirreD,  Nov. 
27,  942.  ^.■ 

Bonus — Effect  of  projected  Legislation. 
Q.    Mr.  W.  O'Brien;    A.    Mr.  BirreD, 
Nov.  30,  1052. 

Estate,  Procedure  in  Declaring. 

Q.    Mr.  V.  Kennedy;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Dee.  3,  1698. 

Middleman's  Lease,  Redemption  of.' 
-   Q.    Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  A.    Mr.  BirreD, 
Dec.  3,  1621. 

Mortgage  of  Holding  on  Purchase  and 
subsequent  Eviction,  Procedure  in 
Cases  of. 

Q.    Mr.  GinneD;    A.    Mr.  BirreD, 
T:  _        Dee.  1,  1268. 

Prices 

Basis  of  calculating. 
Q.    Mr.  O'Shea;     A.    Mr.  BirreD, 
Nov.  25,  385. 

Return    (1901-8)    Ordered,    Dec.    2, 
1426. 

Priority  of  Cases.      O  F 
Q.    Mr.     Moore;         A.    Mr.     BirreD, 
Nov.  26,  694. 

Residents  in  and  out  of  Ireland,  Payments 

to. 
Q.    Mr.  GinneD;    A.    Mr.  BirreD, 

Nov.  24,  127. 

Re-sale — Interests  Payable,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  Kilbride  ;  -4.    Mr.  BirreD, '.ATov. 
30,  1051. 

Return  as  to  Valuation,  Area,  etc..  Pre- 
sented, Nov.  30,  1022,  1046. 

Sinking  Fund,  Information  as  to.  1^ 

Q.    Mr.  T.  O'DonneD ;   A.    Mr.    Doyd- 
George,  Nov.  26,  651. 

Sporting  Rights,  Exercise  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Meagher ;  A.    Mr.  BirreD,  Dec. 
3,  1689.  t:-^ 

Turbary  Rights. 
Q.    Mr.  T.  O'DonneD ;   A.    Mr.  BirreD,. 
,    Nov.  30,  1049. 

Land  Purchase  Act,  1891 

Section  2,  Rules  made  under. 
Q.    Mr.    Fetherstonhaugh ;        A.      Mr 
BirreD,  Nov.  25,  382. 

Lane-Fox,  Mr.  G.  [York8,W.R.,Barkston  Ash] 
Education —  ReUgious  Instruction.Teaching 
of   Apostles*  Creed,  Dec.  4,  1768. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.ee,  802-807; 
Com.,  Dee.  1,  1383 ;  Dee.  2,  1490. 

Lane  Joynt  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 
Q.  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy  ;    ^.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  27,  935. 


Lan— Lie] 


langley  Estate 

EvieteJ  Tenxnts,  Position  of. 
Q.    Mr.  K.  O'Brien ;     A,     Mr.   Birrell, 
Dec,  3,  1043.  ^ 
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I  Leith  of  Fyyie,  Lord 

Navy 

Dookin;;  Accoaiffodation   of  Vf^ 


Lansdov^e,  Marquess  of 

Aliens  Act,  Administration  of — ^Definition 
of  '*  Immigrant  Ship,"  etc.,  Dtc.%2, 
1417. 

B  lArmy 

Strength  coaipired  with  Three  Years 
ago,  Dec.  3,  1611.      m^ 

Territori  il  Force,  Organisation  ol^Dec. 
:  3,  1610. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of — Measures 
to  be  Passed,  etc.,  Dec.  i,  1230 ;  Dec. 
2,  1418-1422.  ^ 

'       Licensing  BiU,  2r.,  Nov.  25y  299-314,  342  ' 
Nov.  26,  616,  620. 

Notice  of  Amendment,  Nov.  24,  25. 

Lansdowne  Estate 

Case  of  Mr.  D.  Whelan. 
Qa.     Mr.  P.  Meehan ;    As.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  25,  404. 

Law,  Mr.  A.  B.  [C  imberwell,  Dulwich] 

Fiscal  Policy  of  International  Trade,  Cir- 
cu  nstances  of  Publication  of,  Nov.  24, 
103,  104. 

Slates — Import  Statistics,  Nov.  24,  111. 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill 

.  Bip,,  Dec.  3,  1594. 

Lea,  Mr.  H.  C.  [St.  Pancras,  E.] 

Admiralty  Purchases  of  [Rum  (1906-8)» 
Dec.  2,   1444,  1445. 

Dangerous  Performances  on  the  Stage,  Pro- 
hibition of,  proposed,  Nov.  30,  1083. 

North  British  Riilway  Employees,  Civil 
Rights  of,  Nov.  30,  1085. 

Soldier.-*  —  Training  for  Civil  Employment, 
Dec.  2,  1462 

Lee,  Mr.  A.  E.  [Hants,  Farehaml 

Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Dec.  2,  1446. 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Act,  Prosecu- 
*'ons  under,  Dec.  1,  1265. 

Rosyth  Works — Sunday  Labour,  Nov.  30, 
106P. 

Lehmann,^  Mr.    B.    C.    [Leicester,    Market 
Karoorough] 

Natal  Xativ:»s,  Floggng  of — Miss  Colenso  s 
Letter,  Nov.  24,  98. 

Leigh  Estate 

Cise  of  E.  Egan. 
Q.     Mr.  Firench ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Dcf, 
U  1274. 
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of    "  Dreadnought  "  Clasi,  .\ 

24,  52. 

Guns  and   Gun -Mountings,  Pron»^: 
of,  Nov.  24,  50. 

Policy,  Criticisms  on,  Nov.  H,  4Va 

Repairs,  Number  of  Vessel*  iiBiW 
going,  Nov.  f4,  40,  50. 

Storas,  Rewerve  of,  Nov.  24, 51. 

Licensing  Act,  1904 

Loaos,  Period  for  Repaying. 

Q.     Mr.  Cave  ;   A,     Mr.  Gladstone,  X*i 
3,  1^4. 

Licensing  Bill 

I.  2b,  Nov.  25,  280;    Nov.  26,  538;  .V- 
27,  827. 

Debates  on  Second  Reading  [Lord*],  .V* 

25,  280  ;    Nov.  26,  538 ;  Nor.  r;. 
827. 

Bona  fide  Traveller,  Proviiioof  ••  i'* 
329,  337.  54^.  846. 

Children  —   Exclusion  from  PuK. 
houses,  329,  337,  353,  545. 

Clubs,  Provision^  dealing   with,  ^ 

3r2-304,  317,  329.  338-34«.  3^'* 

368,  369,  545,  6H9,  595,  598. "' 

618.  619.  837.  838.  856,  8».  ?*• 

8r>2,  916.  923. 

Compensation 

Allocation  between  Owmt  •»' 
Tenant,  2^4. 

Basis  of  Valuation  for.  £Se.  >  ' 
341.  344,  356-339.  5W.  3M 
665,  834,  835,  849-A51.  v4 
855,  873-877,  893.  8^  *•- 
904,  911.  917. 

Drunkenness,  Statistic*  as  to.  N- 
324-326,  347,  544.  921. 

Election    da3r8.    ckmig    c4    P»^ 
Houses  on.  296.   297.  3SS.  ST 
352,  636. 

Grocers'  Licences,  295,  365,  381,  •*  * 

856.861,915. 

Licences 

Assumption  of  Right  of  TUv** 
288.  289.  dm,  33U,  MT.  *h^ 
888. 

Number  of  Reduction*  tmJf  -^ 
of  190»,  286,  »!&,  »1.  VJ 
364.  543,  553.  5n5,  5e*.  5* 
620,  621.  832.  H48,  ?W1.  >»' 
926. 

Position  of  L»cen«ed  Hoop**  » 
Expirat'on  of  Tiine4i»i*J'' 

Licensing  Commis*-  n,  E«tabW»''* 
of,  287.  307.  3o-  S55,  M*.  >• 
587. 899, 900. 

1-- 


Vol.  197.] 


SESSION  1908. 
Nov.  24 — Lee,  4. 


H.icr4Jo 


LiceiiBiiig  Bill— fon^. 

Debates  on  SecondjReading  [Lords] — conL 

Local  Option,  Proposals  for,  287,  291, 
292, 317, 360, 361, 577, 631, 911. 

Monopoly  Value 

Definitionof,311,568. 

Resumption  by  the   State,    289, 
u-  '■  318,  319,    361,  362,  546,  646, 

666,567,863,927,928. 

Off-Licences  excluded  from  Scope  of 
the  Bill,  304,  329,  340,  606,  607, 
619,  629. 

Opening  of  Public-Houses  prior  to 
8.0  a.m.,  328, 329, 636. 

Rejection  of  Measure,  298,  299,  313, 
314,  332,  361,  362-364,  370,  697, 
602,  603,  605,  613,  623,  624,  626, 
632,  840-842,  845,  868,  863,  892, 
894,  906,  906,  919,  920,  930. 

Share  and  Debenture  Holders,  Position 
of,  290,  312,  320-322,  668,  690- 
694,600,601,621,622. 

State  Inspection  of  Public-Houses, 
proposed,  609,  610. 

Statutory  Reduction  of  on-Licences, 
Proposals  for,  286,  304,  306,  316, 
316,  334,  364,  355,  682,  629,  634, 
836,846,851,852,682,  883,  911, 
912,  925-927. 

Sunday  opening  —  Curtailment  of 
Hours,  296,  317,  328,  646, 
696,   636,  923. 

Monmouthshira,  Extension  of  Sun- 
day Closing  to,  337,  338. 

;-  -  Temperance,  Effect  of  the  Bill  on,  643, 
644,  661,  562,  554,  662,  663,  673, 
695,  615-617,  626.  859,  860,  863, 
878,881.889,891,923. 

Time-Limit,  Proposals  for,  287,  322, 
330,  346,  359,  360,  443,  556,  662, 
666,  682,  588,  604,  608,  851,  869, 
870,877,878,  884,  892,897,899, 
911. 

Notice    of     Amendment     (Marquess      of 
.  Lansdowne),  Nov.  24,  25. 

Lights  and  Lighthouses 

Sites  acquired  since  1899. 

©.     Mr.  J.  D.  White  ;  A.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec.  2,  1431. 

Limerick 

Jurors  ordered  to  stand  aside. 

Q,     Mr.  J.  Roche ;    A,      Mr.    Speaker, 
Dee.  3,  1703. 

Labourers*  Cottages  Schemes,  Inquiry  into. 
Q.     Mr.   Joyce;  A.     Mr.  Birrell, Dec.  1, 
1269. 

Mount  St.  Vincent  Orphanage,  Management 
of. 

Qs.  Mr.  MacCaw,  Mr.  Joyce,  Mr. 
MacNeill ;  As.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Nov.  26,  693. 

Unemployment  Grant. 
Q,     Mr.  Joyce  ;  A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov.  26, 


I  Linlithgow 

Polish  Miners — Date  of  Naturalisation. 
Q,     Sic  B.Sheffield  ;  A,     Mr.  Gladstone, 
Nov.  26,  670. 


696. 
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Liquor  Traffic 

Irish  Reform  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.    Fetherstonhaugh ;        A.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Nov.  25,  381 

Liverpool 

Chinese  Immigration  Statistics. 
Qs.     Mr.  Fell ;    As.    Mr.  Gladstone,  Nov. 

25,  393. 

Port  of — Demurrage  caused  by  Shallow 
Waterways. 

Q.     Mr.   J.    MaoVeagh ;      A.      Mr. 
Churchill,  Dec.  3,  1674. 

Unemplojrment — Funds  of  Distress  Com- 
mittee. 

Q.     Mr.  Mc Arthur  ;  i4.      Mr.  Burns, 
Nov.  30, 1088. 

Liverpool,  Bishop  of 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in  Port,  Nov. 
30,  1029. 

Liverpool  Corporation  (Streets  Buildings) 
Bill 

I.  Hep*.,  Nov.  24,2. 

Zn*.,Nov.30,l02l. 
c. Lords  Amehdments  Con.*,  Dec. 2,  1426. 

Lloyd  Estate. 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Lundon  ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 

26,  691. 

iiloyd-Oeorgd,  Et,  Hon.  J),—ChanceUor  of 

ike   Exchequer   [Carnarvon    Boroughs] 

Bank  of  England  Notes  not  presented  for 
forty  years,  System  of  writing  oC, 
Nov.  25,  392,  S93 ;    Ncv.  30,  1078. 

Civil  Service  Pensions 

Coimting    of    Unestablished    Service, 
Nov.  30,  1077. 

New  Scheme  for,  Nov.  30,  1058. 

Fiscal  Policy  of  International  Trade 

Circumstances  of  Preparation  of,  Nov. 

24,  104,  105. 

Revision  before  Publication,  Nov.  26, 
650. 

Incomo-Tax 

Patent  Royalties,   Liability  of,  Nov. 

25,  392. 

Schedule   A     Valuation   for,    Dec.   3, 
1654. 

Land  Purcliase  Sinking  Fund,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  Nov.  26,  651. 

Motor  Licences  issued  (19C7-8),  Nov.  26, 
658. 

Old -Age   Pensions 

Claims,  Information  as  to,   Nov.  25, 
394  ;   Nov.  30,  1076. 

[cont. 
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Idoyd-Oeorge,  Bt.  Hon.  D 

Old-Age  Pensions — eont. 

Committees— ^Payment  of  Travelling 
Expenses  in  certain  oases  pro- 
posed, Nov.  26,  6{K). 

Investigation  of  Claims,  Measures 
allowed  for,  Nov,  24,  106. 

Biarried  Persons*  Income,  Method  of 
reckoning,  Nov.  30, 1046, 1077. 

Pension  Officers,  System  of  appoint- 
ing, Nov.  24,  105. 

Poor  Relief  Disqnalifioation,  Nov.  26, 
653. 

Registers,  Access  to  in  Scotland, 
Nov.  26,  653. 

Regulations 

Irish  translation,   Nov,  24,  107 ; 
Nov.  30,  1077,  1078. 

Scottish    translation,    Nov.    24, 
107  ;   Nov.  30,  1059. 

Welsh  translation  proposed,  Nov. 
24,  107. 

Poor  Law  Returns,  Payment  of  Expense 
of  Furnishing,  Nov.  26,  652. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dee.  4,  1779, 
1780,  1782,  1784,1786-1792,  1816, 
1818-1822. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank — Financial  Posi- 
tion, Dee.  3,  1654. 

RailwajTs — ^Annual  Contributions  to  Ex- 
chequer and  Local  Rates,  Nov.  30, 
1059. 

Taxes — Examinations  for  Assistant  Sur- 
veyorships,  Nov,  24, 88. 

Terminable  Annuities — ^Readjustment  Sys* 
tem,  Nov.  26,  393. 

Unemployment — Irish    Applications    for 
Grants  and  Amount  allotted,  Nov.  24, 
132. 

Wine  Duties — ^Revision  proposed,  Nov,  26, 
652. 

Local  Authorities 

Loans — ^Applications  under  consideration. 
Q,    Blr.    0*Grady;       A,    Mr.    Bums, 
Nov.  30,  1088. 

Local  Oovemment  Board  dreland) 

Auditors,  Appointment  of 
Q.     Mr.    Meagher;       A,    Mr.    Birrell, 
Dee.  3,  1691. 

Surcharges,  Duties  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  V.  Kennedy;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Dee.  4,  1764. 

Local   Oovemment    Proviiional   Order 
(No.3)BiU 

/.  Standing  Order  No.  93  dispensed  with, 
Nov.  27,  825. 

Local    Eeg^stration    of  Title  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Bill 

/.  2r.,  Dee.  1,  1230. 
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Lochee  of  Oowrie,  Lord 

Navy 

''Capital  Ships,*'  Comparatire  Straigtii 
in  of  Great  Britain  and  fbnjfi 
Countries,  Nov.  24,  44-47. 

Shipbuilding  Progruone,  JTo*.  U^ 
41,   42. 

Two-Power  Standard,  De6nitaoft  tad 
Maintenance  of,  Ncm.  24,  41,  4^ 

47. 

Private  Property  at  Bea — Protectioa  ■ 
Wartime,  Nov,  24,  48,  49. 

Lockwood,  Bt  Hon.  Lient-CoL  A.  [Ci«. 

Epping] 

Ingatestone  Election  I>tBiurbance--Cte- 
duct  of  Police,  etc.,  Nov.  30,  108L 

Mall  to  Charing  Cross  Improvrment.  Dm. 
2,  1467. 

Naval  Volunteer  Reserve — Decision  m  to 
Signal  Rating  and  Issue  of  Kits,  Sm. 
30,  1069. 

Rhodesia — Game  Destmctioii  in  the  Sovtk, 
Nov.  26,  662,  663. 

London 

Mimicipal  Administration  —  Prosrcvtaoai 
for  Corruption. 
Q.    Mr.  Summerhell;    .4.     Sir  W. 
Robson,  Dee.  2,  14S6. 

London,  Bishop  of 

licensing  Bill,  2b,  Nov.  2S,  323-33S;  Sm. 
26,  913. 

London  Electric  Supply  Bill 

c.  Bep.*,  Nov.  26.  638. 

London  (Westminster 'and  Keasfaurtsi) 
Electric  Smpply  Companies  Bfll 

c.  Rep.*,  Nov.  27,  933. 

Long,  Bt  Hon.  W.  H.  [Dabiin.  8.] 

Condition  of  Ireland — Report  of  Mr.  Hont, 
Dee.  2,  1470. 

Meat  Supply,  Adequacy  of,  Nov.  86, 681. 

Lonsdale,  Mr.  J.  B.  [AnnafOi,  Mid] 

Armagh  Land  Purchase  TransaetioM  is 
Date,  Nov.  30,  1097. 

Ban3rogan  Firing  Outrage,  Dee.  3,  l^- 

Boycotting  SUtistics,  Nov,  25,  374. 407. 

Business  of  the  House.  Course  of  Dtt.  i* 
1708. 

Cattle-Driving,  Police  InstmcticM  ** 
dealing  with,  Nov.  26,  689. 

Education  Granta  in  Great  Britaia  tf^ 
Ireland,  Dee.  2,  1473. 

Firearms — Outrages  in  which  vmd,  S^ 
25,406. 

Gortdromerillagb  Moonltirhtinf  OatnS'  • 
loth  iust.,  Nov.  26,  60S. 
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Lonsdale,  Mr.  J.  ^.-^ont. 

Gurteen  Police  Patrol,  Attack  on  Dec.  3, 
1698. 

Holycross — ^Arrest  of  Persons  concerned  in 
Disturbance,  Nov.  26,  692. 

Irish  Land  Bill,  Clause  44,  Effect  of,  Dec. 
2,  1471. 

Kilrush  Incendiary  Fires  on  20th  inst., 
Nov,  26,  646. 

Newspapers  warned  as  to  Publication  of 
certain  Resolutions,  Dec.  3,  1689. 

Outrages  in  Ireland — Cause  for  Failure 
to  Report  to  Police,  Nov,  26,  690. 

Persons  under  Police  Protection,  Nov,  26* 
406. 

Riverstown  Boycotting  Cases,  Nov,  26, 
690. 

Lord  Cbamberlain 

ViseaurU  Althorp, 

Lord  Chancellor 

Lcrd  Lorebttrn, 
Lorebnm,  Lord — Lord  Chancellor. 

I^rd  Chief  Justice 

Lord  Alver  atone, 

"Lord  Derby" 

Crew  of. 
Q,    Mr.     J.     H.     Wilson;       A.     Mr. 
Churchill,  Dec,  2,  1456. 

Lord  Great  Chamberlain 

Marquess  of  Cholmondeley, 

Lord*Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

Earl  of  Aberdeen, 

Lord  President  of  the  Council 

Viscount  Wolverhampton, 

Lord  Privy  Seal 

Earl  of  Crewe, 

Ineest  Bill,  2b.,  Dec.  2,  1411. 
Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  f7,  919-930. 

Lostock  Oralam 

Railway  Level  Crossing  Accident. 

Q.    Mr.     King;        A.     Mr.    Churchill, 
Nov.  25,  394. 
• 
Lough,  Et.  Hon.  T.  [Islington,  W.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  746- 
766  ;  Dec.  1,  1297,  1384-1386. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1838. 

Loughborough 

Unemployment — Application   for   Distress 
Committee. 
Q.     Mr.   Clynes ;      A,     Mr.   Bums, 
Dec  3,  1631. 
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Lowther,  Et.  Hon.  T.  W.  [Cumberland, 

Penrith] 

[J^or  Ruling  as  Speaker,  see  titles  Speaker 
and   Questions.] 

^LuCaf,  Lord — Vnder-Secretaryof  State  ft^Wor. 

Garrisoning    of    Stations    Abroad,,  jftro* 
vision  for,  Dec,  S,  1603. 

Loan  Expenditure,  Dec,  3,  1606. 

Reserve — Strength  on   MobiliBation,   Dec^ 
3,  1601. 

Special  Reserve,  Strength  of,  Dec  3,  1602. 

Strength  compared  with  three  years  ago, 
Dec  3,  1601-1604,  1611. 

Lunacy 

Visitors*  Return  Presented,  Dec  3,  1620. 

Lunacy  Bill 

c  iR.*  Nov,  24,  133. 

i.andon,  Mr.  W,  [Limerick,  E.] 

Kilfirane    Rent    Recovery    Proceedings, 
Dec  i,  1274. 

Uoyd  Estate  Sale  Proposals,  Nov,  26,  691. 

Lupton,  Mr.  A.  [Lincolnshire,  Sleaford] 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  Dec  3, 

1667. 
Elementary    Education     (England     and 

Wales)   (No.   2)   Bill,   2b.,   Nov,   26, 

794. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov,-  24, 
230. 

L>nch  Mr.  H.  F.  B.  [Yorkshire,  W.R.  Ripon], 

Oxford  Circus — ^Police  Arrangements  dur- 
ing Royal  Procession,  Nov.  24,  109. 

Persia 

British  Government  Policy  in,  Nov:  26, 

667. 
Constitution,  granting  of  ,Nov,  26,  666. 
Liakhoff,  Colonel,  Position  of,  Nov.  24, 

100 ;   Dec  3,  1671. 
Russian   Government  Attitude,   Nov, 

24,  102. 


Lyons  Ettate 

Case  of  Mrs.  B.  O'Connell. 
Q,     Mr.     O'Shaughnessey ; 
Binrell,  Nov.  27,  936. 


A,    Mr. 


Lyttelton,  Et.  Hon.  A,  [St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.y  Nov, 
30,  nut  Dec  1,  1336. 

Financial  Resolution,  Dec  2,  1565- 
1559,  1573,  1576. 

Questions  on,  Dec  2,  1475. 

Lytton,  Earl  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  27,  871-887. 

Lyveden,  Lord 

Sunday  Labour  in  Ships  lying  in  Port , 
Nov.  30r  1030. 
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Mo  Arthur,  Mr.  C.  [Liverpool,  Kirkdale] 

Colwjm  Bay  Pi3r,  Decision  as  to,  Dec.  1, 
'    1236. 

n'    Livarp^ol  Un3in7!aymeit — Funds  of  Dis- 
^,i  tress  Committee,  Nov.  30.  1088- " 

W    P^rt  of  Linion  Bi'l,  R?portStag3 — Intrc- 
H  ^^    1    du^tion  of  n3w  Clause,  Dec.  4,  1843. 

f3jR:)m^n  Citholi^    Di  abilities   Bill.'lntro, 
Nov.  24,  138-140. 

'     York,  Archbishop  of  — E  iclesiastical  Views 
of  Dr.  Ling,  Dec.  3,  1705.   ^ 

MoCallum,  Mr.  J.  [Pa'siey] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
208. 

MoCalmont.  Colonel  T.  [Antrim,  E.] 


Cirrickfergug,  Military 
Nov.  26,  658. 

MoCaofllaiid  Estate 

Case  of  Blrs.  M.  Rice. 
Q.     Mr.  W.  Abraham 
Dec.  3,  1623. 


Designation    of, 


A.     Mr.  Birrell, 


HaoCaw  Mr.  [Down,  W.] 

Irish^\nd  Bill,  Proposals  as  to,  Nov.  26, 
696. 

Limerick — Management  of  Mount  St.  Vin- 
cent Orphanag3,  Nov.  26,  693.      j 

MoCrae,  SirO.  [Edinburgh,  E.] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
193. 

House   of   Commons   Galleries.  Admission 
of  the  Public  to,  Dec.  3,  1707. 

Vaodonald,  Mr.  J.  A.  M-  [Falkirk  Bnrghs] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.l24, 
161-164,  171,  177. 

Macdonald,  Mr.  J.  R    [Leicester] 

Education— Cost  of  and  Grant  for  Medical 
Inspsction,  Dec.  3,  1627. 

Ebmantarv  Ein-ation  (England  'and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  A'ov.  25, 
623-532.  .  ^ 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov. 
27,  963-966,  1013. 

*         Children  in  Attoniano? — Definition  of 
Term,  Nov.  25.  402. 

Clause  2  (5),  Tabling  of  Regulations 
made  under,  Nov.  25,  403. 

Grants  payable,  Nov.  25,  400. 

Ingatestone    Election    Disturbance — Con- 
duct of  Police,  etc.,  A'or.  26,  672. 

Petrol,  Accidents  from  Explosion  of,  Nov. 

24,  109. 

Post  Ofla?e  Christmas  Work,  Pay  for,  Nov. 

25,  371  ;    Dec.  3,  1670. 

Walsall  Post  Office  Clerk  Prosecuted  for 
Betting,  Dec.  2,  1460. 
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MoHugh,  Mr.  P.  A  [SUgo.  N.]  • 

Gore-BoothjEstate,  Sale!  of,  Def.  2.  2442 

Slig)  EWctsd  Tenants,  Position  of,  Dtt,  I, 
1440. 

Verschoyle  Estate,  Sale  of,  i)««.  2, 1441. 

Wynne  Estate — Sate  of  Hazlewood,  X>ec. 
2,  1441. 

Maokarness,  Mr.  P.  C.  [Berkshire,  Newbwyl 

Berkshire    Small    Holdings    Applicatiow 
rejected,  Nov.  24,  123. 

Indian  Administrative  Reform  propoatk 
A'or.  24,  94,  95. ;    Dtt.  /.  1248-I25a 

Natal — Dinizulu  Case,  A'or.  30*  1073. 

Indictment,  Tabling  of.  Nov.  24.  9S, 
99. 

Small  Holr!  ings  StafT-^Aflr*  itional  A]  p  MBt- 
ments  propased,  Nov.  24,  122. 

MoKenna,  Rt.  Hon.  B^—Fird  Lord  of  tu 

Admiralty  (Monmouthshire,  N.) 

Admiralty 

Flour   Contracts — Aunount    rejectwl, 
Nov.  25,  378.  « 

Rum    purchased    (1906-8),     Dee.    2, 
1445. 

Shipbuilding  Contracts,  Allocation  (A 
Dee.  3,  1660,  1661. 

Timber    Contracts — Remedy   against 
default.  Dee.  1,  1245. 

Anti-Torpedo    Destroyer    .VrmMnent    oa 
certain  Ships,  Dec.  3, 1669. 

"  Barflcur  "—Changes     of     CapUib    and 
Crew,  Dtc,  1, 1246.  ;  Dec.  3, 155i 

**  Boadicea  **    Type   Cruisers,  Orders  for 
Dee.  3, 1658.  » 

Changing  of  Officers  ant?  Crews,  Systm  d, 
Nov.  24,  9J,  92.  i 

Chatham     Dockyard     Channel — Dredfrnf 
Proposals,  A'ot .  26,  648. 

Coastfiruard    Inquiry  —  Proposals    m    to 
Report,  Dec.  2,  1446,  1447. 

Devonport  Dockyard  Smiths  BeinfUt«d 
Names  of,  Nov.  25,  390.  « 

Dockyard's — Employment  Statistics.  Dte.i^ 
1662. 

Engine. room  Artificers — Result  of  Belfs^ 
Examination,  Nov.  25,  372. 

Engineer  Officers,  Status  of.  D^,  /.  1^44. 
1245. 

"  01a<!iator."  Disposal  of,  DecJ,  1245.  I34<l 

Hayti  Disturbances— Protection  olBntiA 
SubjeciH,  A'or.  26, 649. 

Isle  of  Wig!.t  CoastffiiaH,  .Vor.  30,  I0«» 
1070;  Der.  /,  1247,  1248;  Ihe.  f, 
1437,  1445,  1446. 

Jarrow  Unemploy^!,  Admiralty  work  far. 
Dee.  2,  1444. 

Med  way  Float  hig  Dwk  Scheme,  *Vo<.  ^» 
(W9. 

Plans  of  Cam]>aigns.  Officer  respmnhb !«» 
Nov.  26,  G49. 

[Ctfit 


Vol  197.J 


SESSION  1908. 
Nov,  24—J)ee.  4. 
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McKenna,  Bt.  Hon.  'R.—cont. 

Portsmouth  Dock — Wages  paid  by  Messrs. 
Morison  and  Mason,  Nov.  30,  1067, 
1068  ;Z>€C.  2, 1448, 1449. 

Reserve — Case  of  A.  Rutherford,  Dee,  4, 
1760. 

Rosyth  Works — Sunday  labour,  Nov.  SO, 
1069. 

Shipbuilding 

Delay,  Suggestions  for  obviating,  Nov. 
25,  388. 

Speed  of  Vessels,  Proportionate  Cost  of 
increasing,  Nov.  24,  90. 

Unarmoured  Cruisers,  Orders  for,  Dec 
3,  1659. 

Stores  at  Victualling  Yards,  Nov.  25,  390. 

"  Superb,"  Date  of  completing,  Nov.  25, 
388. 

"  T^n.6raire,"  Date  of  completing.  Not.  25, 
388. 

Torpedo-Boat  Destroyers 

Allocation  of  Contracts  for,  Nov.  24, 
90,  91. 

Construction — Speed,  etc.,  Dec.  3, 
1659. 

j_  Date  of  Completing,  Nov.  25,  389. 

Information  as  to,  Nov.  26,  649. 

Speed  of,  Nov.  25,  389. 

Trials  of  proposed  purchases,  Dec.  3, 
1660. 

Volunteer  Reserve — Decision  as  to  Signal 
Rating  and  issue  of  Kits,  Nov.  20, 1068, 
1069. 

McKiUop,  Mr.  W.  (Armagh,  S.) 

Armagh  Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme — 
Case  of  J.  Moore,  Nov.  25^  409. 

Charlemont  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec.  1,  1267. 

Poyntznass  Sewerage,  Inquiry  into,  Dec.  1, 
1267- 

Hacnamara,    Dr.    T.    J— Secretary    to    the 
Admiralty  [Camberwell,  N.] 

Elementary  Education  (Enfltland  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  25,  463, 
514^623. 

MacHeiU,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.  [Donegal,  S.] 

Agriculture  Board — Reconstruction  pro- 
posed. Dec.  1,  1275. 

Foreign  Offi?e — Small  Wars  undertaken 
against  Xative  Tribes,  Dec.  3,  1665. 

Holycross  Disturbances — Arrest  of  Sus- 
pected Persons,  Dec.  J,  1695. 

India 

Administrative  Reform  Proposals,  Nov. 
24,  95  ;  Nov.  26,  660 ;  Dec.  1, 
1249. 

Marine  Department — (Grievances  of 
Clerks,  Nov.   24,  93. 

Limerick — Management  of  Mount  St.  Vin- 
cent Orphanage,  Nov.  26,  694. 
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MaoHeiU,  Mr.  J.  G.  9,— com. 

Nigeria,  Southeri ,  Military  Expedition 
in,  Dec.  3,  1665. 

Persia,  British  Government .  Policy  in, 
Nov,  26,  667. 

Post  Ofi^e  Savings  Bank — Fnancial  Posi- 
tion, Dec.  5,  1654. 

Questions,  Imputation  in,  Nov.  26,  694. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank — Financial  Posi- 
tion, Dec.  3,  1654. 

Questions,  Imputation  in,  Ncv.  i6,  €94. 

Treaties — Parliamentary  Control  over  Rati- 
fication, Nov.  26,  700,  701. 

MacVeagh,  Mr.  J.  [Down,  s.] 

Annalong  Harbour  Lamps,' Responsibility 
for  Lighting,  Nov.  25,  3S0. 

Ballyfamon  Cattle-Drive  en  list  in.*^t., 
Nov.  26,  697. 

Bank  of  England  Notes  not'Prf^sentcd  for 
Forty  Years,  System  of  Writing  cff, 
Nov.  25,1392,  393  ;   Nov.  cO,  1C78. 

Coroners*  Inquests,  Press-  Representation 
at— St.  Giles'  Case,  Ncv.  25,  3£4 ; 
Nov,  30,  1079-1081  ;    Dec.  3,  1625. 

Crosfgar  Labourers'  Cottages]:  Scheme^ 
Nov,  25,  385.. 

Dundrum  lay,' Illegal  Trawling  in,  Dec.  3, 
1623. 

Education  (Scotland:  BilJ,"  Ccw.,  Nov.  i4, 
20ft 

Insurance — Circular  as  to  IllcgalJ Policies 
Dec.  3,  1673,  1674. 

Liverpool,  Port  of  —  Demurrage  caused 
by  Shallow  Waterways,  Dec.  3,  lb74. 

Old- Age  Pension  Regulations — Translafcn 
into  Irish  Language,  proposed,  Ncv, 
30,  1077,  1078. 

Outrages — Cause  for  Failure  to  Report 
Nov.  26,  691. 

McVeigh,  Mr.  C.    [Donegal,    E.] 

Killea  Sub- Post  Office,  Positicn  of,  Ntv. 
30,  1102. 

Macroom 

Labourers'     Cottages'   Scheme — Cases     of 
Sheehan,  Cottar  and  Twchfg. 
Q.     3fr.  Sheehan;    A.     Mr.  Birrell,. 
iV^cr.  i5,  413. 

Maddison,  Mr.  F.  [Bumiey] 

Army  Expenditure  of  Great   Britain  ar.d 
certain    Foreign    CoiintricF,    Dec.    3 
1656.  ~    ' 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Ncv.  ZO, 
1135,  1203  ;|  Dec.  1,  1366. 

Railways — Coupling  Accidents  (K05-6),. 
Dejt.  3,  1648. 

Magistrates 

Threatening  Letters  received  in  Ireland. 
Q.     Mr.    C.    Craig;       A.     !Hr.    Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  687. 


MaffrttM^] 
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Nov.  2i^Dee.  4. 
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Hagnnii  Blr  P.  [LondoQ  Unlversitjr] 

Education  in  German  in  Secondary  Schools, 
Dee,  2,  1468. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1,  1309- 
1311,    1368. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov.  27, 
981-984. 

Secondary  Schools  and  Training  Col- 
leges, Effect  on.  Dee.  2, 1461 ;  Dec. 
3, 1629. 

United  States  Copyright  Regulations,  Nov. 
26,  396,  397. 

Mall  to  Charing  Cro88  Improvement 

Arches,  Erection  of. 
Qa.    Mr.  Carr-Gomm,  Colonel  Lockwood, 
Mr.  Rees ;     Aa.    Mr.  L.  Haroourt, 
Dee.  2, 1467. 

Roadway  to  Birdcage  Walk,  Widening  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Hart-Davies;    A.    Mr.  L. 
Harcourt,  Nov.  30, 1089. 

Mallet,  Mr.  0.  K  [Plymouth] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales 
(No.  2.)  Bill— Allocation  of  Time 
Resolution,  Nov.  27, 991. 

Malmesbnry,  Earl  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  25, 347-350. 


Marsliam  Estate 

Case  of  Mrs.  A.  McHugh. 
Q.    Mr.  F.  Meehan; 
Dec  2, 1472. 


A.    Mr.  BirreU, 


Marston  Bicea 

Cooper  School  Scheme. 
Q.    Mr.    Essex ;       A.    Mr.    Runoiman, 
Dee.  3, 1628. 

Martyn  Estate 

purchase  and  Disposal  of. 
Q.    Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  A.    Mr.  BirreU, 
Nov.  24,  128. 


Mary  port 

Unemployment  Grant. 
Q,     Sir  J.   Randies; 
Nov.  24, 113. 


A.    Mr.   Bums, 


Massey  Estate 

Untenanted  Land,  Purchase  of. 
Q.     Mr.  O'Shaughnessy  ;  A.  Mr.  BirreU, 
PJ  Nov.  27,  936. 

Maisie,  Mr.  J.  [WUtshire.  Cricklade] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bin,  2b..  Nov.  25,  490-493; 
Dec.  1, 1361 ;  Dee.  2, 1489. 


Matehet 

White  Phosphorus,  Firms  using. 
Q,     Earl    of    Ronaldshay; 
Gladstone,  Dee.  1,  1250. 
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A.    Mr. 


Mayo,  Earl  of 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in  Fori,  JTos. 
30,  1028. 

Meagher,  Mr.  M.  [Kakenny,  N.] 

Land  Purohase^Exeroise  of  Sporttaf  B%fats 
Dee.  3,  1689. 

Local  Government  Board  AiKlitorsJkppoi8i> 
mentof,  i)ec3, 1691. 

Poor  Law  Reform  Propoiab,  Dec  1, 169a 

Tullaroan— Postal  Facilities  at  Gaoltton, 
Dee.  3,  1704. 

Workhouses — Salaries  of  Teachers,  i>ec.  X, 
1690. 

Meanooort  Estate 

Case  of  Mrs.  Wynn  and  Mrs.  WinkeL 
Q.    Sir  W.   Nugent;     A.    Mr.  BintI, 
Dec  3, 1686. 

Meat 

Supply,  Adequacy  of. 

Q9,    Mr.    B.  aStr%us,    Mr.   W.   Loef: 
A  8.    Sir  E.  Straohey ,  Nov.  26, 6m. 

Trade  Combination — Work  of  Committee. 
Q.    Mr.  Watt ;  A.    Mr.  Churchill,  Dte.  1, 
1257. 

Meat  Marking  (Ireland)  Bill 

c  IB*,  Nov,  24, 134. 

Meath,  Earl  of 

Licensing  BiU,  2b.,  Nov.  27, 906-906. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Officers — Objections  to  GrantiBf  0» 
tificates  to  Fdreigners,  Not.  U» 

78,  79. 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in  Port* 
Nov.  30,  1028. 

Meehan.  Mr.  F.  [Leitrim,  N.] 

Beinn  EsUte,  Sale  of,  Dtc  2, 1439. 

Cavan  and  Leitrim  Railway  Adminislnun 
— Inquiry  proposed,  Dtc  3,  1700. 

Marsham  EsUte^CaM  of  Mrs.  A.  McHc^^ 
Dee.  2, 1472. 

Montgomery  Estate — Case  of  MSvec^f, 
Nov.  30, 1060. 

Sligo,    Leitrim    and    Northern    CbaBtia 
RaUway.  Grant  to,  Nov.  30,  1101 

Tottenham  Estate — Case  of  F.  McOtuDBoi. 
Dec  1,  1243. 

West  EsUte— Case  of  P.  D.  KeUy.  *Vp^  *, 
1094. 

White  Estate,  Sale  of,  Dec  3, 1646. 

Meehan,  Mr.  F.  A,  [Queen's  County.  L«tj») 

Barrow  River  Drainage  Piopoaals,  Nof^  •^ 
406,  410. 

Knocbnay— Bnraing    of    Stsaw.    Nn 
Investigation  of,  No9.  25,  406. 

Lansdowne  Estate— Caw  of  Mr.  D.  WWIm. 
Nov.  25,  404,  406. 

Old.  Age  Pensions^Poor  Relief  Disqaalii- 
cation.  Now.  ^6.  662. 
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Menziesy  Mr.  W.  [Lanark,  S.] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
167-170,  177,  179. 

Secondary    Schools,    Particulars    as    to, 
Nov.  30,  1093  ;   Dec.  2,  1470. 

Merchant  Shipping 

Cunard  Line,  aee  that  tiUe. 

Deck  Hands — Recommendations   of   Ad- 
TiBory  Committee. 

Q.    Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson;     A.     Mr. 
Churchill,  Dec.  2,  1466. 

Importance  of,  in  time  of  War. 

Oa.    Lord  Muskerry,  Nov.  24,  69-76. 

Mates — Board  of  Trade  Examination  Fees. 
I  Q,    Sir  G.  Kekewich ;  A.    Mr.  Churchill, 

Nov.24,%1. 

Officers — Objections   to   granting   Certifi- 
cates to  Foreigners. 
Oa.    Lord  Muskerry,  Nov.  24,  69, 
72-76,  79  ;  Lord  Ellenborough, 
76;  Lord  Hamilton  of  Dalzell, 
76,  77  ;   Earl  of  Meath,  78,  79. 

Rings    and    Conferences,  Effect  of,   and 
^oposals  for  Legislation. 

Q.    Mr.  Bellairs  ;  A  .Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov.  27,  939. 
Seamen's  Boarding-Houses,  Control  over. 
Q.    Mr.  Renwick;     A.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec.  2, 1464. 

Subsidies,  Conditions  of  granting — 
Foreign  Systems. 

Q.    Mr.Bellairs  ;  A.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov.  27,  937. 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in  Port. 
Oa.     Lord  Muskerry,   Nov.    30,    1022- 

1028  ;  Eailof  Mavo,  1028  ;  Earl  of 
Meath,  1028  ;  Bishop  of  Liverpool, 

1029  ;  Lord  Lyveden,  1030  ;  Bishop 
of  Bangor,  1030  ;  Lord  Hamilton 
of  Dalzell,  1030-1032 ;  Viscount  St. 
Aldwyn,^1032-1034. 

Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1894 

German  Ships  in  British  Ports — Order  in 
Council^Presented,  Dec.  2,  1393, 
1428. 

Middlemore,  Mr.  J.  T.  [Birmingham,  N.] 

Navy 

[_  Anti-Torpedo    Destroyer    Armament 

on  ceitain  Ships,  Dec.  3,  1669. 

Plans  of  Campaign,   Officer  respon- 
l  sible  for,  Nov.  26,  649. 

[^  Shipbuilding   Delay,   Suggestions  for 
obviating,  Nov.  25,  387,  388. 

**  Superb,'*JDate  of  completing,  Nov. 
25,  387. 

**  Tto^raire,"^Date    of    completing, 
Nov.  25,  387,  388. 

Torpedo-Boat  Destroyers 

{7j  Construction — Speed,    etc.,    Dec. 

3,  1667. 

Information  as  to,  Nov.  26,  649. 

Trials  of,  Dec.  3,  1660. 
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Midletcn,  Viscoont 

Army 

Loan  Expenditure,  Dec.  3,  1606,  1609. 

Strength  compared  with  three  years 
ago,  Dec.  3,  1604-1607,  1611. 

Education — ^Medical  Inspection  of  Children, 
Dec  2,  1404. 

Navy 

Docking  Accommodation  for  Vessels 
of  "  Dreadnought "  Class,  Nov.  £4, 
62.  ^ 

Guns  and  Gun-Mountings,  Provision 
of,  Nov.  24,  63. 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  Nov.  24, 
62-64. 


Mildmay,  Mr.  P.  B.  [Devon,  Totnes] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  7,  1389- 
1392 ;  Dec  2,  1476-1480,  1486. 

Clause  2.  —  Right  of  entry  in  Single- 
room  Schools,  Dec.  1,  1260. 

Milltown 

Disposal  of  Mr.  Fetherston's  Ranch. 

Q.    Mr.  Ginnell;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
24,  126. 

Miners 

Timber— Value  of  Welsh  Larch. 
Qa.    Mr.  E.  Davies,  Mr.  D.  A.  Thomas, 
Mr.  Rees ;  Aa.    Mr.  Gladstone,  Dec. 
1,  1265. 

Mitcham  Common 

Improvements,  Grants  for. 

Qa.    Mr.  G.  Roberts,  Mr.  Dobson ;    Aa. 
Mr.  Bums,  Dec.  1, 1269. 

Mitchell-Thomson,  Mr.  W.  [Lanark,  N.  W.] 

Cavalry  Distribution  System,  Nov. 30, 1070. 

Coastguard  Inquiry — Proposals  as  to  Re- 
port, Dec.  2,  1447. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  C<yn.,  Nov.  24, 
176, 180, 198, 209. 

Fiscal  Relations  between  Foreign  Countries 
and  their  Colonies,  Dec.  3, 1679. 

Hajrti  Disturbances — Protection  of  British 
Subjects,  Nov.  26, 649, 663, 664 ;  Dec.  3, 
1669,  1670. 

Scottish  Public  Meetingis — Supply  of  Lan- 
tern Slides,  Nov.  24, 126. 

Sleeping  Sickness  in  Horses,Cure  for.  Dee.  3, 
1666. 

Monk-Bretton,  lord 

Small  Holdings — Terms  of  Loans  to  Local 
Authorities,  etc.,  Dec.  3,  1619. 

Monkswell,  Lord 

Children  BiU,  3b.,  Nov.  30, 1C41 


Man  -Nap  i 


'     INDEX. 
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MomnouihslLire 

Small  Holdings  Applications. 

Q,     Mr.  Thomas  Richards;    A.     Sir  E. 
P  Strachey.  Nov,  24,  124. 

MontaSTU.  Mr.  E.  S.  [Cambridgeshire,  Chester 

ton] 

HiaiT)}hire    SmiU  Holding?  Applications, 
Refusals  of,  Dec.  1, 1264. 

Hontg^omery  Estate 

Case  of  M.  Sweeny. 

Q.     Mr.  F.  Meehan;     A.    Mr.  BirreU, 
Nov.  30,  1060. 

Mooney,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Newry] 

Kingstown — Payment  for  use  of  Carlisle 
Pier,  Dec.  2,  1473,  1474. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  30, 1222-1225, 1227. 

Moore,  BCr.  W.  [Armagh,  N.] 

Balling  irry — Land  purchased  by  Mr.  H.  D. 
Kenny,  Nov.  24,  131. 

Land  Purchase — Priority  of  Cases,  Nov.  26, 
694. 

Pakenham  Estate  Untenanted  Land,  Dis- 
posal of,  Nov.  24,  127. 

Morreil,  Mr.  P.  [Oxfordshire,  Henley] 

Hampshire    Small    Holdings   Applications, 
Nov.  24,  121. 

Oxfordshire  Small  Holdings  Applications 
•    Nov.  24,  122. 

Small  Holdings    • 

r)efaulting     Counties,     Procedure    in 
dealing  with,  Nov.  24,  120. 

Delay,  Proposals  for   obviating,  Nov. 
%  11« 

Demand  for — Duties  of  Commissioners 
Nov.  24, 123, 124. 

Staff — Additional  Appointments   pro- 
posed, Nov.  24, 121. 

Morrogh  Bernard  Estate 

Case  of  M.  Buckley. 

3.     Mr.  J.   Murphy;     A.     Mr.  BirreU, 
Nov.  25,  411. 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C.  [Sutherland] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Cow.,  Nov.  24, 
158,180,206,217. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,2R.,  Nov.  30, 1214-1216, 1217, 1224, 
,      '      ,    1226. 

Port  of  London' Bill,  Com.,  Dec.\4,  1796- 
^  1800,  1816,  1831-1834,  1837. 

Motors 

Licences  issued  (1907-8). 
Q.     Mr.  Watt;     A.     Mr.  Lloyd-George, 
;  Nov.  26,  658. 

•I 

Mountjoy  Prison 

(  a^e  of  R.  O'Brien. 
Q.     Mr.    Ninietti';    '    A     Mr^  •Birrell, 
^ov.  2S,  645.   V 
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Muldoon,  Mr.  J.  [Wickiow,  E.] 

Home  and  Cottage  Industries,  Definition  of, 
Nov.  24, 131 ;  Nov.  25,  373. 

Mnllingar 

District  Lunatic  Asylum  AccountB. 
Q.     Mr.  Ginnell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,;[xVo". 
26.  640. 

Monster 

Land  Purchase  Prices. 
Q8.    Mr.  Flavin,  Mr.  W.  0*BrienYr^«. 
Mr.  BirreU,  Dec.  3, 1693.  

Murphy,  Mr.  J.  [Kerry.  E.] 

Education    Lis  pect  or  ships — Appointmen  t 
projected,  Nov.  25,  385. 

Glenflesk,  Railway  Station  for,  proposed, 
Nov.  25,  379. 

Kenmare  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of,  Noc.  26, 
643. 

Sile  Proposals,  Nov.  25,\4:\2. 

Kilraurry — (Uase  of  Mr.R.  J.Walsh,  Not.  SO. 
1052. 

Morrogh     Bernard     Estate — Case    of    M. 
Bjckley,  Nov.  25,  411.  _ 

Muskerry,  Lori^ 

Merchant  Shipping 

Importance  in  time  of  War.  Nov.  24, 
69-75. 

Officers — Objections  to  granting  oertitl- 
oates  to  Foreigners,  Nov.  24,  69. 
72-75,  79. 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lyin^in  Pen, 
Nov.  30,  1022-1023, 

Myer,  Mr.  H.BI[Lambeth,  N.] 

Education — Roman  Catholic  School  Atteo- 
dance,  Dec  2,  1463. 

*  Gladiator,"  Disposal  of,  Dec.  J,'124a 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dtc  <,''181S. 
1819,  1832, 1841. 

Nannetti,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Dublin,  CollegelGreenJ 

._  Education 

National  School  Teachers — Salari^'^ 
of  Assistants,  Nov.  26^  644;  Imc 
3,  1645. 

Teachers,  Irish* trained,  Recognition  of. 
Nov.  26,  677,  678. 

Mountjoy  Prison — Case  of  R.  O'Brien^'.V'-^. 
26,  646. 

Napier,  Mr.  T.  B-  [Kent,  Faversham] 

Elementary  Education  (EngUnd  andWaIe^> 
(No  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30,  1197-130l». 
Dec.  1,  1348-1350 ;  Dec  2,  1493-14W; 
1633.  "       - 
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Correspondenoe  as  to  Trial  of  certain  Natives 
Presented,  Nov.  30,  1G22, 1046. 

Dinizulu  CSase. 

Q.     Mr.  Mackarness ;     A.     Colonel 
Seely,  Nov.  30, 1073. 

Indictment,  Tabling  of; 

Qs.     Mr.  Mackarness  ;  As.    Lionel 
Seely,  Nov.  24,  98. 

Mangena,  Mr.  A.  .Case  of — Papers  Presented, 
Nov.  27, 934 ;  Dec,  1, 1229. 

Natives,  Flogging  of— Miss  €k>lenso's  Letter. 
jQ.    Mr.  Lehmann;    A.     Colonel  Seely, 
Nov.  24,  98. 

Haval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions  Act 

Six  Orders  in  Council  Presented,  Dee.  2, 
1393,  1427. 


[Havy 


rofU, 


Havy 


First  Lord — ^Right  Hon.  R.  McKenna. 

Financial   Secretary.— Dr.    T.    J.    Mac- 
namara. 

Anti-Torpedo  Destroyer  Armament  on 
certain  Ships. 

Qa.    Mr.    Middlemore ;       As.     Sir. 
McKenna,  Dec.  3,  1659. 

'^Barfleur** — Changes    of     Captain    and 
Crew. 
Qs.    Mr.   Bellairs ;    As.    Mr.  McKenna, 

I>ee.l246. 
Q.     Mr.    Bellairs;     A.    Mr.    McKenna, 
Dee.  3,  1652. 

Battleships,  Cost  oi. 

Os.    Earl  Cawdor,  Nov.  24,  29. 

^*  Boadicea  "  type  Cruisers,  Orders  for, 
Q.    Mr.    Watt ;       A,     Mr.    McKenna, 
Dee.  3,  1657. 

''Capital  Ships,*'  Comparative  Strength 
in  of  Great  Britain  and  Foreign 
Countries. 

Os,  Lord  Lochee  of  Gowrie,  Nov. 
24,  44-47. 

Changing  of  Officers  and  Crews,  System  of. 
Qs.     Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Bellairs  ;    As,     Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov,  24,  91. 

Chatham  Dockyard  Channel — Dredging 
Proposals. 

Q.    Mr.  Fell;    A,    Mr.  McKenna, 
.     Nov,  26,  648. 

Coastguards,  see  that  title, 

Devoaport  Dockyard — Names  of  Smiths 
re -instated. 

Q.  Mr.  T.  F.  Richards ;  -4.  Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov,  25,  390. 

^  Discipline,  Prisons — Rules  and  Regulations 
Presented,  Nov,  24,  23,  81. 

Docking  Accommodation  for  Vessels   of 

^    **  Dreadnought  "  class. 

Os.  Earl  Cawdor,  Nov.  24,  32; 
Earl  of  Oranard,  36,  65,  68, 
69 ;  Lord  Lcith  of  Fyvie,  52  ; 
Viscount  Midleton,  62;  Lord 
Ellenborough,  65-69.  I 
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Dockyard  Emplojrment  Statistics. 
Q.    Mr.    T.    F.    Richards;       A.    Mr. 
McKenna,  Dee,  3, 1662. 

Engine-room  Artificers — Result  pf  BelfasS 
Examination. 
Q,    Mr.  Sloan  ;  A.     Mr.  McKenna, 
Nov.  25, 372. 

Engineer  Officers,  Status  ot. 
Qs.  Mr.  Bramsdon  ;  As,  Mr.  McKeiUMi 
Dee,  1,  1244. 


({ 


Gladiator,"  Disposal  of. 
Qs.    Mr.  Bellairs,  Bfr.  Myer ;    As.    BCr. 
McKenna,  Dee,  1,  1245. 

Guns  and  Gun-mountings,  Provision  of. 
Os,     Earl  Cawdor,  Nov,  24,  29  ;   Earl  of 
Granard,  34,  64 ;     Lord  Leith  of 
Fyvie,  50  ;   Viscount  Midleton,  63. 

Home  Fleet  Manoeuvres,  Result  of. 
Os,     Earl  of  Granard,  Nov,  24,  64. 

Medway  Floating  Dock  Scheme. 

Q,    Mr.  Fell ;  A,    Mr.  McKenna,  Nov, 
26,  648. 

Plans   of   Campaigns,   Officer  responsible 
for. 

Q,     Bfr.     Middlemore;        A.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov.  26,  649. 

Policy,  Criticisms  on. 
Os.    Lord  Leith  of  Fyvie,  Nov.  24,  49^ 
53. 

Portsmouth  Lock — Wages  paid  by  Messrs. 
Morison    and     Biason. 
Qs,    Mr.     T.     F.     Richards,     Mr. 
Bramsdon,  Mr.   Watt,  Mr.   0. 
Grant,  Mr.  Crooks,  Mr.  Thorne ; 
As.     Mr.   McKenna,   Nov.   30 f 
1066. 
Qs,     Mr.    T.    F.    Richards;       As. 
Mr.  McKenna,  Dee,  2,  1447. 

Repairs,  Number  of  Vesseb  undergoing. 
Os.    Lord  Ellenborough,  Nov.  24,  39; 
Lord  Leith  of  Fyvie,  49,  50. 

Reserve — Case  of  A.  Rutherford. 
Q,    Mr.  Summerbell ;  A.    Mr.McKennSj 
Dee.  4, 1759. 

Rosyth 

Date  of  Completion. 
Os,     Earl  of  Granard,  Nov,  24,  36 ; 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  36. 

Sunday  Labour. 

Qs,     Mr.   Gulland,   Mr.    Lee ;     As. 
McKenna,  Nov.  30,  1069. 

Shipbuilding 

Contracts,  Method  of  Allocating,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.  Thome,  Mr.  Curran,  Mr. 
Jenkins ;     As.    Mr.  McKenna, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Dee.  3,  1660. 

Delay,  Suggestions  for  obviating. 
Qs,     Mr.       Middlemore,    Mr.       K. 
Hardie;     As,    Mr.    McKenna, 
N0P-  25,  387. 
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Programme. 

Oa,  Earl  Cawdor,  i^<w.  2^,  25, 
28-31 ;  Earl  of  Granard,  34, 
64  ;  Lord  Ellenborough  36- 
40,65;  Lord  Locheeof  Gowrie, 
41,  42  ;  Lord  Eversley,  66,  57, 
59 ;  Lord  Braesey,  60,  61  ; 
j^ViscounJ;  idleton,  62-64. 

Speed  of  Vessels,  proportionate  Ckwt 
of  increasing. 

Q.     Mr.    Bellairs;        A,     Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov,  24,  90. 

Unarmoured  Cruisers,  Orders  for. 
Q,     Mr.  Crooks  ;  A,     Mr.  MoKenna, 
Dec.  3y  1658. 

,hort  Service  System,  Advantages  of. 
Oa,     Lord  Eversley,  Nov,  24,  58. 

Stores  Reserve  of. 
Oa.     Earl  Cawdor,  Nov.  24,  32 ;     Earl 
of  Granard,   35;      Lord  Leith  of 
Fyvie,  51. 
Q.     Mr.    T.    F.    Richards ;       A.     Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov.  25,  390. 

**  Superb  " — Date  of  completing. 
Q,     Mr.Middlemore;i4.     Mr.  MoKenna, 
Nov.  25,  387. 

**  T^m^raire  " — Date  of  completing. 
Qa,     Mr.         Middlemore ;         Aa,     Mr. 
MoKenna,  Nov.  25,  387. 

Torpedo-Boat  De8tro3rer8 

Allocation  of  Contracts  for. 
Qa.     Mr.    Summerbell,   Mr.    Crean, 
Mr.        Gretton ;        Aa,     Mr. 
McKenna,  Nov.  24,  90. 

Construction   Policy. 

Oa.     Earl  Cawdor,  Nov.  24,  31,  35  ; 

Earl  of  Oranard,  35. 
Q.     Mr.      Middlemore;      A,     Mr. 
McKenna,  Pec.  ^  1669. 


Mr. 


Mr. 


Date  of  completing. 
Qs.     Mr.       Bellairs;  Aa, 

McKenna,  Nov.  25,  388. 

Information  as  to. 

O.     Mr.    Middlemore;         A. 
McKenna,  Nov.  26,  649. 

Speed  of.  ,,  _ 

Qa.    Mr.  Hunt }  Aa,    Mr.  McKenna, 
Nov.  25,  389. 
Trials  of  proposed  purchase!. 

Qa.    Mr.    Middlemore;       Aa.    Mr. 
McKenna,  Dec,  3,  1660. 
Two-Power  Standard,  Definition  and  Main- 
tenance of.  rt*    OA 

Oa.     Earl  Cawdor,  Nov.  24,  25-30, 

32,  54 ;  Earl  of  Granard,  34,  36, 

66  ;  Lord  Lochee  of  Gowrie,  41. 

43-47  ;    Lora  Eversley,  53-56 ; 

Lord  Brassey,  60,  61. 

Volunteer  Reserve— Decision  as  toj^Signal 

rating  and  issue  of  Kits.  M  a)    M 

Qa.     Mr.  R.  Duncan,  Colonel  Lock- 

wood;       Aa.    Mr.     McKenna, 

.V<w.  30, 1068. 


Navy  Estimates 

Increase  in  certain  items  during  k»t  t« 
years. 

Oa.     Lord  Eversley,  Nov.  24, 57, 51 

Newton,  Lord 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of— MeMWti 
to  be  passed,  etc..  Dec.  2, 1423-1425. 

NiohoUs,  Mr.  G.  [NorthMuptonshire,  N] 
Bur  well  Crown  Farm,  Leasing  of,  *Vot.  iL 

84. 
Coates  Small  Holdings  Applicatioos,  iMt- 1 

1469. 
Old-Age  Pensions— Wa«©6,  Allocatioo  be- 

tween  Husband  and  Wife,  Jkc^  t,  I4to. 

Nield,  Mr.  H.  [Middle-ex,  Ealing] 

Elementary  Education  (EngUnd  and  Wak** 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  :i6,  817-«a>. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec  4,  1»L 

Nigeria 

MunshisMilitary  Expeditions  ag«in»l. 
Qa.    Sir  C.  Dilke,  Sir  G.  Pariwr;    ^ 
Colonel  Seely,  Nov.  24,  99. 

Southern— Military   Expedition   proiwttd 
Q.     Mr.  MacNeill;     A.     Colonel  Swhr , 
Dec.  3,  1W5. 

North  British  Bailway  Order  Conflxas 
tion  BiU 

c.  2b..  Nov.  30,  1212. 

Nugent,  Sir  W.  E.  [Wertmeath,  S.I 

Kilbeggan  Cattle-Driving  Prosecution,  5 w 

26, 695. 
Mearscourt   Estate — Case   of  Mr*.  Wy» 

and  Mrs.  Winkel,  Det.  3,  1686. 

Westmeath 

Police,  information  as  to,  No9. 26, 6M- 
Valuation,  Cost  of.  Dee.  4,  I7«i 

O'Brieil,  Mr.  K.  E.  [Tipperary.  Mid] 

Holyoross  Distorbanoe— Arrwtolnii|«<^ 
persons,  Nov.  26,  646 ;  Dec  J.  \f^ 

Langley  EsUt©  Evicted  TVnanl*.  Po«iii« 
of,  Dec  3,  1646. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  [Kilkenny] 

Knockmay  Blalidoas  Burning  Cb««. 
Dec  3,  1691. 

Railways,  SUtePurohMO  d— 

Estimate  of  cost,  eto.»X>0e.  J.16^ 

Irish  Report  on.  No9.  26,  e«6. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  [Cork] 

Cork  Barracka,  Labour  employvd  on,  3**- 

26,  653. 
Land  Purchase  Bonus,  effect  of  ptv^ert^ 

legislation,  Nov.  30,  1552. 

Munster  Land  Purchaae  prices,  Dte.  1  !•*• 
OldJLge   Ptoaioos— Ikxatioo  tttj^ufd  » 
respect  of,  Dae  3, 1635. 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  John  [Kildare,  N.l 

Fleetwood  Rynd  and  others.  Estate  of — 
Sale  Proposals,  Dec.  1,  1243. 

Prevention  of  Grime  Bill,  Con,,  Nov.  24, 
227-229. 

O'Connor.  Mr.  T-  P.  [Liverpool,  Scotland] 

Elementary  £ducatioa(£ngland  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2r..  Nov.  25,  469-466; 
Nov.  SO,  1165-1170. 

O'Connor  Estate 

Case  of  Mrs.  McCabe. 

Q.     Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  24,  88. 

Rents  on. 

Q.       Mr.   Hazleton;      A.    Mr.   Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1061. 

0*DonneU/Mr.  C.  J.  [Newington,  Walworth] 

Education — Roman  Catholic  School  Atten- 
dance, Dec.  2,  1463. 

Elementary  Education  (^Ingland  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  BiU,  2e.,  Nov.  26, 809-811. 

Walworth  School  Grants,  Dec.  2, 1462. 

0*Donnell,  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  s.] 

Begley  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 1065. 
Blake  Estate 

Case  of  Forde,  Dec.  1,  1237. 

Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30,  1065. 

Constabulary  Cadetships  —  Nomination 
System,  Nov.  30, 1066. 

Domville  Estate,  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 
1065. 

Jordon  Estate,  Sale  Proposcds,  Nov.  30, 
1064. 

Robe  River  Drainage,  Nov.  30, 1064. 

O'Donnell,  Mr.  T.  [Kerry,  W.] 
Land  Purchase 

Sinking  Fund,  Information  as  to,  Nov. 
26,  651. 

Turbary  Rights,  Nov.  30, 1049. 

ODowd,  Mr.  J.  [Siigo,  S.] 

Ballinaraw— Case  of  R.  Foy,  Nov.  30,  1097. 

Branchfield  Farm,  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 
1096. 

Education — Girls'  Schools  Closed,  etc.,  Dec, 
1, 1270. 

Knox  Estate — Case  of  P.  Kilroy,  Nov.  30, 
1097. 

Riverstone  Disturbance  on  29th  ultimo — 
Inquiry  into  Death  of  J.  Stenson,  Nov. 
26,  685. 

OOrady,  Mr.  J.  [Leeds,  E.] 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  Dec.  3, 
1668. 

.Chiswick    Unemployment    Distress    Com- 
mittee, Dec.  3,  1631. 

Indian  Administrative'^Reform  Proposals, 
Dec.  J,  1248. 
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O'Orady,  Mr.  J.—cont. 

Local  Authorities*  Loans — Applications 
under  Consideration,  Nov.  30,  1088. 

Persia 

Constitution,  Granting  of,  Nov.  26, 666. 

Papers,  Tabling  of,  Nov.  26,  667. 

Telegraph  Messengars  —  Conditions  of 
Placing  on  the  Establishment,  Nov.  30, 
1089. 

O'KeUy,  Mr.  C.  [Mayo,  N.] 

Carnacon  Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 1062. 

King-Harman  Estate  Turbary  Rights^  Nov. 
30, 1094. 

O'Shanghnessy,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Limerick,  w.] 

Knockaderry —  Case  of  Mrs.  Browne,  Dec.  3, 
1646. 

Land  Purchase — Middleman's  Lease,  Re- 
demption of,  Dec.  3, 1621. 

Lane-Joynt  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Posi- 
tion of,  Nov.  27,  935. 

Lyons  Estate — Case  of  Mrs.  B.  O'Connell, 
Nov.  27,  936. 

Massev  Estate  Untenanted  Land.  Purchase 
of,  Nov.  27,  936. 

'^^     Shelton  Estate,  Disposal  of,  Nov.  27,  935. 
Waller  Estate  Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of 
i^ov.  27,  937.    . 

6'Bhee,  Mr.  J.  J.  [Waterford,   W.] 

Land  Purchase  Price,  basis  of  calculating, 
Nov.  25,  385. 

Old-Age  Pensions 

Appeal  against  rejection,  Procedure  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.  Snowden ;     A,    Mr.  Hobhouse,. 
Dec.  3, 1635. 

J1    Claims,  information  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  T.  Da  vies;  A.  Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  25,  393. 

Q.  Mr.  T.  Davies;  A.  Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  30, 1076. 

Committees — pajrment   of   travelling   ex- 
penses in  certain  cases  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Rogers;     A.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  26,  650. 

Decision  of  points  of  Law — Authority 
empowered. 

Q.    Mr.  Snowden ;     A,    Mr.  Hob 
house,  Dec.  3,  1636. 

Filial    contribution    through    Poor    Law 
Guardians. 
Qs.    Sir  G.  Kekewich,  Mr.  Belloc, 
Mr.    A.   Chamberlain,   Mr.    K. 
Hardie,   Mr.   Cox;      As.    Mr. 
Bums,  Nov.  30,  1086. 
Q.     Mr.  C.  H.  Corbett;     A.    Mr. 
Bums,  Dec.  1, 1242. 

Investigation  of  claims,  measures  allowed 
for. 

Qe.    Mr.  Barnes ;   As.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  24, 106. 
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Old-Age  Pensions— cow/. 

Ireland 

Claims — Estimate    of    persons    over 
Seventy. 

Qa,     Mr.    Kettle ;       Aa.    Mr. 
Birrell,  Dec,  3, 1633. 

Small  Holdings,  Calculation  of  Bent 
from. 

Q,     Mr.  Kettle  ;  A.     Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Dec,  3,  1034. 

Law  Officers*  Opinions,  Date  of  receiving. 
Q,    Mr.  Snowden ;    A.    Mr.  Bums, 
Dec,  3,  1630. 

Married  Persons*  Income,  Method  of  reckon- 
ing. 

Q,    Mr.  Fenwick;    A,    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  30, 1046. 
Q,    Mr.  Rogers ;     A.    Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  30, 1076. 

Newspaper  publication  of  lists  of  claims. 
Q,    Mr.  E.  Da  vies  ;  A,     Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Dec,  1,  1264. 

Officers 

Fines  on,  for  communication]  to   the 
Press. 
Q,     Mr.    Snowden ;       A,     Mr. 
house,  Dec.  3,  1637. 

Pay  of. 

Q.     Mr.   Kendall;      A.     Mr.   Hob- 
house,  Dec.  3, 1637. 

System  of  appdinting. 

Q,    Mr.  Kettle;      A.    Mr.   Lloyd-. 
George,  Nov.  24,  105. 

Poor  Relief  Disqualification. 

Q.     Mr.     Rogers;         A,     Mr. 

Bums,  Nov.  26,  647. 
Q,     Mr.  P.  Meehan ;     A.     Mr. 

Lloyd-George,     Nov.     26, 

652. 
Qt    Mr.  Summerbell ;    A.    Mr. 

Bums,  Dec.  3, 1651. 
Q,     Mr.     Rogers;         A,     Mr. 

Asquith,  Dec.  3,  1706. 

Husband  of  Women  in  receipt  of  Poor 
ReUef. 

Q,     Mr.    Ashton ;         A,     Mr. 
Bums,  Dec.  4,  1762. 

Interpretation  of  certain  cases. 

Q.     Mr.  Homiman  ;  A,     Mr.  Bums, 
Nov.  25,  379. 

Position  of  Pensioners. 

Qa,    Mr.  T.  F.  Richards,  Mr.  Crooks  ; 
Aa,     Mr.  Asquith,  Nov.  26,  701. 

Wife  of  person  in  receipt  of  Poor  Relief. 
Q,     Mr.  SummerbeU ;  A,  Mr.  Bums, 

Nov.  24,  in. 
Qa.    Mr.    SummerbeU,   Mr.    Black, 

Mr.     Rogers,    Lord     R.    Cecil, 

Mr.  Joyce ;     Aa.     Mr.   Bums, 

Dec,  1, 1258. 
Q,    Mr.    Vemey ;    A,    Mr.    Bums, 

Dec,  3,  1649. 

RegisteiB,  access  to  in  Scotland. 
Q,     Mr.  C.  E.  Price;     A.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  26,  653. 
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Old-Age  Pensions— <^ofi/. 

Regulations 

Irish  translation  of. 

Q,    Mr.   Kettle;      A.    Mr.  Uojd- 

George,  Nov.  24, 107. 
Qa.     Mr.  J.  MaoVeagh;     Aa,    He 

Lloyd-George,  Nov.  30^  1077. 

Opportunity  for  discussing. 

Q.     Mr.  Barnes ;    A.     Mr.  Asqvitk. 
Nov.  24,  85. 

Scottish  translation. 

Q.     Mr.    Watt;       A.     Mr.   Lkiyi- 
George,  i^Tov.  24,  107. 

Welsh  translation  proposed. 
Q,    Mr.  K  Davies ;  A.    Mr.  Uay4> 
George,  ^or.  24.  107. 

Translation  into  Gaelic  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.    Weir;       ^.     Mr,   Uoyd- 
George,  ^ot?.  ;k?,  1059 

Taxation  required  in  respect  of. 

Q,     Mr.  W.  O'Brien  ;  A,     Mr.  HobboM, 
Dec  3,  1635. 

Wages — Allocation  between  Hatband  aad 
Wife. 
Qa.     Mr.  NichoUs,  Mr.  Crooks ;  Aa. 
Mr.  Bums,  Dee.  2,  1456. 

Onslow,  Barl  Of-^hairman  of  Commttltm 

Cattle  Importation  Restrictioos,  A'or.   f< 
*  23. 

Chikben  Bill,  3b.,  Nov.  30,  1039.  I 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease — American  0«t- 
breaks,  Nov.  24,  24. 

Small  Holdings — Terms  of  Loans  to  Local 
Authorities,  etc.,  Dec,  3,  1612-161i. 

Opium 

Conference — Opinions  of  British  Dekgatn. 
Q,    Mr.  Watt ;  A,     Sir  E.  Grey.  Dtc  I 
1669. 

Orkney 

Copinshay    Lighthouse    and    Fog-Sipsl, 
Decision  as  to. 
Q.    3ir.  J.  C.  Waaon ;    J.    8ir  E 
Kearley,  Nov.  26,  673. 

North   Ronaldshay,   Telegraph   £xt«wtoa 
tOy  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.    J.    C.    Waaon;      A.    Ui, 

Buxton,  Nov,  30,  1068. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    C.    WaM>n;      A.    lb. 
Churchill,  Dw.  3,  1674. 

Ormathwaite  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 

Qa,     Mr.    FUvin ;       Aa.    Mr.    Btffti, 
Dec,  3,  1699. 

Oxford  Cirens 

Police  Arrangementa  daring  KapX  Pt»> 
cession. 
Q.    Mr.  Lynch  :^.    Mr.  QM«t<«i, 
Nov,  24,  10ft 
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Oxford  Street 

Building  Accidents  on  Waring-White 
Works. 

Q,    Mr.  W.  T.  Wilson;     A.    Mr. 
Gladstone,  Dec  1,  1256. 

Oxfordshire 

Small  Holdings  Applications. 

Qs.    Mr.    Morrell,   Mr.    Bennett;      Aa. 
Sir  E.  Strachey,  Nov,  24,  122. 

Fakenham  Estate 

Untenanted  Land,  Disposal  of. 
Qs.    Mr.  GinneUy  Mr.  Moore ;    As.    Mr. 
BirreU,  Nov.  24,  127. 

Parker,  Sir  G.  [Gravesend] 

Education — Roman  Catholic  School 
Attendance,  Dec.  2,  1463. 

Elementary    Education    (No.     2)    Bill — 
1  Formation   of   Associations,    Dec,    2, 

1466. 

Nigerian  Nunshis,  Military  Expeditions 
against,  Nov.  24,  90. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1770, 
1778-1782,  1790,  1791,  1794,  1800, 
1817,  1829,  1836-1838. 

Parliament 

Allocation  of  Rooms  among  Peers,  Com- 
mons and  Press. 

g.    Mr.  Watt;     A.    Mr.  L.  Har- 
court.  Dee,  3,  1662. 

House  of  Commons 

Allocation  of  Rooms. 
Q,    Mr.  Pirie  ;  A,    Mr.  L.  Harcourt, 
Nov,  27,  940. 

;  Galleries,   Proposals  for   Re-opening, 

Qs,     Sir  G.  McCrae,  Mr.  L.  Hardy ; 

As.    Mr.  Speaker,  Dec,  3,  1707. 

Strangers,  Admission  of— Select  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  Appointed, 
Dec.  4,  1844. 

House  of  Lords 

Reform — Notice  of  Resolution  (Mr, 
MacNeill),  Nov.  30,  1106. 

Report  from  Select  Committee  Pre- 
sented, Dec,  2,  1394. 

Took  the  Oath — Lord  Cranworth, 
Nov,  25,  267. 

Reform  Proposals. 
Q,    Mr.    Crooks ;        A,    Mr.    Asquith, 
Dec,  3,  1706. 

Parliamentary  Election 

New  Member  Sworn — Mr.  E.  G.  Pretyman, 
for  Essex  (Chelmsford),  Dee.  3,  1710. 

Pearoei  Mr.  W.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Limehouse] 

Elementary  Education  (No.  2)  Bill— 
Limitation  of  Grants,  Dee.  3,  1636. 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Conk,  Dec,  4,  1781. 

Pease,.  Mr.  H.  P.  [Darlington] 

United  States  Unemployment  Statistics, 
Returns  as  to,  Nov,  26,  642. 
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Pease,  Mr.  J.  A.—Lordof  the  Treasury  [Eaaex^ 
Saffron  Walden] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Dec,  3, 
1766. 

Penal  Servitude  Acts 

Conditional  Licence  Granted,  Dec  2, 
1394,  1428. 

Pentonville  Soad  Bemand  Home 

C!ase  of  Gertrude  Andrews. 

Q.    Mr.  Belloc  :   A.    Mr.  Bums,  Dee.  i. 
1257. 

Cutting  of  Girl's  Haii. 
Qs.    Mr.  Pickersgill;     As.    Mr.  Bums, 
Nov.  24,  115. 

Perks,  Mr.  B.  W.  [Lincolnshire,  Louth] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov,  26. 
776-781. 

Persia 

British  Government  Policy  in. 

Qs.    Mr.    Lynch,    Mr.    MacNeill;     As, 
Sir  E.  Grey,  Nov.  26,  667, 

Constitution,  Granting  of. 
Qs,  Mr.    Dillon,  Major  Anstruther-Gra]^ 

Mr.    Lynch ;       As.    Sir    R    Grey, 

Nov.  26,  665. 
Q.    Mr.   O'Grady;      A.    Sir  R   Grey, 

Nov.  26,  666. 

Liakhoff,  Colonel,  Position  of. 

Qs,     Dr.  Rutherford,  Mr.   Lynch;    A$^ 

Sir  E.  Grey,  Nov.  24,  99. 
Q.    Mr.  Lynch  ;  A,    Sir  E.  Grey,  Dec  3r 
1671. 

Papers,  Tabling  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  O'Grady ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey,  Nov.  26,  666. 

Parliament,  Proposals  as  to. 

Qs.    Mr.     Hart-Davies ;      As.    Sir^E. 
Grey,  Nov.  24, 102. 

Russian   Government  Attitude. 

Q.    Mr.  Lvnch ;    A.    Sir  E.  Grey,  Nov. 
24,  102. 

Russian  Officers  employed  by  the  Shah. 
Q.    Mk".  Dillon ;    A.    Sir  E.  Grey,  No9. 
26,  666. 

Situation  in. 

Qs.     Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Rees ;  As.     Sir^E. 
Grey,  Not.  26,  665. 

Perth  Corporation  Order  Confirmation 
Bill  ^ 

e.  2n,*  Nov.  30,  1044. 
Con*  Dec  2,  1426. 
3r.*  Dec.  4,  1767. 

Petrol 

Accidents  from' Explosion  of. 

Qs.     Mr.  A  Henderson,  Mr.' J.' R.'Mac- 
donald,  Mr.  P.  Barlow  ;    As.^liILt, 
Gladstone,  Nov.  24,  108. 

Storage — Use  of  Safety  Devices. 

Q,    Mr  A.  Henderson  ;    A,    Mr.   Glad- 
stone, Nov.  24,  108. 
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Douglas  Estate— Sale  Proposals,  Nov.  30, 
1049. 

Pickersgill,  Mr.  E.  H.  [Bethnal  Green,  8. W.] 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 
Wales)(No.2)  Bill,(7om.,  Dec.  /,  1300- 
1304. 

Pentonville  Road  Remand  Home — Cutting 
of  Girl's  Hair,  Nov.  24,  115,  116. 

Prevention  of  Crin;e  Bill,  Con.,  Not.  24, 
221. 

Unemployment  Insurance  —  German  Sys- 
tem, Dec.  2,  1467. 

Pirie,  Mr.  D.  V.  [Aberdeen,  N.] 

Aberdeen  —  Railway  Carriage  of  Fish,  Dec. 
2, 1453, 1454. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
166,  163,  164,  173-175,  201.  212- 
216. 

Deputations  in  connection  with,  Nov. 
24,  125. 

House  of  Commons — Allocation  of  Rooms, 
Nov.  27,  940. 

Scottish  Sheriff-Substitutes,  Solicitors  ap- 
pointed as,  Dec.  3,  1683. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill 

c.  lu.*  Nov.  25,  411. 
2b.  Dec.  3,  1710. 

Police 

Complaints  against,  System  of  dealing  with. 
Qs.     Mr.    G.    Greenwood ;        As.     Mr. 
Gladstone,  Nov.  26,  668. 

Poor  Law 

Ireland 

Deportation  of  Paupers,  System  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Kavanagh  ;  A.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.30, 1101. 

Reform  Proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Meagher ;  A.     Mr.  Birrell, 
Dec.  3,  1690, 

Returns,  Cost  of  furnishing. 

Q.     Mr.  Kavanagh  ;    A.  Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1101. 

Relief,  Expenditure  on — Return  Presented, 
.^01.  60,  1045. 

Returns,  Payment  of  Expense  of  Furnish- 
ing. 

Q.    Mr.  Pfrench;    A.     Mr.  Lloyd- 
George,  Nov.  26,  652. 

Scottish  Out-Relief  Payments. 
Q.     Mr.  Barnes  ;   A.     Mr.  Sinclair,  Dee. 
1,  1266. 

Poplar 

Unemployed,  Work  for. 
Q.     Mr.  Brooke;    A,    ilr.  Barns,  Nov. 


0,  1050, 
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Demurrage  through  shallonness  of  River 
at  Low  Tide.  , 

Q.     Mr.  V6mey  ;      A,  Mr.  Cfcnrchill 
Dec.  3, 1672. 

Port  of  London  Bill 

c.  Be  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1767. 
Sep.*  Dec.  4,  1844. 

Report   Stage    —   Introduction    of   New 
Clause. 
Oa.     Mr.  McArthur,  Mr.  Chairman, 
Dec.  4, 1843. 

Ports 

Use  of,  and  Schemes  for  improving  (Unitsed- 
Kingdom  and  Foreign  Countriea). 
Q.     Mr.  Verney ;  A.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec.  3,  1671. 

Portunina 

Postal  Facilities. 
Q.    Mr.  J.   Roche;   A,    Mr.    Buxton, 
Nov.  30,  1103. 

Shannon  Bridge,  Re- building  of. 

g.     Mr.  Reddy ;    A.     Mr.  Birrell.  Not, 
30,  1099. 

Post  Office 

Posimaetcr-Cfeneral — ^Rt.  Hon.  S.  BuxtoiL 
[See  also  Names  of  Flaces.'i 

Baskets — Contracts    placed    in    Scotlajod. 
Q.     Mr.  Watt;    A.    Mr,  Buxton,  Dte. 
1,  1260. 

Canadian  Magazine  Post,  Success  of. 
Q.    Mr.  King;     A,    Mr.  Buxton,  Dec. 
3,  1676. 

Christmas  Work,  Pay  for. 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  R.  MacdonaM;  A*.  Mr. 
Buxton,  Nov.  25,  371  ;  Dec.  J. 
1676. 

Hobhouse  Report,  Result  of  CUssificatiao 
under. 

Q.     Mr.  Silcock;    A.    Mr.  BaxKm, 
Nov.  25,  574. 

Newspaper  Rates  to  and  from  Aiistzali&. 
Q.     !Mr.  H.  Heaton;    A.    3Ar.  Bnztoii, 
Dec.  2,  1437. 

Postmasters  —    Licensed   Paldicaiis   Ap- 
pointed in  Ireland. 

Q.   Mr.  Fetherstonhaugji :    A.    Mr. 
Buxton,  Nov.  25,  39& 

Postmen,  Auxiliary,  in  Citv,  Bav  cl. 
Q.    Mr.  W.  T.  Wilron ;  A.    Mr.  Boxtcn. 
Dec  1,  1260. 

Post  Office  Consolidation  Bill 

/.  3b.*  Nov.  24,  23. 
c.  iB.*  Nov.  27,  943. 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank 

Financial  Position. 

^  Q.     Mr.    MacNeiU;       A,    )ir.    liovii. 
m^Georgd,  Z)ec  3,  1654. 
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Potts  Estate 

Situation  on. 

Q.     Mr.  Ginnell ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
25,  384. 

Powell,  Sir  F.  8.  [Wigan] 

Elementary  Education  (fjngland  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  BUI,  Com,,  N6v. 
30,  1136;  Dec,  1,  1304,  1333, 
1338  ;    Dec.  2,  1632. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Nov, 
27,  972-976. 

Power,  Mr.  P.  j.  [Waterford,  E.] 

Carrick-on-Suir  Labourers*  Cottages  Scheme 
— Arbitrators'  Charges,  Dec.  4,  1763: 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill.  Com.,  Nov.  30, 
1136. 

Poyntzpass 

Sewerage,  Inquiry  into. 

Q.^Mr.    McKiUop;       A.    Mr.    BirreU, 
Dec.  1,  1267. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agrionltnre 

Bi.  Hon.  Earl  Carringion. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Education 

Bi.  Hon.  W.  Bunciman, 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Rt.  Hon.  W.  8.  ChurchiU. 

President  of  the  Local  Oovenunent  Board 

Bl  Hon.  J.  Bums. 

Preston 

Mission  Shelter — Case  of  W.  Walsh. 
Q.   Mr.  W.  Thorne ;     A.     Mr.   Burns, 
Nov.  26,  640. 


Prevention  of  Cormption  Act 

Prosecutions  under. 

Qs.     Mr.    Renton,    Mr.    A.    Lee ; 
Sir  W.  Robson,  Dec.  1,  1266. 


As. 


Prevention  of  Crime  Bill 

c.  Con.,  Nov.  24,  221. 

Suspension    of    Eleven    o'clock    Rule 
Motion  (Mr.  Asquith),  Nov.  24,  144. 

Price,  C.  E.  [Edinburgh,  CJentral] 

Old- Age  Pensions — Access  to  Registers  in 
Scotland,  Nov.  26,  653. 

Private  Property  at  Sea 

Protection  in  Wartime. 

Os.    Lord  Lochee  of  (Jowrie,  Nov.  24, 
48,  49. 

Public  Accounts  Committee 

Report,  Time  for  Discussion  of. 
Qs.     Earl  Winterton ;  As.     Mr.  Asquith, 
Nov.  26,  700. 


Pnblic  Health  (Begnlations  as  to  Food)  . 
Act 

Scotland — Regulations  as  to  Unsonnd  Food 
and  Foreign  Meat,  Presented,  Dec.  i,, 
1234,  1235 ;    Dee.  2,  1394. 

Queen  Anne*s  Bounty 

Amalgamation  with  Ecclesiastical  Com« 
mission.  Scheme  for. 

Q.    Sir    G.    Kekewich;       A.    Mr. 
Asquith,  Nov.   30,   1103. 

Questions 

Circulation  of  Answer  with  the  Votes,^ 
Procedure  in. 

0§.  Mr. I  James  Hope,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Runciman,  Dec.  4,  1766. 

Friday,  Procedure  in  asking  on. 
Qs.    Mr.  C.  Grant ;    As.    Mr.  Speaker 
'  Nov.  27,  943. 

Imputation  in. 

Os.    Mr.  MacNeiU,  Mr.  Speaker,  Nov.. 
26,  694. 

Irrelevant,  Dec.  2,  1458 ;   Dec.  3,  1662. 

Notice  to  be  given  of,  Nov.  24,  124 ;  Nov. 
30,  1080;    Dec  3,  1698. 

Out  of  Order,  Nov.  24,  104,  121 ;  Dec. 
3,  1663, 1664,  1703. 

Statements  in.  Responsibility  for,  Nov 
26,  697. 

Badford,  Mr.  G.  H.    [Islington,  E.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec  Jr 
1287,  1373-1376. 

Hay  and  Straw,  Power  of  Agriculture 
Department  to  Prohibit  Landing  of, 
Nov.  25,  379. 


Bailway  and  Canal  Commission 

Cost  and  Work  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Wardle;    A.    Sir  H-  Kearley, 
Nov.  26,  676. 

Bailways 

Annual  Contributions  to  Exchequer  and 
Local  Rates. 

Q.  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain ;  A.  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Nov.  30,  1068. 

Combines — Tabling    of    Agreements    pro- 
posed. 

Qs.  Mr.  Wardle,  Mr.  K.  Hardie, 
^Ir.  Rees ;  As.  Sir  H.  Kearlfejr, 
Nov.  26,  673. 

Contributions   by   Companies   to    certain 
Associations. 
Q.     Mr.  Wardle;  A.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec  3,  1673. 

Coupling  Accidents  (1906-6). 

Q.     Mr.  Maddison;    A.     Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec  3,  1648. 

Hours  of  Labour — Return  Presented,  Deo. 
2,  1426 ;   Dec  3,  1593. 

[cant 
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Cattle  Transit  Arraagexnents. 
'  Q.     Mr.    Field;     A,     Mr.    T.    W. 

Russell,  Dee.  3,  1648. 

Lodging-houses  Provided  for  Guards, 
etc.,  State  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov.  30,  1064. 

Midland    Great    Western — Hours    of 
Duty  of  Firemen,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Field;  A.  Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov.  30,  1054. 

State  Purchase  in 

Estimate  of  Cost,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.  P.   O'Brien;    A.     Mr. 
Birrell,  Dec.  3,  1686. 
Keport  on. 

Qa.      Mr.    P.    O'Brien;      As. 
Mr.  Birrell,  Nov.  2^,  686. 

Midland  Company  Croods  Guards,  Hours 
of  Duty  of. 

Q8.    Mr.  Jowett,  Mr.  Clynes ;    As. 
Mr.  ChurchiU,  Nov.  24,  110. 

North    British   Employees,    Civil    Rights 
of. 
Qs.     Mr.    K.    Hardie,    Mr.    H.    C. 
Lea;   As.     Mr.  Churchill,  Nov. 
30,  1084. 

JLaili7)  Mr.  A.  B.  [Kilmarnock  Burghs] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
195. 

BamBey 

Sanitary  Condition. 

Q,    !Mr.  Boulton;   A.    Mr.  Bums,  Nov. 
26,  639. 


Bftndles,  Sir  J.  S.  [Cumberland,  Cockermouth] 

Cockermouth — Disfranchisement    of    Un-  I 
employed  Persons,  Nov.  24,  IIZ. 

Maryport  Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  24, 
113. 

Workington   Unemployment   Grant,   Nov. 
24,  113. 

Baihdowney 

Petty  Sessions — Case  of  P.  Sweeny. 

Q.     Mr.  Delany;   A.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
30,  1063. 

Bawlinsons    Hr    J.    F.    P.    [Cambridge 

'  University 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 

Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1, 

;'  1313-1316;    Dec.  2,  1616,   1634. 

Effect  on  Attendance,  Dec.  1,  1236. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
223,  224,  231-233. 

Beai  Mr.  B.    [Gloucester] 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1782. 
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Beoords,  Public 

Colonial  Office  (New  Zealand  Company) 
— List  of  Documents  of  not  Sufficient 
Value  to  justify  Preservation  Pre- 
sented, Nov.  26,  637,  630. 

Beddy,  Mr.  M.  [King's  County,  BirrJ 

Evictions — Case  of  R.  Dooley,  Dee.  1, 
1275. 

Portumna — Re- building  of  ShomKm  Bridger 
Nov.  30,  1099. 

Rosse  Estate — Case  of  R.  E^aa,  Dee.  2, 
1472. 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  £.  [Waterford] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov. 
30,  1107,  1161. 

Financial   Resolution,  Dee.    2,   1548- 
1555,  1567,  1669,  1570. 

Workhouse  Teachers,  Salaries  of.  Dee.  3, 
1698. 

Bedmond,  Hr.  W.  H.  K  [Clare,  K] 

Clare 

Labourers'  Cottages  erected,  Nev^  2$, 
691. 

Land,  Price  of,  Nov.  26,  689. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30, 
1178-1185. 

Ennis  Unemployment  Grant,  Nov.  24,  130. 

Martyn  Estate,  Purchase  and  Dispoaal  of, 
Nov.  24,  128. 

Roman  Catholic  Disabilities  Bill,  Intro., 
Nov.  U,  134-138. 

Bees,  Mr.  J.  D.  [Montgomery  Borough»J 

Afghanistan — Prevention  of  Gnn-nummgr 
Dec.  1,  1254. 

British  Lidians  in  the  Transvaal,  Dec.  S, 
1667. 

Elementary  Education  (England  sod 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30, 
1170  ;  Dec.  J,  1356-1367  ;  Dec  i, 
1522,  1523. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,  Noc  27, 
1008. 

India 

Anarchist  Outrages,  PropoaalB  for 
dealing  with,  Dec.  3,  1662. 

Calcutta — House  Accommodation  for 
Government  Officials,  Dec  h 
1251,   1252. 

Clough,  Mr.,  and  Hr.  Hume,  Informs- 
tion  as  to,  Dec  1,  1250. 

Coconada — Cost  of  Extra  Pc^ce,  No*. 
26,  661,  662. 

Education  Policy,  Nov.  26,  661. 

Jhansi — Sentence  on  Brahmin  fcr 
tampering  with  Troops,  Dec  1 
1663. 

Labour  Agencies,  Goyemment  Asist- 
ance  to,  proposed,  Nov.  26»  66J. 
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Malarial  Fever,  Prevalence  of,  Deo,  1, 
1251. 

Seditious    Literature     sent    through 
French  Colonies,  Dec,  1,  1261. 

United  Provinces,  Famine  in.  Dee,  1, 
1262. 

Vlall  to  Charing  Cross  Improvement,  Dee,  2, 
1467. 

Mine  Timber— Use  of  Welsh  Larch,  Dee,  1, 
1255. 

Persia,  Situation  in,  Nov.  26,  665. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dee,  8, 
1717. 

flailway    Combines — ^Tabling    of    Agree- 
ments proposed,  Nov.  26,  674. 

Wine  Duties  Revision  proposed,  Nov,  26, 
652. 


Bemnant,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Finsbury,  Holbom] 
Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Nov.  30,  1009. 

Bendall,  Hr.  A.  [Gloucestershire,  Thombory] 

Census      of      Production  —  Agriculture 
Returns,  Dec.  3,  1636. 

Old-Age  Pension  Officers,  Pay  of.  Dee,  3, 
1637. 

Sraton,  Hr.  L.  [Lincolnshire,  Gainsborough] 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Act,  Prosecutions 
under,  Dec.  1,  1265. 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill,  Con.,  Nov,  24, 
221-223,    225. 

Taximeter    Cabs — Privileges    at    Railway 
Stations,  Nov.  26,  642. 


,  Mr.  G.  [Newcastle-on-Tyne] 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1792, 
1803,  1808,  1829,  1830,  1831,  1839. 

Seamen's  Boarding-houses,   Control  over. 
Dee,  2,  1454. 

Tthodena 

Game  Destruction  in  the  South. 
Q«.    Colonel  Lockwood ;     As,    Colone 
Seely,  Nov.  26,  662. 

BhueBhea 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Signal  for. 
Q,    Mr.    Weir;       A,    Mr.     Churchill, 
Dec,  1,  1237. 

Bibblesdale,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov,  25,  314-323. 

Biohards,  Hr.  T.  [Monmouthshire,  W.] 

Monmouthshire  Small  Holdings  Applica- 
tions, Nov.  24,  124. 
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Biohardl,  Mr.  T.  F.  [Wolverhampton,  W.} 

Admiralty  Flour  Contracts — ^Amount  Bo- 
jected,  Nov,  25,  377. 

Agriculture  and  Fisheries  Board 

Constitution,  Pay  and  Number  of 
Meetings  of,  Nov,  26,  683. 

Meeting  to  Consider  £xx)editing  of 
Small  Holdings  Business,  pro> 
posed,  Nov.  30,  1093. 

Reconstruction  of,  Dec,  1,  1275. 

Aldridge  Colliery,  Accidents  at,  Nov,  26, 
64L 

Hollow  Ware,  Lead  used  in  Lining,  Nov.  26p. 
669,  670. 

Navy 

Devonport  Dockyard,  Smiths  Rein* 
stated.  Names  of,  Nov,  25,  390. 

Dockyard  Employment  Statistics,. 
Dec  3,  1662. 

Lock  at  Portsmouth — ^Wages  Paid  by 
Messrs.  Morison  and  Mason^ 
Nov.  30,  1066,  1067;  Dec,  2, 
1447,  1448. 

Stores  at  Victualling  Yards,  Nov,  25, 
390. 

Old- Age  Pensions — Poor  Relief  Disqualifi* 
cation.  Position  of  Pensioners,  Nov,  26, 
701. 

Small  Holdings 

Commissioners,  Number,  Pay  and 
Duties  of,  Nov,  26,  683. 

Demand  for — Duties  of  Commissioners 
Nov,  24,  124. 

Staff — Additional  Appointments,  pro- 
posed, Nov.  24,  123. 

Soldiers — ^Instruction  in  Boot-makings 
Dec  2,  1451. 

Staffordshire  Small  Holdings  Applications^ 
Nov.  24,  122. 

Stoke-on-Trent  Unemployment  Distress 
Committee,  Dec  3,  1632. 

War  Office  Boot  Contracts  (1898-1902) » 
Dec  3,  1640. 

Biohardflon,  Hr.  A.  [Nottingham,  S.] 

Sherwood  Foresters,  Seventh  BattalioOr 
Uniform,  etc.  of,  Nov.  24,  92,  93. 

Biohmond  Park 

Nursery  Garden,  Formation  of. 

Qa.     Sir  H.  Kimber,  Mr.  Watt;     As.. 
Mr.  L.  Harcourt.  Dec  2,  1466. 

Bidley,  Visooant 

AUens  Act  Administration — Definition  of 
*'  Immigrant  Ship,"  etc.,  Dec  2,  1416. 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov,  27,  890-894. 

Bivers  PoUntion  Prevention  Act 

Scotland — Report  Pk^sentedy  Nof),  24, 
23,81 
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Biverstown 

Boycotting  Cases. 

Q.    Mr.    Lonsdale ;       A,     Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov,  26,  690. 

Bisturbance  on  29th  ult. — Inquiry  into 
Death  of  J:  Qtenson. 

Q,    Mt.  O'Dowd ;    A.    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  686. 

United  Irish  League  Intimidation    Prose- 
.  oution.. 

Qs.     Mr.  C.  Craig  ;  As,    Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  26,  687. 

Sbbe  BiTer 

Drainage  of. 

•    Q.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell ;    A,     Mr.  Birrell, 
Nov.  30,  1064. 

Eoberts,  Mr.  G.  H.  [Norwich] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  26, 
768-775  ;    Com.,  Dec.  2,  1494. 

Folkestone  Unemployment  Distress 
Committee,  Dec,  3,  1632. 

Grangemouth  Dock  Labour  Dispute, 
Dec.  3,  1625. 

Irish  Stationery  Office  Contracts,  Dec.  3, 
1703. 

King's  Ljmn — Disposal  of  Snettisham 
Farm,  Dec.  1,  1259. 

^^iitoham  Common  Improvements,  Grant 
for,  Dec.  1,  1269 

Wavertree — Premises  used  in  Paying  Poor 
Relief,   Dec.   3,    1629. 

Bobertson,  Lord 

Licensing    Bill,    2b-,    Nov.    26,    672-^78, 

624. 

BiObertSOn,     Mr.     J.    H.  [Northumberland, 
Tyneside] 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  Position 
of,  Nov.  26,  391. 
Ghandi,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Nov.  30,  1072. 

Jtobinson,  Mr.  S.  [Brecknock] 

Hong  Kong  Riots  on  2nd  ult.,  Dec.  3,  1668. 

Sobson,  Sir  W.  i.—AUarney-Qeneral    [South 
Shields] 

Appellate  Jurisdiction  Bill,  2b.,  Dec.  3, 
1754,  1755. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  1, 
1341-1343,  1368,  1372.  1387,  1388; 
Dec.  2,  1480-1482,  T484,  1488,  1515- 
1521. 

London  Municipal  Administration — Pro- 
secutions for  Corruption,  Dec.  2, 
1435. 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Act,  Prosecu- 
tions under,  Dec.  1,  1265,  1266. 

Boch,  Mr.  W.  [Galway,  E.] 

Welsh  Trade  Statistics,  Publication  of, 
Nov.   24,  113. 
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Boohe.  Mr.  J.  [Galway,  E.> 

..    Galway — Police  Protection  of  Mr.  Lewis, 
Nov.  30,  1051. 

Gurteen — ^Case   of  M.    Finnerty,  Dee.  3,. 
1703. 

.     .Limerick  Jurors  Ordered  to  Stand  Aside^ 
Dec.  3,  1703. 

Portumna  Postal  Facilities,  Nov.  30, .U(^ 

Bogfers^  Mr.  F.  H.  [Wiltshire.  Deviies] 

Ecclesiastical       Commissioners'      Vscant 
Farms,  OfEer  of,  for  Small  Holdings 
•  Dec.  3,  1682.  ' 

Old- Age  Pensions 

Committees  —  Payment  of  Travelling 
Expenses  in  Certain  Cases,  pro- 
posed, Nov.  26,  650. 

"Married  Persons'  Income,  Method  of 
Reckoning,  Nov.  30,  1076. 

Poor  Relief  Disqualification,  Sot. 
26,  647 ;    Dec.  3,  1706, 

Wife  of  Man  Receiving  Poor  Belief, 
Dec  1,  1258. 

^mall  Holdings 

Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forestc, 
Offer  of  Vacant  Farms  by,  }^ot. 
30,  1093. 

Delay,  Proposals  for  Obviating,  ^Voc 
24,   117. 

Persons  Willing  to  Move  Elsewheie, 
Holdings  for,  Nov.  24^  118. 

Boman  Catholic  Disabilities  Bill 

(J,  Intro.,  Nov.  24,  134. 
iB.*  Nov.  24,  143. 

Bonaldsliay,  Lord  [Middlesex,  Homsey] 

Admiralty  Timber  Contracts  —  Remedy 
against  Default,  Dec.  1,  1245. 

Civil    Service — Second     Division    Clerfa 
Salaries,  Dec  1,  1265. 

Matches — Use  of  Whit«  Phosphorus,  Dte- 
1,  1256. 

White    Phosphorus    Matches    Prohibitioc 
Bill,  Con.,  Dec  3,  1746,  1761-1753. 

BoBoommon 

Agricultural    and    Technical    Committal 
Allegations  Against. 

Q.     Mr.  GinneU ;     A.     Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Dec.   i,   1239. 

Old- Age  Pension  Case  of  T.  Conboy. 
Q,     Mr.  Hayden  ;  4.  Mr.  Birrell,  Dee.  I 
1269. 

Bosebery,  Earl  of 

Licensing   Bill,   2b.,   Nov.    26,   560-57i: 
Nov.  27,  918. 


BosBe  Estate 

Case  of  R.  Egan. 
C,    Mr.  Reddy; 
2,  1472. 


A,    Mr.  Biirtll.  i^ 
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Houmania 

Jews,  Position  of. 

Q,    Mr.  S.  Samuel ;  A.     Mr.  McKinnon 
Wood,  Nov.  25,  391. 

Bowlandfl,  Mr.  J.  [Kent,  Dartford] 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec,  4,  1793, 
1814,  1820. 


SESSION  1908. 

Eussell,  Et.  Hon.  T.  W.— con/. 

Hay  and  Straw,  Power  to  prohibit  landing 


U  Et  Hon.  yR  .—Preaideni  of  the 
Board  of  Education  [Dewsbury] 

.     Accommodation  and  Att^idance  Statistics. 
Nov,  24,  86. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov,  25,  417- 
431,  433,  479,  484,  497.  506,  627  ; 
Nov.  26,  740,  762,  792,  795; 
Nov.  30,  1108,  1112,  1120,  1126, 
1131,1132,1161-1166,  1189,  1195; 
Dec.  I,  1319,  1328-1330,  1336, 
1338,  1361, 1362,  1373, 1381, 1384, 
1389  ;   Dec.  2,  1606. 

Allocation  of  Time  Resolution,    Nov. 
27,  1002. 

Attendance,  Effect  on,  Dec,  1,  1236. 

Clause  1  (3)— Application  of  Exception, 
Dejc,  3,  1678. 

Clause  2  (6),  Tabling  of   Regulations 
made  under,  Nov.  24,  85. 

Contracted-out  Schools,  Dec,  4,  1763. 

Financial  Re8olution,Z>cc.  2, 1649, 1664, 
1567-1580,   1583,   1584. 

Grants,  Allocation  of,  Dec.  4,  1760. 

Schoolhouse,  Definition  of,  Dec.  3, 1628. 

Secondary  Schools  and  Training  Col- 
leges, Position  of,  Dec,  3,  1629. 

Teachers,  Position  of,  Dec,  3,  1678. 

Expenditure  (1906-7).  Dec,  3,  1628. 

Marston    Sicca — Cooper    School    Scheme. 
Dec.  3,  1628. 

Medical  Inspection,   Cost  of  and    Grant 
for,  Dec.  3,  1629. 

Question — Circulation  of  Answer  with  the 
Votes,  Dec.  4,  1766. 

Religious  Instruction— Teaching  of  Apostles' 
Creed,  Dec.  4.  1758. 

Teachers*  Salaries,  Expenditure  on.  Dee,  4, 
1760.  »  »» 

Enssell,  Earl 

Children  Bill,  3r.,  Nov.  30,  1040. 
Incest  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  2,  1410. 

Euflaell,  Et  Hon.  T.  W— Vice-President 
of  the  Agriculture  andTechnieal  Instruc- 
tion Department  [Tyrone,  S,] 

Agricultural  Exports,  (1897  and  1907),  Dec. 
2,  1437. 

Glenfiesk,  Railway  Station  for,  proposed. 
Nov,  25,  379. 
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of,  Nov,  25,  380. 

Home  and  Cottage  Industries,  Definition 
of,  Nov.  25,  373. 

Railways — Cattle  Transit  Arrangements, 
Dec,  3,  1648. 

Roscommon  Agricultural  and  Technical 
Committee,  Allegations  against,  Dec,  1, 

Eutherford,  Dr.  V.  H.  [Middlesex,  BrentfordJ 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  Dee.  3, 
1666,  1667. 

Egyptian  Provincial  Councils  —  Draft 
Decree  for  Amendment  of  Constitu- 
tion, Nov.  24,  101. 

Indian  Administrative  Reform  Proposals, 
Nov.  26,  660 ;  Dec.  1,  1248,  1249. 

Persia— Position  of  Colonel  Liakhoff,  Nov 
24,  99,  100. 

Eutherford,     Mr.    W.    H.    [Liverpool,   W. 
Derby] 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,  2b.,  Nw.  30,  1225,  1227. 

St.  Albans,  Bishop  of 

Incest  Bill,  2k.,  Dec.  2,  1408. 

St.  Aldwyn,  Viscount 

Ijicensing  Bill,  2e.,  Nov.  25,. Z5l^U, 

Sunday  Labour  on  Ships  lying  in  Port,  Nov. 
30,  1032-1034. 

St.  David^s,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2e.,  Nov,  25,  336-346. 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2e.,  Nov.  25,  370. 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 

Rosyth  Works— Date  of  Completion,  Nov, 
24,  36. 

Salt 

Colonial  and  Foreign  Import  Duties. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  B.  Harmsworth;     A,    TAx. 
Churchill,  Dec,  2,  1429. 

Salvation  Army 

Registration  of. 
Q.    Mr.     W.     T.     Wilson;       A.     Mr. 
Churchill,  Nov.  27,  939 

Samuel,  Mr.  H.  L,—Under'Seeretary,    Homm 
Office  [Yorkshire,  Cleveland] 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b.,  Dec.  3, 
1710-1713,  1716.  1720,  1722,  1738. 
1740-1744. 

Samuel,  Mr.  S.  M.  [Tower  Hamlets.  White- 
chapel] 

Roumanian  Jews,  Position  of,  Nov,  25» 
391. 
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Saurin  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 

Q.    H^.  Hogan;    A,    Mr.  Birrell,  Dec, 
2,  1471. 

Science,  Eoyal  College  of 

Teaching  Sta£f,  ££fect  of  Transfer  on  In- 
come of. 
Qa.    Mr.  Gwynn ;     As,    Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Nov.  30,  1090. 

Scotland 

Secretary — Rt.  Hon.  J.  Sinclair. 
Lord  Advocate — Rt.  Hon.  T.  Shaw. 
Solicitor-Oeneral — Mr.  A.  Ure. 
',       [For  Particvlar  Places,  see  their  Names.] 

Bepute-Sheriff  Clerks,  Position  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Sutherland  ;    A.    Mr.  T.  Shaw, 
Dec.  3,  1684. 

Public  Meetings — Supply  of  Lantern  Slides* 
*  Q.    Mr.   Cochrane ;     A.    Mr.  Mitchell- 

Thomson,  Nov.  24,  126. 

Roads  and    Bridges,    Rate    Levied    for — 
i  Return  Presented,  Dec.  4,  1757. 

Sheri£fs'  Clerks,  Allowances  to. 

Q.    Mr.    Watt;       A.    Mr.    Hobhouse, 
Dec.  2,  1467. 

Sheri£f-Substitutes,   Solicitors   Appointed 
as. 
Qs.     Mr.   Watt,  Mr.   Pirie;        As. 
Mr.  T.  Shaw,  Dec.  3,  1682. 

Scott,  Mr.  A.  H.    [Ashton-under-Lyne] 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal,  Dec.  3 
1667. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b,  Dec.  3, 
1719. 

Seaverns,  Mr.  J.  H.    [Lambeth,  Brixton] 
Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  4,  1810. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Crewe. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 

JU.  Hon.  Sir  E.  Qrey. 

(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment 

BL  Hon.  H,  Gladstone. 

retary  of  State  for  India 

JU.  Hon.  Viscount  Morley. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland 

JU.  Hon.  J.  Sinclair. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War 

JU.  Hon.  Jt.  B.  Haldane. 

Seddon,  Mr.  J.  lEL  [Lancashire,  N.W.,  Newton] 

White   Phosphorous   Matches   Prohibition 
Bill,  Con.,  Dec  3,  1762. 
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Seely,    Colonel —  Under  •  Seeretanf    for    At 
Colonies  [Liverpool,  Abercrombj] 

Africa,  East — Sick  Leave  of  Offickk, 
Nov.  27,  937. 

Africa,  South— Visit  of  Xaval^Squadroa  to 
— Farewell  Message  of  Adimral,*  5a*. 
25,  389.  390. 

British  Indians  in  the  Transvaal*  Podtki 
of,  Nov.  26,  391 ;  Dec  3,  ICCe,  161;. 
1668, 1669. 

Ghandi,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Ncis.  Jf, 
1072,  1073. 

Canadian  Immigration  Laws,  Nor.  36, 1971 

Canadian     Pacific     Railway     OoiiipMj 
Treatment  of  Glasgow  Boilermaken 
Dec  2,  1452. 

Ceylon  Tea-cess,  Collection  of,  Dtc  4^  ITtL 

Hong  Kong  Riots  on  2nd  ult,  i>ec.  S,  IM. 

Immigration  Rules  in  the  Colonies,  No9. 21* 
96,  96 ;   Nov.  30,  1073 ;  Dte^  i.  laH 

Natal 

Dinizulu  Case,  Nov.  30.  107X 

Indictment,  Tabling  of,  Nos.  24, 

Natives,  Flogging  of — Hiss  CokMo'i 
Letter,  Nov.  24,  96. 

Nigeria 

Mvnshis,  Military  Ezpeditioiu  agaiast 
Nov.  24,  99." 

Southern — MiUtary    Expedition  ]so* 
jected,  Dec  3,  1666. 

Rhodesia — Game  Destruction  in  the  ScwU, 
Nov.  26,  663.  i 

Sleeping  Sickness  in  Horses,  Core  fv, 
Dec  S,  1666. 

Trinidad 

Couva  water  Rate,  Memorial  as  to* 
Nov.  24,  97. 

Immigration   Ordinance   (Section  79) 
Evasion  of,  alleged,  Aor.  24,  Tt, 

Senria 

parcels  Post  Arrangements. 
Q.    Mr.  B.  a  Straus ;  A.    Mr.  B«x>«a 
Dec  3,  1663. 


Shaw,  Bt  Hon.  T—Lord  AdtwmU  [Hawk 

Burghs] 

Deputy-Sheriff  Clerks,  Position  oL  D^  i, 
1684. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com,,  Sas^  ti, 
196,  211. 

Sheriff-substitutes,  Solicitors  appointsd  ■•» 
Dec  3,  1682.  1683. 

Sheehan,  Mr.  D.  D.  [Cork  C^wnty,  ML] 

Maoroom    Labourers*  Cottages 
Cases  of  Sheehan,  Cottar 
Nov.  26,  413. 
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Sheehy,  Mr.  D.  [Meath,  s.] 

Cashel  Disturbance  on  23rd  ult.,  Dec,   1, 
1273. 

Edenderry   Labourers'    Cottages    Scheme, 
Dec.  3,  1687. 

Kilmessan  and  Robinstown  Postal  Service, 
Dee,  3,  1704,  1705. 

Sheffield,  Sir  B.  [Lincolnshire,  Brigg] 
Education  (No.  2)  Bill,  Cqm.,  Dec,  2, 1513. 

Furniture  of  Contracting-out  Schools, 
Nov,  26,  678. 

Linlithgow      Polish      Miners — Date      of 
Naturalisation,    Nov,   26,    670. 

Shelton  Estate 

Untenanted  Lands,  Disposal  of. 

Q,    Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;    A.     Mr.  Bir- 
reU,  Nov.  27,  936. 

Shop  Hours  Act 

Orders  under,  Presented,  Nov.  26,  537,  639. 

Sigginshaggard 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 

Q,    Mr.  Ffrench ;   A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
30,  1048. 

SilCOCk,  Mr.  T.  B.  [Somerset,  Wells] 

Post  OflSce — Result  of  Classification  under 
Hobhouse  Report,  Nov.  26,  374. 

Somersetshire  Small  Holdings  Applications, 
Nov.  26,  375. 

Sinclair,  Kt,  Hon.!J.— ^Secre/ary  for  ScoUand 
[Forfarshire] 

Clyde  Foreshores  above  Greenock,  Valua- 
tion of,  Nov.  25,  376. 

Education — Particulars    as   to    Secondary 
Schools,  Nov.  30,  1094 ;  Dec.  2,  1470. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
147,  151,  154,  157,  170-173,  175, 
179,  181,  182,  183,  185-188,  192, 
194,  196-198,  202,  203,  209,  210. 

Deputations  in  Connection  with,  Nov. 
24,  125. 

Fisheries — New  Cruiser,  Dec.  I,  1237. 

Glasgow  Young  Men's  Christian  Association 
Classes,  Position  of,  Dec.  1,  1266. 

North  British  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
BiU,  2b.,  Nov.  30,  1222,  1223,  1225. 

Poor  Law — Out-relief  Payments,  Dec.   1, 
1266. 

Slates 

Import  Statistics. 
Qs.    Mr.  Tomkinson,  Mr.  B.  Law,  Mr. 

E.     Davies;     As.     Mr.     Churchill, 

Nov.  24,  111. 
Q.    Mr.  E.  Davies ;    ^4 .  Sir  H.  Kearley, 

Nov.  26,  676. 

Sleeping  Sickness 

Horses,  Cure  for. 
Q.    Mr.  Mitchell-Thomson ;  A.     Colonel 
Seely,  Dec.  3,  1666. 
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Sligo 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 

Q.    Mr.     McHugh;      A.    Mr.     Birrell^ 
Dec  2,  1440. 

Sligo,  Leitrim  and  Vorthem  Counties 


Grant  to. 

Q.    Mr.    F.    Meehan;     A.    Mr.    Hob- 
house.  Nov.  30,  1102. 

Sloan,  Mr.  T.  H.  [Belfast,  s.] 

Ingatestone  Election  Disturbance,  Nov.  30% 

1082. 
Naval  Engine-room  Artificers — Result  of 

Belfast  Examination,  Nov.  26,  372. 

Small  Holdings 

[See  also  Names  of  Countiea  and  Places.]    1 

Commissioners,  Number,  Pay  and  Duties 
of. 
Q.     Mr.   T.  F.   Richards;    A.    Sir 
E.  Strachey,  Nov.  26,  683. 

Commissioners    of    Woods    and    Forests, 
Offer  of  Vacant  Farms  by. 
Q.      Mr.     Rogers;        A.     Sir     E. 
Strachey,  Nov.  30,  1093. 

Co-operation,  Encouragement  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Bennett ;  A.    Sir  E.  Strachey, 
Nov.  24,  119. 

Co-operative  Societies,  Land  held  by. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    Collings;    A.    Mr.    Fuller, 
Dec.  3,  1678. 

Counties     which     have     not     Submitted 
Schemes. 
Q.    Mr.  R.  Harcourt;    A.    Sir  E. 
Strachey,  Nov.  24,  119. 

Defaulting  Counties,  Procedure  in  dealing 
with. 
Qs.     Mr.  R.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Morrell ; 
As.     Sir  E.  Strachey,  Nov.  24, 
119. 
Q.     Mr.    Ginnell;       A,     Sir    K. 
Strachey,  Dec.  1,  1263. 

Delay,  Proposals  for  Obviating. 
Q.    Mr.     Rogers,    Mr.     Bennett,    Mr. 
Morrell;     As.    Sir    E.     Strachey, 
Nov.  24,  117. 

Demand  for — ^Duties  of  Commissioners. 
Q.     Mr.  Morrell;    A.     Sir  E.  Strachey. 

Nov.  24,  123. 
Qs.    Mr.  T.  F.  Richards,  Mr.  Morrell; 

As.     Sir  E.  Strachey,  Mr.  Speaker, 

Nov.  24,  124. 

Loans  to  Local  Authorities,  Terms  of. 
Os.     Earl    of    Onslow,    Dec.    3,    1612- 
1615 ;   Earl  Carrington,  1615>1619 ; 
Lord  Monk-Bretton,  1619. 

Names  of  Applicants,  Practice  of  Furnish- 
ing to  Private  Landowners. 

Q.    Mr.    E.    Davies;     A.    Sir    E. 
Strachey,  Nov.  26,  684. 

Persons  willing  to  Move  elsewhere.  Hold- 
ings for. 
Q.      Mr.     Rogers;        A.     Sir     E. 
Strachey,  Nov,  24,  118. 
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Small  Holdings— eoit^ 

Rent,  Basis  of  Calculating. 

C.  Sir  W.  Foster;^.  Sir  E.  Strachey, 
^ov.  26,  656. 

Staff — Additional  Appointments  proposed. 
Q$,     Mr.  Morrtll,  Mr.  Mackarness;   As, 

Sir  E.  Strachey,  Nov,  24,  121. 
Qs.     Mr.  T.  F.  Richards ;    A  *.     Sir  E. 

Strachey,  Nov.  24,  123. 

Valuation,  Appeal  in  Cases  of  Difference 
as  to. 
Oa.     Earl    of    Kimberley,    Dec.    3, 
1619;     Earl   Carrington,    1620. 

Smeaton,  Mr«  D.  H.  [Stirlingshire] 

Dogs,  Stray— Disposal  of,  Nov.   24,   107, 
108. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
104. 

Hampshire   Small   Holdings   Applications, 
Nov.  24,  120,  121. 

Smith,  Mr.  F.  E-  [Liverpool,  Walton] 

Elementary     Education     (England     and 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Nov.  30, 
1125-1127,   1187-1191;    Dec  1,  1210- 
,  1279. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2r.,  Dec.  3, 
1712. 

Smith,  Mr.  W.  F.  D.  [Strand,  Westminster] 

Coast  Committee  Report,  Proposals  as  to, 
Dec.  2,  1446.|||i»^ 

,       Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Dec  2,  1445. 

Snowden  Mr.  PJ[Blackbum] 

Old-Age  Pensions  ^  ,    ^ 

Appeal  against  Rejection,  Procedure 
as  to,  Dee.  3,  1635. 

Decision  of  Points  of  Law,  Dec   3, 
1636. 

Fines  on  Officials  for  Communications 
to  the  Press,  Dec  3,  1637. 

Law  Officers*  Opinions,  Date  of  Re- 
ceiving, Dec  3t  1630. 

Soares,  Mr.  R  J.   [Devon,  Barnstaple] 

Birstall— John  Bass  Charity,  Dec  1,  1240- 

Isle  of  Wight  Coastguard,  Dec  J,  1247, 
1248. 

Weir  Charity  Scheme,  Dec  2,  1468,  1469. 

SolieitorOeneral 

Sir  8.  T.  Evatu, 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 

Mr.  B.  Barry. 

Solicitor-General  for  Scotland 

Mr.  A.  Ure. 

Somersetihire 

Small  Holdings  Applicationr. 

Q.    Mr.  Silcock;    A.    Sir  £.  Strachey, 
Nov.  26,  375. 
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Soudan 

Lado  Enclave 

Destruction  of  Elephants. 
Q.    Mr.    Fell;      A.    Sir   £.   Gnr. 
Dec  3,  1670. 

Position  in. 
Qs.     Mr.    Fell;        As.    Mr.    McJL 

Wood,  Nov.  30,  1074. 
Qs.     Mr.  Fell;     As.     Mr.  A»qmlk 

Nov.  30,  1104. 

Wild  Game,  Preservation  of. 

Qs.     Mr.  Fell ;  As.     Sir  E.  Grey,  Dk.  i 
1670. 

Sonthwark,  Bishop  of 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  27,  863-871. 

Southwick-on-Weir 

Distress  in. 

Qs.     Mr.  Summerlell ;    As.     Mr.  Bwiu, 
Nov.24,SQ;  Dec  1,  1241. 

''Spartan  Prince'* 

Loss,  Inquiry  into. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  H.  Wilf on ;    A.     Ut.  Chut- 
chill,  Dec  3,  1621. 

Speaker 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  X>er.  S, 
1709. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill 

Amendment  Involving  Fre»h*  (T»«Tsr 
was  not  in  Order,  Nov.  24,  I4ti» 
149. 

Amendments  out  of  Order,  Not  tL 
161,  1S2,  200. 

Division  could  not  be  taken  wit^Mft 
Discussion,  Nov.  24,  161. 

Irrelevant  Matter,  Nov.  24,  174. 

School  Board  Elections,  InterprvtaU* 
of  Clause  as  to.  Nov.  24,  201. 

Time  Allotted  to,  Nov.  24,  163,  IM 

Elementary  Education  (EngUod  tarf 
Wales)  (No.  2)  Bill^^structios*  t* 
Conunittee  out  of  Order,  Nov.  30, 11€1 

House  of  Commons  Galleries,  AdiLifiK* 
of  the  Publio  to,  Dec  3,  1707. 

Insinuations  as  to  Motives  of  Mesls* 
was  not  in  Order,  Nor.  30,  18S7.  Itt. 

Prevention  of  CHme  Bill— New  Cla««« 
out  of  Order,  Nov.  24,  222. 

Questions,  see  that  HUe. 

Spicer,  Sir  A.  [Hackney,  Central] 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec  4,  l»a 

Staffordshire 

Small  Holdings  ApplicatiMu. 

Q.     Mr.  T.   F.   Richards ;     A.    Sa 'L 
Strachey,  Nov,  24,  122. 

Statistical  Abstraet 

Foreign  Countries  ( 1 806-1 906>—CoBy  Pit- 
sented,  Dee.  2,  1426 :    Dire.  3,  Xmi 
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Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill 

Report    from    Joint    Committee,  Dec  2, 
1394,  1475. 

StaTeley-Hill,  Mr.  H.  [Staffordshire,  Kings- 
wmford] 

Prevention  of  Crime  Bill^  Con.^  Nov,  24, 
226. 

SU>ke-on-Treiit 

Distress   Committee,  Sanction  to. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Ward ;  A.    Mr.  Burns,  Nov. 

24,  83. 
Q,     Mr.     T.    F.    Richards;       A.     Mr. 

Bums,  Dec.  3,  1632. 

Fenton  Electric  Supply,  Loan  for. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Ward  ;   A.     Mr.  Bums,  Nov. 

24,  sa 

Straohey,  Qvt'E,— treasurer  of  the  Household 
[Somerset,  S.] 

Agriculture  and  Fisheries  Board 

Constitution,  Pay  and  Number  of 
Meetings  of,  Nov.  26,  683,  684. 

Meeting  to  Consider  Expediting  of 
Small  Holdings  Busine88,propo8ed, 
Nov.  SO,  1093. 

Berkshire  Small  Holdings  Applications 
Rejected,  Nov.  24,  123. 

Burwell  Crown  Farm,  Leasing  of,  Nov. 
24,  84,  85. 

Cattle  Import  Statistics,  etc.,  Dec.  1, 
1263. 

Coates  Small  Holdings  Applications,  Dec. 
2,  1469. 

Foot-and- Mouth  Disease  —  American 
Outbreak.  Nw.  25,  404;  Dec  1, 
1261,  1262;    Dec.  2,  1430. 

Gooseberry  Mildew — Fungicides  used,  Nov. 
30,  1055. 

Hampshire  Small  Holdings  Applications, 
Nov.  24,  120,  121;  Nov.  26,  682, 
683 ;   Dec  1,  1264,  1265. 

Hop  Industry — Select  Committee  Re- 
commendations, Dec.  1,  1242. 

Isle  of  Ely  Small  Holdings  Committee, 
Report  of,  Dec  2,  1430. 

Meat  Supply,  Adequacy  of,  Nov.  26,  681. 

Monmouthshire  Small  Holdings  Applica- 
tions, Nov.  24,  124. 

Old- Age  Pension  Claims,  Newspaper  Pub- 
lication of,  Dec  1,  1254. 

Oxfordshire  Small  Holdings  Applications, 
Nov.  24,  122,  123. 

Small  Holdings 

Commissioners,  Number,  Pay  and 
Duties  of,  Nw.  26,  683. 

Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
Offer  of  Vacant  Farms  by,  Nov. 
«  30,  1093. 

Co-operation,  Encouragement  of,  Nov. 
24,   119. 

Counties  which  have  npt  Submitted 
Schemes, ^ov.  24,\\^>\ 
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Straohey,  Sir  'R—eont. 

Small  Holdings — cont. 

Defaulting    Counties,     Procedure     in 
Dealing  with,  Nov.  24,  120 ;   Dec 
1,  1264. 

Demand  for — Duties  of  Commissioners,. 
Nov.  24,  123,  124. 

Delay,  Proposals  for  Obviating,  Nov. 
24,    118. 

Names  of  Applicants,  Practice  of 
Furnishing  to  Private  Land* 
owners,  Nov.  26,  684. 

Persons  Willing  to  Move  'elsewhere,. 
Holdings  for,  Nm>.  24,^  118. 

Rent,  Basis  of  Calculating,  Nov.  26, 
655. 

Staff — Additional  Appointments  pro> 
posed,  Nov.  24,  121,  122,  123- 

Somersetshire  Small  Holdings  Applications, 
^.^o    25,  377.  H3 

Staffordshire  Small  Holdings  Applications 
Nov.  24,  122. 

Surrey  Small  Holdings  Applications,  Nov. 
25,  374. 

Strans,  Mr.  B.  S.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Mile  End] 

Meat  Supply,  Adequacy  of,  Nov.  26,  680, 
681. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,  2b.,  Dec  S 
1733-1736. 

Servia — Parcel  Post  Arrangements,  Dec  3, 
1653. 

Streatham 

Weir  Charity,  see  under  Charities. 

Stretton  Sngwas 

Subpostmaster,  Prosecution  of 

Q.   Mr.  A.  Henderson ;  A.  Mr.   Buxton, 
Nov.  25,  397. 

"Strombui" 

Inquiry  into  Deaths  of  Asiatics. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  H.  WUson ;  ^.  Mr.  Churchill, 
Dec  2,  1467. 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.  [Sunderland] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  BiU,  Com.,  i^ov.  30,  1137,  118§- 
1187. 

Saminary  Juriitdiotion  [Scotland]  Bill 

c  Rep.*  Dec  3,  1710. 

Sommerbell,  Mr*  T.  [Sunderland] , 

Brentford   Unemployment   Distress   Com* 
mittee,  Dec  3,  1632. 

Coastguard — Legislative    Proposals,    Nov., 
24,  117. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec  1,  1320-1322. 

Harrogate    Unemployment  Distress  Com* 
mittee,  Du.  3,  1632. 

London  Municipal  Administration— ^Prdse* 
cations  for  Corruption,  Dec.  2,  1435. 
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SmninerlwU,  Mr.  T.—fo»t 

Mbt7 

Baserve— Case  of  A.  Entherford,  Dte. 
4,  1769. 


Old-Age  Pensioiu 

Poor   Belief  Disqualification,   Dee.  3, 

1661. 
Wife   ot   Person   in   receipt   of   Poor 
BeUef,  lHov.  24, 113 ;  Dw.  1, 1268. 
Sooth wick-on-We&r,  Distresi  in,  Sov.  24, 
86 ;  Dec.  1,  1241. 

Trinidad 

Conva    Water-R&te,  Memorial  as  to, 

Woo.  24.  87. 
Immigration   Ordinance   (Section   70) 
t  E^vasion  of,  aUeged.  Kov.  24,  97, 
9B. 


Soperunnation 

Appointment  witiiout  Certificate,  Dte,   J, 
229.  1234. 
tJt  Eotiting  Allowance  granted.  Son.  U,  23, 


Savreme    Court 


of    Jadicatnre     Act 

Qcil  Presented,  Dtc. 


Sir  E.  Strachey, 


SIgin  Burghs] 

9  Clerks,  Position  of 


,  Chichester] 
(England  and  Wales) 

2b.,  Hov.  2S,  439- 
Vov.  JO,  Ull,  1143  1 

1489; 
mation  of,  Dtc   2, 


)xford  Univenuty] 
Ttew,  .Vot..  24,  81. 


Taxation 

Assistant  SuTveyorsbips,  Eiaminatims  fct. 
Q.  Mr.  Fetheratonhaugh ;   A.  Vi.Uaj^ 
George,  Nov.  24,  87. 
Local— Annual  Betunu  Preeented,  .Vor.  W, 

104S.   . 
Surreyors,  Assistant,  System  of  appointi>(. 
Q.     Mr.  Cave ;  A.     Mr.  HoUMme.'Mi. 
3,  1662. 

Telegraph  Sarrloe 

Accomits  Presented,  Sov.  27.  g!7,  VH. 


Messengers— Conditira  of  placing  oa  tka 
Establishment. 
Q.     Mr.O'Orady;  .4.     Ut.BuUa, 
Nov.  SO,  1089. 


Bacea,  Staff  employed 

Q.     Mr.  Coopei      " 

te,  667. 


A.     Mr.  Bnzttn.  Sm. 


Wale 


Talephone  Serrloo 

Acoomita  Presented,  Nov.  27.  827,  BS& 

Terminable  Annnitiei 

Beadjustment  System. 

Q.     Mr.  Bowlea ;  A.     Mr.  LloTd-GMfp, 
Nov.  26,  393. 

Territorial  Foroe 

8u  tader  Ataij. 

Thomas  Mr.  D.  A.  (Menhjr  Tydrti] 

Cattle-hi««ding,  Funds  arailaUe  <« 
improving,  Dtc  3,  1661. 

Ednoation      (England     sa4 
ales)  (No.  2)  Bill.  Com..  Dn.J, 
1293,  1361,  1372. 
Asiooiationa  onder,  Dte.  2,  IWSl 
Mine  Timbei^Talue  of  WeUh  l^nh.  Dm. 
i,  125S. 

Thome,  Kr.  W.  [W«»t  Bam,  8.] 

Elementary  Education  (Mo.  2)  Bill— latM- 
prelation  of  Section  I  (I)  (fr).  Da-  t 
1464. 

Navy 

Meesrs.  Horisoo  and  Maaoo.  S 
W,  1068. 
Shipbuikling  Contracts,  AUocatioa  A 
Dtc  3.  1060. 
Preston    Mission    Shelter— CkM    of   Mr. 
Watah,  Not.  2S,  MO. 

Tobaoeo 

Nicotine   Fruit-tree  Washes, 
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Tomkinson,  Mr.  J.  [Cheshire,  Crewe] 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners' Vacant  Farms 
Offer  o*  for  Small  Holdings,  Dec,  3, 
1682,   1683. 

Grindleton     Churchyard    Extension    Pro- 
*  J  posals,  Nov.  25,  373. 

Slates — Import  Statistics,    Nov.  24,   111* 

Toome 

Illicit  Distilling,  Prosecutions  for. 

Q.     Mr.     C.    Craig;     A,    Mr.    Birrell, 
Dec.  3,  1691. 


Tottenliam  Estate 

Case  of  F.  McGuinness. 
Q.     Mr.  F.  Meahan  ; 
Dec.  1,  1243. 


A.    Mr.    Birrell, 


TowerMll 

Cattle  Drive  on  7th  Inst. 

Q.     Captain    Craig;     A.    "Mr.    Birrell, 
Nov,  26,  684. 

Trade,  Board  of 

President.— ^i.  Hon.  W.   S.    Churchill. 
Parliamentary    Secretary, — Sir     H.     E. 
Kearley. 

Arbitration  Board,  Formation  of,  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.  Field ;   A.    Mr.  Churchill.  Nov, 
30,  1063. 

Examination  Fees  for   Mates,  *ee    under 
Merchant  Shipping. 

Trade  Eeports 

Amiual  Series  presented,  Nov,  26,  537,  639 
^liscellaneous  Series  Presented,   Nov.   25, 
280,  371. 

Trade  and  Commeroe 

Welsh  Statistics,  Publication  of. 

Q.    Mr.  W.  Roch;    A.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov,  24,  113. 

Trawling  in  Prohibited  Areas  Prevention 
BiU 

Bate  of  taking. 

Qs.     Mr.  Sutherland,  Mr.  J.  C.  Wason  : 
.4.     Mr.  Asquith,  Nov.  30,  1105. 

Treaties 

ParliamentaryTControl  "over  "^Ratification. 
Qs.     Mr.    MacNeill,    Mr.    Verney ;     As. 
Mr.   Asquith,   Nov.   26,   700. 

Trench  Estate 

Advance  made  to  Mr.  Carroll. 

Q,     Mr.  Hog^n;    .4.     Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
24.  130. 


Treasury 

First  Lord—Ri.  Hon.  H.  H.  Asquith. 
Financial  Secretary — Mr.  C.  E.  Hobhouse. 

VOL.  CXCVII.      [Fourth  Series.] 


Trevelyan,  Mr.  C.  P.— -Por/towcn/ory  Secrr, 
tary  Board  of  Education  [Yorkshiac 
W/R.,  EUand] 

Education  Board 

Circular  573,  CviS3  for  Issuing,  Nov 
25,  399,  400. 

Circular  596 — Wording  of  Paragraph 
7  (a)  Nov.  25,  398,  399. 

Medical  Officers,  Status  of,  Nov.  25, 
399. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales  (No.  2)  BiU,  2r„  Nov.  26. 
760-768;  Com.,  Dec,  1.  1334; 
Dec.  2, 1525-1528, 1531. 

Associations  imder,  Dec,  2,  1465,  1466* 

Children  in  Attendance  —  Definition 
of  Term,  Nov,  25,  403. 

Clause    1    (2)   (a),   Intarpretation    ot 
Nov.  26,  678. 

Clause  2 — Right  of  Entry  in  Single* 
Room  Schools,  Dec.  1,  1261. 

Clause  2  (5),   Tabling   of  Regulations 
made  under,  Nov.  25,  403. 

Clause   3,   Interpretation  of,  Dec.   2, 
1465. 

Financial    Resolution,    Dec,    2,    1547, 
1548. 

Furniture  of  Contracting-out  Schools, 
Nov.  26,  679. 

Grants  Payable,  Nov.  25,  400. 

Appeal   against   Allocation,   Dec. 
2,  1465. 

Religious  Instruction,  Time  for,  Dec 
2,  1464.]  g 

Roman  Catholic  School  Grant,  Effect 
on,  Nov.  30,  1090. 

Secondary  Schools  and  Training 
Colleges,  Effect  on,  Dec,  2,  1461. 
1462. 

Section  1  (2)  (6),  Interpretation  of, 
Dec,  2,  1464. 

Systematic  Moral  Instruction,  Facilities 
for,  Nov.  26,  678. 

Exponditure  by  Local  Authorities,  State* 
ment  as  to,  Nov.  25,  402. 

Roman  Catholic  School  Attendance,  Dec* 

2,  1463. 
Swansea  Education  Dispute,  Nov,  25,  402, 

Teachers 

Irish-Training,  Recognition  of,  Nov 
26,  677,  678. 

Women,  Statistics  as  to,  Nov,  26,  677. 

Walworth  School  Grants,  Dec,  2,  1462. 

Trinidad 

Couva  Water-Rate,  Memorial  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  Summerbell ;  A.     Colonel  Seely, 
Nov.  24,  97. 

Immigration  Ordinance  (Section  70)  Evasion 
of,  alleged. 

Qa,     Mr.   Summerbell ;    As.  Colon?l 
Seely,  Nov.  24,  97. 
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Ty^enlosifl 

Notification— Legislative  Fifoposals* 

Q,    Mr.  Vivian ;    ^»    Mr.  Bums,  Not, 
30,  1087. 

Tuberculosis  PreveDittOii  (ll^elknd)  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q,    m,  t'arreil »    -4.    Mi*.  Birrell,  ^o». 
30,  1090. 

TuUaroaA 

Postal  Faoilities  at  Qaiilstown.f 
Qs.    Mr.  Meagher;     As,    Mr.  Bnxton, 
Dee.  J,  1704. 

TW6ed  Itivdr 

Grown  Fishery  Leases  granted. 
Qa.    Sir  J.   Jardine;      As,    Mr.   Hob- 
house,  Nov,  26,  403. 

I 

TJffnda 

Bosoga    Distrlot,    Famine    in  —  Corre- 
spondence Presented,  Nov,  24,  22,  80. 

Uaemployed  Workmen  Act 

Section  (2  (3),  Returns  under. 

Qs,    Mr.  Alden;    As,    Mr.  Burns,  Nov, 
24,  116. 

mteihtiloymeut 

Disfranchisement,  Regulations  as  to.      ^'^ 
Qs.    Mr.  Curran ;  ^*.    Mr.  Burns,  Dec, 
2,  1459. 

Insurance    against — Report    on    German 
system. 

Q.    Mr.       Pickersgill;         A,    Mr. 
Churchill, /)cc.  2, 1457. 

Irish  applications  for  Grants  and  Amount 
allotted. 

Qs.     Mr.  Kettle;    As.     Mr.  Birrell, 

•  Nov.  24,  129. 
Qs,     Mr.  Kettle ;    As.     Mr.  Lloyd - 
George,  Nov.  24,  132. 

Metropolitan  Borough  Employment  Statis- 
tics. 

Q.     Mr.  Homiman  ;  A.     Mr.  Burns, 
Nov.  25,  378. 


Vemey,  Mr.  If.  ^.—eont, 

Ports.t  Use  of,  and  Schemes  for  Improving 
(United  Kingdom  and  Foreign  Coun- 
triea).  Dee.  3, 1671. 

Treaties  —  Parliamentary  Control  over 
Batification^^oc;.  26, 701 ;  Dee,  J,  1238. 

iTerschoyle  Estate 

Sale  Proposals. 
Q,    Mr.  McHugh ;  A,    Mr.  Birrell,  Dee^ 
2,  1441. 

thian,  Mr.  H.  [Birkenhead] 

JBusiness  of  the  House,  Course  of,  Dec,  3* 
1700. 

Poisons  and  Pharmacy!  Bill,' 2b.,  Dee.  3r 
1729. 

Tuberculosis  Notification — Legislative  Pro- 
posals, Nov.  30,  1087. 

iKTaldegrave,  Earl 

Licensing  Bill,  2r.,  Nov.  26, 638. 

tValker,    Mr.    H.    de    B.    [Leicestershire, 
Melton] 

Birstall— John  Bass  Charity,  Dec,  1, 1239. 

Waller  Estate 

Evicted  Tenants,  Position  of. 

Q.    Mr.  O'ShaughnesSy ;  A,     Mr.  Birrell,. 
Nov,  27,  987. 

WalsaU 

Post  Office — Clerk  prosecuted  for  Betting. 
Q.    Mr.    J.    R.    Macdonald;      A.     Mr. 
Buxton,  Dec.  2,  1460. 

Walters,  Mr.  J.  T.  [Sheffield,  Brighteide] 

Education  (No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  2,  1483,. 
1484,   1490,  1601-1503. 

Walworth 

School  Grants  and  Expenditure. 

Q.     Mr.    C.    J.    D'Donnell;       A,     Mr. 
Trevelyan,  Dec,  2,  1462. 


Statistics — Comparison  with  Germany.         -  .j*      ^yin 
Qs.     Earl    Winterton;       As,    Sir    H.  j  ^^^  *'™<^® 
Kearley,  Nov.  26,  675. 


Tfnited  Statei 

Copyright  Regulations. 

Qs.     Sir  P.  Magnus  ;  As.    Mr.  Churchill, 
Nov.  25,  396. 

Unemployment  Statistics,  Returns  as  to. 
Q.     Mr.    H.    P.    Pease;       A.    Sir    H. 
Kearley,  Nov.  26, 642. 

Vemey,  Mr.  F,  W.  [Buckinghamshire,  N.] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  i>^  1, 1347  ;  Dec.  2, 
1509. 

Old- Age  Pension — Case  of  Wife  of  person 
receiving  Poor  Relief,  Dec.  3, 1649. 

Port  of  London.  Demurrage  through 
Shallowness  of  River,  Dec.  3,  1672. 
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Secretary  of  5/a/€— Right  Hon.    H,    B. 
Haldane. 

Parliamentary  Secretary — Lord  LUcaa. 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  F.  D.  Acland. 

Boot  Contracts  (1898-1902). 

Q.     Mr.    T.    F.    Richards;        A,     Mr. 
Haldane,  Dec.  3,  1640. 

Oats  Contracts,  see  Army — Horses. 

Ward,  Mr.  J.  [Stoke^n-Trent] 

Burwell  Crown  Farm,  Leasing  of,  Ngi\  24*- 

84. 

Stoke-on-Trent 

Distress  Conn.iltee,  Sacction  to,  3'or. 
24,  83. 

Fenton  Electric  Supply,  Loan  for,  Nov, 
24,  83. 


YoL  197] 


Wardl«,  Xf.  9. 1.  [Sto(^p<nt] 


L 


Gbays  Thuvrook  Unemployment  Distress 
Committee,  Dec  3,  1630, 

Ingatestone  Dleotion  Disturbance,  Nov,  30, 
1082. 

Railway  and  C»nal  Commission,  Cost  'an^i 
Work  of,  Nov.  2d,  667. 

Railways 

Combines — Tabling  of  Ajgreements  pro- 
posed, Nov,  26,  673,  674. 

Contribotions  by  Companies  to  oertai^i 
,    Associations,  Dec  5,  1637.    ^^ 


SEgHBlP^  1%3. 

Watt  Vs.K.A.-cont.\ 

Navy 
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KTaiOO,  IKfp  J.  (X  [Orkney  and  Shetland] 

Canadian  Immigration  Laws,  Nov,  30, 
1072. 

Colonial  ImmigFation  Laws,  Nov,  24,  96 ; 
Nov,  30,  1078. 

Daxigerous  Performances  on  tjie  3tfif;e, 
Prohibition  of,  proposed,  Nov,  30, 
1083. 

Orkney 

Copinshay  Lighthouse  and  Fog  .Signal, 
Deoisicm  as  to,  Nov,  26,  678. 

I  North    Ronaldshay,    Telegraph    Ex- 

tension  to,    proposed.    Nov,    30, 
1088 ;  Dec,  3,  1674. 

Trawling  m  Prohibited  Areas  Preventiop 
Bill— Date  of  taking,  NoVr  30.  1106. 

Waterlow,  Mr.  D.  S.  [Islington,  N.] 

Port  of  London^Bill,  Com.,  Dec.  iJIJSlZ, 

Waterrille 

Salmon  Hatchery,  Method  of  Stocking. 
Q,    Mr.  Boland;   A,    Mr.  BirrelL  Oeo 
3,  1688.  , 

Vatt.  Hr.  H.  A.  [Glasgow,  College] 

Canadian[1|  Pacific  Railway  Company— r 
Treatment  of  Glasgow  Boilem^a^rB, 
Dec,  2,  1462. 

Cattle 

Breeding,    Fu])ds   Available   for   Imt 
proving,  Dec,  3,  1681. 

Import  Statistics,  etc.,  Dec  1,  1263| 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Cpn.  NoP,  24, 
184,  200,  202. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill — Deputations  in 
connection  with,  Nov.\24,  126. 

Fever  Hospitals,  Inspection  of,  Dec  2, 
1460. 

Glsksgow  Young  Men's  (I!hristian  Association 
Classes,  Positioii  of,  Dec  i„ia66. 

Income-tax  on  Scottish  Commissioners' 
Clerks'  Pay,  Nov,  26,  648. 

Heat  Trade  Combiiiations—Work  of  Com-- 
mittee,  Dec  1,  1267. 

Motor  Licences  Issued  (1907-8),  Nov,  26, 
668. 
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^*  ^adicea "  Twca  Crm83rs,  Dec  5, 
1667. 

Portsmoutli  I^Qck-^Wages  "^fAd  by 
^essrp.  Migqrii^cm  %q4  M^^son,  Nov* 
30,  1067, 

014-Age    Pensiffli    fii^g^latione — Scottish 
Translation,  Nov,  $4,  107. 

Opium  Conference — Opinions  of  British 
Helagft^.  i)^  3,  1^9. 

Parlian)e4t-^AU)9Pa^i^  ^  I^ocbuw,  Dec  3. 
1662. 

^PSt  0%e  Ba4l^'  CpQir^ts,  Pec  1, 
1260. 

R}q1^oi4  Pftjfk;  S^vsei^  Gftcdaii  in,  Dec 
2,  1466. 

Spot^sh  BlwimB 

Clerks  Allowances  to,  Dec  2,  1467. 

Substitu^s,  Solicitors  Appointed  as, 
Dea,  3,  1682',  1)688. 

y^or  I^aw   Oftt-relief,  Premises  used  for 

P«y  W- 

Q,     Mr.  Q,  ^\mfts ;  A .     Mr.  Bums* 
Pec  3,  1629, 

Wedgwood,  Mr.  U.  C.    |;N^wpa8t|er\^if|er» 
Lyne] 

British  Indians  i|i  the  Transvaal — Case 
of  Mr.  Ghandi,  Nov.  30,  1073. 

Elementary  Education  (England  and 
Wales)  (Ifo,  8)  Bill,  Com-,  .Pw,  i, 
1333. 

Industrial  P^v•lopm^nt,  Ckmsular  Sports 
on,  Nov.  30,  109B^  1094. 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.    [^ss  and  Cromarty] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con,  Nov.  24, 
166. 

Fishfities — fioottidi  tfew  Cruiser,  Dec  1, 
1237. 

India — Simla,  Boundary  of  Penrose  K^l^te 
Nov,  25,  380. 

Qld-Age  Pension  I^egulations — ^Traslation 
into  Gaelic  proposed,  Nov.  3d,  1069. 

Rhue  Rhea,  Lighthouse  and  Fog-Si^mal  for, 
Dec  1,  \WI. 

Weir  Charity 
WMtiEitnte 

Case  of  P.  D.  Kelly. 

Q.     Mr,    F.    MeehaQ;   4.    Ifr.    9ix|g|lt 

Nov.  30,  Km. 
Witatailiiitw 

Caseof  Trew. 

Q.    Mr.    Talbot ;    A.    Mr.  Gladstone 

Nov.  24,  e.% 


Wes— Win] 


Westmeath 

Evicted  Tenants,  Potition  of. 
Q,    Mr.  Ginnell ;    A,     Mr.  Birrell,  Dec. 
2,  1439. 

Police,  Information  as  to. 

Q,  Sir  W.  Nugent ;  ^.  Mr.  Birrell, 
iVov.25,694. 

Valuation,  Cost  of. 

Q,  Sir  W.  Nugent;  A,  Mr.  Hob- 
house,  Dec.  4,  1762. 

Whitei  Mr.  J.  D.  [Dumbartonshire] 

Clyde  Foreshores  above  Greenock,  Valua- 
tion of,  Nov.  25,  376. 

•     Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.  24, 
178. 

Income-Tax — Valuation  for  Schedule  A, 
Dec.  3,  1663. 

Lighthouse  Sites  acquired  since  1899, 
Dec.  2,  1431. 

North  Biitish  Railway  Order  Confirmation 
Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  30,  1219,  1228. 

White.  Sir  G.  [Norfolk,  N.W.] 

Elementary  Educati(Jh(EMgland  and  Wales, 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  25, 466-476  ; 
Com.,  Nov.  30,  1140-1144;  Dec. 
2,  1629-1631. 

Financial  Resolution,  Dec.  2,  1669-1664. 

WUte  Estate 

Sale  Proposab. 

Q.     Mr.  F.  Meehan ;     A,    Mr.    Birrell, 
Dec.  3,  1646. 

White  Phosphorus  Hatches  Prohibition 
BiU 

e.  Report  from  Standing  Committee  A, 
i^ov.  25, 416. 

Con.,  Dec.  3,  1746. 

3b.*  Dec.  3,  1754. 

Whitehead,  Mr.  R.  [Essex,  S.E.] 

Port  of  London  Bill,  Com.,  Dec  4,  1802, 
1803,  1809,  1827. 

Whyte  Blake  Estate 

Sale  Proposals,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  Duffy;    A.    Mr.  Birrell,  Nov. 
30,  1100. 

WUkie,  Mr.  A.  [Dundee] 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill,  Con.,  Nov.    24, 
166.  I. 

Williams,  Mr.  W.  L.  [Carmarthen  District] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales 
(No.  2)  Bill,  Com.,  Dee.  1,  1311-1313, 
1362-1364. 

Willoughby-de-Broke,  Lord 

Licensing  Bill,  2b.,  Nov.  26,  697-60  L 

Willoughby-de-Eresby,  Lord  [Lincolnshire, 

Homcastle] 

Elementary  Education  (England  and  Wales) 
(No.  2)  Bill.  2b.,  Nov.  26,  811,  812. 
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INDEX.  [VoL  in. 

Nov.  U—Dec.  4. 

WHson,  Mr.  J.  H.  [MiddlcshKmgh] 

"  Ashburton,"  Crew  of.  Dee.  2, 1451 
Cartsdyke,"  Crew  of,  Det.  3,  1621 
Cereda,"  Crew  of.  Dee,  2,  1465. 


it 


{{ 


Deck    Hands — Advisory    Committee 
commendation,  Dec  2,  1456. 

"  Lord  Derby."  Crew  of.  Dec  2,  1456. 

*'  Spartan  Prince  ** — Inquiry      into 
Dec.  3,  1621. 

**  Strombus  " — Deaths    of    Asiatics, 
2,  1457. 


Wilson.  Mr.  J.  W.  [Worcesten^hiw,  N.] 

Elementary     Education     ( England 
Wales)  (No.   2)  Bill,  Com.. 
1,  1318  ;   Dec  2,  1491. 

j^lloeation  of  Time  Reeolntioa,  A^ov. 
27,  970-972,  9?9. 

Wilson,  Mr.  W.  T.  [LancatOiirc,  S.E..  We**- 
hough ton] 

€k)vemment      Department      Contract*— 
Wages  of  Carpenters,  Not.  27,  WO. 

Oxford     Street — BniMin^    Accident*    em 
Waring- White  Works,  Det.  i.  12». 

Postmen,    Auxiliary — Pay   in    City,    Dte^ 
1,  1260. 

Salvation    Army,    Registration    of.    Net, 
27,  939. 

Wimbledon 

Unemployment  Grant. 
Q.    Mr.  Clynes;    A.    Mr.  Bums,  Dm. 


3,  1631. 


Wine 


Duties — Revision   propoMHL 

Q.     Mr.  Rees;    A.    Mr.  Uoyd-Geoffi, 
Nov.  26,  662. 


,  Mr.  E.  [Norfolk,  RW.l 

Ecclesiastical       Commisaioaers* 

Farms,  OfTer  of,  for  Small  Hokiis^ 
Dec  3,  1683. 

PoiBons  and  Pharmacy  Bill,   2b.,  Ac  i, 
1716. 

Winterton,  Earl  [Sussex,  Horsham] 
Army 

Inniskilling    Dragoons  —  PrrvnoCwiS 
and  Transfers,  Dec  2,  145a 

Territorial  Force,  Guns  for,  A'o*.  ^ 
664. 

Coastguard  Inquiry — Proposals  as  to  Be* 
port,  Dec  2, 1447. 

Y  LigateBtone  Election  Dtsturbaaoe — Coadaci 
of  Police,  etc,  No9.  26,  671. 

m  Pahlio  Aocoonts  Committee  Report, 
for  Discussion  of,  Norn.  26,  TOOi 

Unemployment  Statistict  —  Com 
with  Germany,  Nov.  96,  075,  bi 


